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G eneric gauge �elds in the H ubbard m odel: em ergence ofpairing interaction
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The spin-rotationally invariant SU(2) approach to the Hubbard m odelis extended to accom -

m odate the charge degrees offreedom . Both U(1) and SU(2) gauge transform ation are useed to

factorizethechargeand spin contribution to theoriginalelectron operatorin term softheem ergent

gauge �elds. It is shown that these �elds play a sim ilar role as phonons in the BCS theory: they

provide the \glue" for ferm ion pairing. By tracing out gauge bosons the form ofpaired states is

established and the role ofantiferrom agnetic correlationsisexplicated.

To understand the physicsofstrongly correlated (SC)

system sonefrequently em ploysa slaveparticle(SP)de-

com position ofthe electron operator.1,2 Analytic theory

behind this form ulation hinges on the treatm ent ofthe

constraintofno doubleoccupation based on theassum p-

tion thatthe on-site interaction energy U can be renor-

m alized to in�nity. The redundancy in representations

used to enforce the constraint naturally leads to vari-

ousgaugetheories.3 Itissom etim essupposed thatslave

particlescan be liberated atlow energies,in which case

the slave-boson and ferm ion degreesoffreedom take on

a physicalm eaning with the spin-chargeseparation asa

result. However,it was shown that gauge theories as-

sociated with SP representationsofcorrelated electrons,

such asthe t� J m odel,arealwayscon�ning.4 The rea-

son is that the slave-particle gauge theory is in�nitely

strongly coupled{ there isno intrinsic kinetic energy for

the gauge �eld. Therefore,the slave particle represen-

tations ofcorrelated electron m odels are not belonging

to the class ofgeneric gauge theories. Although m at-

ter�eldswhich couple to the non-genericSP gauge�eld

m ightgenerate gauge dynam icsin the low-energy e�ec-

tive action,5 the problem rem ains: how to derive em er-

gentgauge�eldsfrom them icroscopicform ulation ofthe

theory ofSC electronsand notjustto write down a La-

grangian that contains them - as in the SP approach.

Thisissueisofbasicconcern becausetheunderstanding

ofthe m echanism ofsuperconductivity in cuprates re-

quiresthe knowledgeofbosonsm ediating the pairing as

wellasthenatureofthepaired states.Here,theunderly-

ing attraction forceappearsvery puzzling sinceitishard

to reconcile the m icroscopic attractive interaction with

the com pletely repulsivebareelectron-electron forces.

In the present paper we extend the SU(2) spin-

rotationally invariantapproach to the Hubbard m odel,6

which m akesno assum ptionsregardingthem agnitudeof

the Coulom b energy U ,to accom m odate on equalfoot-

ing thechargedegreesoffreedom .Using U(1)and SU(2)

transform ationweexplicitlyfactorizethechargeand spin

contribution to theoriginalelectron operatorin term sof

the corresponding em ergentgauge �elds. W e show that

these�eldsplay asim ilarroleasphononsin theBCS the-

ory: they provide the \glue" for ferm ion pairing in the

SC system . By tracing out gauge bosons we explicitly

calculateand theform ofpaired statesand explicatethe

roleofantiferrom agnetic(AF)correlations.

O ur starting point is the purely ferm ionic Hubbard

Ham iltonian H � Ht+ H U :

H = � t
X

hrr0i;�

[cy�(r)c�(r
0)+ h:c:]+

X

r

U n"(r)n#(r):(1)

Here,hr;r0irunsoverthe nearest-neighbor(n.n.) sites,

t is the hopping am plitude,U stands for the Coulom b

repulsion,while the operator cy�(r) creates an electron

with spin � = ";# at the lattice site r. Furtherm ore,

n(r) = n"(r)+ n#(r) is the num ber operator, where

n�(r) = cy�(r)c�(r). Usually, working in the grand

canonicalensem ble a term � �
P

r
n(r)isadded to H in

Eq.(1)with � beingthechem icalpotential.Itiscustom -

ary to introduce G rassm ann �elds,c�(r�)depending on

the\im aginarytim e"0 � � � � � 1=kB T,(with T being

thetem perature)thatsatisfy theanti{periodiccondition

c�(r�)= � c�(r� + �),to write the path integralforthe

statisticalsum Z =
R
[D �cD c]e� S[�c;c] with the ferm ionic

action

S[�c;c]= SB [�c;c]+

Z �

0

d�H [�c;c]; (2)

thatcontainsthe ferm ionic Berry term

SB [�c;c]=
X

r�

Z �

0

d��c�(r�)@�c�(r�): (3)

Forthe SC system it iscrucialto constructa covariant

form ulation ofthe theory which naturally preservesthe

spin-rotationalsym m etry presentin theHubbard Ham il-

tonian. Forthispurpose the density{density productin

Eq.(1)we write,following Ref.6,in a spin-rotationalin-

variantway:

H U = U
X

r

�
1

4
n2(r�)� [
(r�)� S(r�)]

2

�

; (4)

where Sa(r�) = 1

2

P

�� 0 c
y
�(r� )̂�

a
�� 0c� 0(r�) denotes

the vector spin operator (a = x;y;z) with �̂a be-

ing the Pauli m atrices. The unit vector 
(r�) =
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[sin#(r�)cos’(r�);sin#(r�)sin’(r�);cos#(r�)]written

in term sofpolarangleslabelsvarying in space-tim espin

quantization axis.The spin{rotation invarianceism ade

explicitby perform ingtheangularintegration over
(r�)

at each site and tim e. By decoupling spin and charge

density term s in Eq.(4)using auxiliary �elds %(r�) and

iV (r�)respectively,wewritedown thepartition function

in the form

Z =

Z

[D 
]

Z

[D V D %]

Z

[D �cD c]�

� e� S[
;V;%;�c;c]: (5)

where[D 
] �
Q

r�k

sin #(r�k )d#(r�k)d’(r�k)

4�
is the spin-

angularintegration m easure.The e�ectiveaction reads:

S [
;V;%;�c;c] =
X

r

Z �

0

d�

�
%2(r�)

U
+
V 2(r�)

U

+ iV (r�)n(r�)+ 2%(r�)
(r�)� S(r�)]

+ SB [�c;c]+

Z �

0

d�Ht[�c;c]: (6)

Sim ple Hartree-Fock (HF) theory will not work for a

Hubbard m odel in which U is the largest energy in

the problem . O ne has to isolate strongly 
uctuating

m odesgenerated by the Hubbard term according to the

charge U(1) and spin SU(2) sym m etries. To this end

we write the 
uctuating \im aginary chem icalpotential"

iV (r�) asa sum ofa static V0(r)and periodic function

V (r�)= V0(r)+ ~V (r�)using Fourierseries

~V (r�)=
1

�

1X

n= 1

[~V (r!n)e
i!n � + c:c:] (7)

with !n = 2�n=� (n = 0;� 1;� 2)being the(Bose)M at-

subara frequencies. Now,we introduce the U(1) phase

�eld �(r�)via the Faraday{typerelation

_�(r�)�
@�(r�)

@�
= ~V (r�): (8)

Since the hom otopy group �1[U (1)]form s a setofinte-

gers,discrete con�gurations of�(r�) m atter,for which

�(r�)� �(r0) = 2�m (r), where m (r) = 0;� 1;� 2;:::

Thus the decom position ofthe charge �eld V (r�) con-

form s with the basic m = 0 topological sector since
R�
0
_�(r�) =

R�
0
~V (r�) � 0. Furtherm ore,by perform -

ing the localgauge transform ation to the new ferm ionic

variablesf�(r�):

�
c�(r�)

�c�(r�)

�

=

�
z(r�) 0

0 �z(r�)

� �
f�(r�)
�f�(r�)

�

(9)

where the unim odular param eter jz(r�)j2 = 1 satis-

�es z(r�) = ei�(r� ), we rem ove the im aginary term

i
R�
0
d�~V (r�)n(r�)foralltheFourierm odesoftheV (r�)

�eld,except for the zero frequency. Subsequent SU(2)

transform ation from f�(r�)to h�(r�)operators,

�
f1(r�)

f2(r�)

�

=

�
�1(r�) ���2(r�)

�2(r�) ��1(r�)

� �
h1(r�)

h2(r�)

�

(10)

with the constraintj�1(r�)j
2 + j�2(r�)j

2 = 1 takesaway

the rotationaldependence on 
(r�) in the spin sector.

Thisisdonebym eansoftheHopfm ap R (r� )̂�zR y(r�)=

�̂ � 
(r�) that is based on the enlargem ent from two-

sphereS2 to the three-sphereS3 � SU(2).The unim od-

ularconstraintcan beresolved by usingtheparam etriza-

tion

�1(r�) = e�
i

2
[’(r� )+ �(r� )]cos

�
#(r�)

2

�

�2(r�) = e
i

2
[’(r� )� �(r� )]sin

�
#(r�)

2

�

(11)

with theEulerangularvariables’(r�);#(r�)and �(r�),

respectively. Here,the extra variable �(r�) represents

the U(1) gauge freedom ofthe theory asa consequence

ofS2 ! S3 m apping. O ne can sum m arize Eqs (9) and

(10)by the single jointgauge transform ation exhibiting

electron operatorfactorization

c�(r�)=
X

� 0

z(r�)R�� 0(r�)h� 0(r�); (12)

where R (r�) = e� î�z’(r� )=2e� î�y #(r� )=2e� î�z�(r� )=2 is a

unitary m atrix which rotatesthe spin-quantization axis

atsiterandtim e�.Eq.(12)re
ectsthecom positenature

oftheinteracting electron form ed from bosonicspinorial

and charge degrees of freedom given by R �� 0(r�) and

z(r�),respectively as wellas rem aining ferm ionic part

h�(r�).In thenew variablestheaction in Eq.(6)assum es

the form

S
�

;�;%;�h;h

�
= SB [�h;h]+

Z �

0

d�H
;� [�;�h;h]

+ S0 [�]+ 2
X

r

Z �

0

d�A (r�)� Sh(r�); (13)

whereSh(r�)=
1

2

P

�

�h�(r� )̂��
h
(r�).Furtherm ore,

S0[�]=
X

r

Z �

0

d�

"
_�2(r�)

U
+
2�

iU
_�(r�)

#

(14)

standsforthe kinetic and Berry term ofthe U(1)phase

�eld in the charge sector.The SU(2)gauge transform a-

tion in Eq.(10)and the ferm ionic Berry term in Eq.(3)

generate SU(2) potentials given by R
y(r�)@�R (r�) =
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� �̂ � A (r�),where

A x(r�) =
i

2
_#(r�)sin�(r�)

�
i

2
_’(r�)sin�(r�)cos�(r�)

A y(r�) =
i

2
_#(r�)cos�(r�)

+
i

2
_’(r�)sin�(r�)sin�(r�)

A z(r�) =
i

2
_’(r�)cos#(r�)+

i

2
_�(r�): (15)

In analogytothechargeU(1)�eld theSU(2)spin system

exhibitsem ergentdynam ics.By integratingoutferm ions

thelastterm in Eq.(13)willgeneratethekineticterm for

theSU(2)rotorsS0[
]= � (1=Es)
P

r

R�
0
d�A (r�)� A (r�)

in the form

S0[
]=
1

4Es

X

r

Z �

0

d�

h
_#2(r�)+ _’2(r�)

+ _�2(r�)+ 2_’(r�)_�(r�)cos#(r�)
�

(16)

with Es being oforder of U close to half�lling. The

�rst order term in A (r�) �elds gives rise to the usual

spin Berry contribution. If we work in Dirac \north

pole" gauge �(r�) = � ’(r�) one recoverss the fam il-

iarform SB [
]= � i(�=U )
P

r

R�
0
d� _’(r�)[1� cos#(r�)].

Theferm ionicsector,in turn,isgoverned by thee�ective

Ham iltonian

H 
;� =
X

r

%(r�)[�h"(r�)h"(r�)� �h#(r�)h#(r�)]

� t
X

hr;r0i

�


�z(r�)z(r0�)
�
R

y(r�)R (r0�)
�

�

�h�(r�)h
(r

0�)

� ��
X

r�

�h�(r�)h�(r�); (17)

where �� = � � nfU=2 is the chem icalpotential with

a Hartree shift originating from the saddle-point value

ofthe static variable V0(r) with nh = nh" + nh# and

nh� = h�h�(r�)h�(r�)i. The chief m erit of the gauge

transform ation in Eq.(12) is that we have m anaged to

castthe SC problem into a system ofnon-interacting h

ferm ions subm erged in the bath ofstrongly 
uctuating

U(1)and SU(2)gaugepotentialscoupled to ferm ionsvia

hopping term plus Zeem an-type contribution with the

m assive �eld %(r�). In the AF phase,atthe half-�lling,

itassum esthe staggered form %(r�)= �c(� 1)r with � c

being the charge gap � c � U=2 forU=t� 1. However,

a nonzero value of� c does not im ply the existence of

AF long{range order. For this the angular degrees of

freedom 
(r�)have also to be ordered,whose low-lying

excitationsarein the form ofspin waves.

It is well known that phonons play the role of the

\glue" that is responsible for the form ation ofCooper

pairs in conventionalsuperconductors. Now we show

that U(1) and SU(2) em ergent gauge �elds,the collec-

tive high energy m odesin the SC system ,take overthe

task which was carried out by phonons in BCS super-

conductors. In a way sim ilar to phonons these gauge

�elds couple to the ferm ion density type term via the

am plitude t,see Eq.(17). Now we evaluate the e�ective

interaction between ferm ions by tracing out the gauge

degrees offreedom . To this end we write the partition

function asZ =
R
[D �hD h]e� S[

�h;h],where

S[�h;h] = � ln

Z

[D 
D �]e� S[
;�;
�h;h] (18)

generatescum ulantexpansion forthe e�ectiveferm ionic

action.W e concentrate on the second orderterm in the

hoping am plitude tcontaining fourferm ion operators:

S(2)[�h;h]= �
t2

2

Z �

0

d�d�0

*
X

jr1� r
0

1
j= n:n:

�z(r1�)z(r
0
1�)

X

�� 0

�
R

y(r1�)R (r01�)
�

�� 0

�h�(r1�)h� 0(r01�)�

�
X

jr2� r
0

2
j= n:n:

�z(r2�
0)z(r02�

0)
X



0

�
R

y(r2�
0)R (r02�

0)
�



0
�h
(r2�

0)h
0(r
0
2�

0)

+

; (19)

whereh:::idenotesaveragingoverU(1)and SU(2)gauge

�elds. The averaging in the charge sector is perform ed

with the useofthe U(1)phaseaction in Eq.(14)to give

h�z(r1�)z(r
0
1�)�z(r2�

0)z(r02�
0)i

’ (�
r1 ;r

0

1

�
r2 ;r

0

2

+ �
r1;r

0

2

�
r
0

1
;r2 )�

� exp

�

�
U

2

�

j� � �0j�
(� � �0)2

�

��

: (20)

Equation (20) re
ects the local (in space) nature of
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charge excitation and containsonly the non-topological

part of the four-point charge correlator. Away from

half-�lling the dynam ics of spin variables is slower as

com pared to the charge counterparts,allowing to treat

SU(2)variablesaslocalin tim e R (r�0)= R (r�)+ (�0�

�)@�R (r�)+ O [(�
0� �)2].Furtherm ore,in thelow tem per-

ature lim it(on the energy scalegiven by U ),by m aking

useofthe form ula

lim
� ! 0

Z �

0

d�
0
e
�
j� � �

0jU
2 =

2

U
�
2e�

�U

2

U
(21)

wearriveat

S(2)[�h;h]= �
t2

U

Z �

0

d�
X

hr;r0i

X

�� 0



 0

[�h�(r
0�)h� 0(r�)]y

� hM � 0�;

0(r�;r
0�jr0�r�)i�h
(r

0�)h
0(r�); (22)

where h:::i denotes averaging over the rem aining spin-

angularvariablesand

M � 0�;

0 =
�
R

y(r�)R (r0�)
�

� 0�

�
R

y(r0�)R (r�)
�



0
:(23)

Now,em ploying the com position form ula for rotational

m atrices7

R
y(r�)R (r0�)=

1
p
2

�
e

i

2
� � + e

i

2

�� � �

� e�
i

2

�� � � e�
i

2
� � +

�

(24)

with � � (r�;r
0�) =

p
1� 
(r�)� 
(r0�), where � �

�[
(r�);
(r 0�);z] is the signed solid angle spanned

by the vectors 
(r�);
(r0�) and z with �� =

�[
(r�);� 
(r0�)]� 2’(r�),we�nally concludethat

S(2)[�h;h] = �
X

hrr0i

Z �

0

d�
�
JA �A (r�r0�)A (r�r0�)

+ JF �F (r�r0�)F (r�r0�)
�
; (25)

where

JA =F =
2t2

U
[1� h
(r�)� 
(r0�)i] (26)

and

A (r�r0�)=
h"(r�)h#(r

0�)� h#(r�)h"(r
0�)

p
2

F (r�r0�)=
�h"(r�)h"(r

0�)+ �h#(r�)h#(r
0�)

p
2

(27)

being the valence bond operators.8 The rotationalin-

variance of the right-hand side in Eq.(25) is m anifest

since � �A (r�r0�)A (r�r0�) = Sh(r�)� Sh(r
0�)� 1

4
and

�F (r�r0�)F (r�r0�) = Sh(r�)� Sh(r
0�)+ 1

4
,respectively.

The e�ective non-retarded interaction JA > 0 in front

ofthe �A (r�r0�)A (r�r0�)term constitutesthe attractive

potentialfor ferm ion pairing. By HF decoupling ofthe

four-ferm ionterm in Eq.(25)oneobtainsthe\d-wave"so-

lution forthe singletpairing gap � d(rr
0)= h�A (r�r0�)i.

The role ofantiferrom agnetic correlationsisalso appar-

entdue to thepresenceofspin-angularcorrelation func-

tion in Eq.(26). For exam ple,in a fully developed AF

background 
(r�)� 
(r0�) = � 1 for r and r
0 on neigh-

boring sites,so thatJA = 4t2=U and JF = 0,thuspro-

m oting \d-wave" pairing. The expectation value ofthe

second valencebond operatorh�F (r�r0�)icom peteswith

� d(rr
0),sinceitenhancesthekineticenergy offerm ions,

which eventually resultsin suppression ofthed-wavegap

at higher doping level. The actualstrength ofthe ef-

fective interaction in Eq.(26)requiresthatthe quantity

h
(r�)� 
(r0�)i has to be determ ined self-consistently.

To thisend,in a way sim ilarto Eq.(18),one should in-

tegratefrom thee�ectiveHam iltonian in Eq.(17)charge

and ferm ion variables to obtain the action for the spin

rotationaldegreesoffreedom :

S[
] =
J

4

X

hrr0i

Z �

0

d� [
(r�)� 
(r0�)� 1]

� J
X

hrr0i

Z �

0

d�

�

S�(r�)� S�(r
0�)�

1

4

�

; (28)

where we m ade use ofthe form ula 
 = 1

2
tr(R �̂zR y�̂),

whilethevariablesS�(r�)=
1

2

P

�

���(r� )̂��
�
(r�)are

the\bosonic" spinsin thecom plex-projective(CP1)for-

m ulation,see Eq.(11). Here,J = 4t
2

U
(nh" � nh#)

2 in-

dicates that Coulom b energy U induced Hubbard band

splitting isa necessary prerequisiteto sustain AF corre-

lations. Although,the ferm ions�h�(r�);h�(r�)play the

role sim ilar to \spinons" in the slave particle form ula-

tion a m ajorquantitativedi�erence appears.In SP the-

ory at half-�lling \spinons" are paired at T = 0 with

� d 6= 0. Thisisclearly im possible here due to the pres-

ence Zeem an-type band splitting term in Eq.(17) that

m arks the onset ofcharge gap. It prevents a non-zero

solution for� d since athalf�lling � isapproaching the

high energy chargegap,while � d isgoverned by the ex-

change energy JA � U . W e ascribe thisdiscrepancy to

the inherent inability in the SP schem e to give an ac-

count ofthe high-energy e�ects that are the hallm ark

ofthe M ott physics.9 The reason is that the SP theory

handelsexclusively with with a strictly low-energy e�ec-

tive Ham iltonian. This feature is odd e.g. with exper-

im ents which show that the superconducting transition

in cupratesisaccom panied by changesin the opticalre-

sponse,even at energies ofthe order of100 tim es the

criticaltem perature,clearly pointing outtheim portance

ofthe high-energy e�ectson the scale given by U .10 Fi-

nally we observe that superconductivity dem ands m ore

than justpaired ferm ions-italso requiresphase coher-

ence in the charge sectordistinguished by the variables

z(r�)= ei�(r� ). Therefore a fully self-consistenttheory

requires a counterpart ofthe action in Eq.(28) for the

phasevariablesand phasesti�nessesthatareresponsible

forthe actualsuperconducting state.11
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