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

m odate the charge degrees of freedom .

Both U (1) and SU (2) gauge transfom ation are useed to

factorize the charge and spin contribution to the original electron operator in tem s of the em ergent
gauge elds. It is shown that these elds play a sin ilar role as phonons in the BC S theory: they
provide the \glue" for fermm ion pairing. By tracing out gauge bosons the form of paired states is
established and the role of antiferrom agnetic correlations is explicated.

To understand the physics of strongly correlated (SC)
system s one frequently em ploys a slayg.particle (SP) de-
com position of the electron operator?#2 A nalytic theory
behind this form ulation hinges on the treatm ent of the
constraint ofno double occupation based on the assum p—
tion that the on-site interaction energy U can be renor-
m alized to In niy. The redundancy in representations
used to enforce thg constraint naturally leads to vari-
ous gauge theories? Tt is som etin es supposed that slave
particles can be lberated at low energies, in which case
the slave-boson and ferm ion degrees of freedom take on
a physicalm eaning w ith the spin-charge separation as a
result. However, it was shown that gauge theories as—
sociated w ith SP representations of oorre]atedl.e]ecttons,
such asthet J model, are always con ning? The rea—
son is that the slaveparticle gauge theory is In niely
strongly coupled{ there is no intrinsic kinetic energy for
the gauge eld. Therefore, the slave particle represen—
tations of correlated electron m odels are not belonging
to the class of generic gauge theories. A though m at-
ter eldswhich couple to the non-generic SP gauge eld
m ght generate gauge dynam ics in the low-energy e ec—
tive actiong the problem rem ains: how to derive em er—
gent gauge elds from them icroscopic form ulation ofthe
theory of SC electrons and not just to write down a La—
grangian that contains them - as in the SP approach.
T his issue is ofbasic concem because the understanding
of the m echanisn of superconductivity In cuprates re—
quires the know ledge of bosons m ediating the pairing as
wellasthe nature ofthe paired states. H ere, the underly—
Ing attraction force appears very puzzling since it ishard
to reconcilke the m icroscopic attractive interaction w ith
the com pletely repulsive bare electron-electron forces.

In the present paper we extend the SU ) spinr
rotationally invariant approach to the Hubbard m odel2
w hich m akes no assum ptions regarding the m agniude of
the Coulomb energy U, to accom m odate on equal foot—
Ing the charge degrees of freedom . Using U (1) and SU (2)
transform ation w e explicitly factorize the charge and spin
contribution to the origihalelectron operator in tem s of
the corresponding em ergent gauge elds. W e show that
these eldsplay a sin ilar role asphonons in the BC S the—
ory: they provide the \glue" for ferm ion pairing in the
SC system . By tracihg out gauge bosons we explicitly

calculate and the form ofpaired states and explicate the
role of antiferrom agnetic A F) correlations.
Our starting point is the purely ferm ionic Hubbard

H am iltonian H He+ Hy :
X X

H= t & ©c )+ hcil+ Une @)ng @©): 1)
hrroi; r

Here, hr;r% runs over the nearest-neighbor (nn. sies,
t is the hopping am plitude, U stands for the Coulomb
repulsion, while the operator & (r) creates an electron
wih soin =";# at the lattice site r. Furthem ore,
n) = nnr () + ng () is the number operator, where
n ) = & @c @®. U sually, working in the grand
canonicalensem ble a tem D) isadded to H in
Eq.{) with being the chem icalpotential . Tt is custom —
ary to Introduce G rassnann elds, ¢ (r ) depending on
the \in aginary tine" 0 1gKT , with T being
the tem perature) that satisfy the anti{periodic condition

c )= cr + R),town'i:ethepath Integral for the
statisticalsum Z = D D cle Sl wih the fm jonic
action

S [cicl= S [gicl+ d H [c;c); 2)

0
that contains the ferm ionic Berry tem
X Z

Sg [cicl=

r

dck )@c T ): 3)
0

For the SC system it is crucialto construct a covariant
form ulation of the theory which naturally preserves the
soin-rotationalsym m etry present in the H ubbard H am il
tonian. For this purpose the density {density product in
Eq.@:) we write, ©llow Ing Ref:_é, In a spin-rotational in—
variant way:

X 1, 2
Hy =10 ZH (r ) [ ) S 4)
P
where S2@® ) = 12 & @ )™ sco(r ) denotes

2
the vector spin operator @ = x;y;z) with *® be-

Ing the Pauli matrices. The unit vector ( ) =
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# @ )cos’ x );sih# (@ )sih’ (r );cos# (r
in tem s ofpolar angles labels varying in space-tim e spin
quantization axis. The spin{rotation invariance ism ade
explicit by perform ing the angular integration over (r )
at each site and tine. By decoupling soin and charge
density term s In Eq. (4 ) usihg auxiliary elds % ) and
iV (r ) respectively, we w rite dow n the partition finction
n the form

Z Z Z
Z = D 1] DVD%] Dddc]
e S [ iV i%sicicl . )
Q ,
whereD ] sin # (r k)d#(rk)d (r ) is the spin-

rx

angular Integration m easure. T he e ective action reads:

Z
X o2 2
S [;V;%;cc] = d s )+ vee)
.0 U U
+ V@ )nr )+2%5C ) ) S )]
Z
+ Sp [eicl+ d Hilgicl: (6)
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Sinpl Hartree¥Fock HF) theory will not work for a
Hubbard model In which U is the largest energy in
the problem . One has to isolate strongly uctuating
m odes generated by the Hubbard term according to the
charge U (1) and spin SU (2) symm etries. To this end
we write the uctuating \in agihary chem ical potential”
iV (r ) asa sum ofa static  (r) and periodic finction

Ve )=V%E+ V( )ushgFourer series
1% .
Ve )=— WV (!'y)e" " + cxi] (7)
n=1
wih !, =2 n= @=0; 1; 2)beingthe Bose)M at—

subara frequencies. Now, we introduce the U (1) phase
eld (r ) via the Faraday{type relation

=V ): 8)

Since the hom otopy group 1 U (1)] fom s a set of inte—
gers, discrete con gurations of (r ) matter, or which

r ) r0) = 2 m (r), wherem () = 0; 1; 2;:::
T hus the decom position of the charge eld V (r ) con—
E)nn s wih qu basic m = 0 topological sector since

0 —(r ) = 0 V() 0. Furthem ore, by perfomm —
ng the local gauge transform ation to the new ferm ionic
variablesf (r ):

c@) z@) O f @) ©)
c @) 0 z@®) £ )
where the unim odular parameter % (r )3 = 1 satis—

d ) we ramove the inaghary tem
) orallthe Fourierm odes oftheV (r )

s z(@r ) =
10d\7'(r n (r

)] w ritten

eld, except for the zero frequency. Subsequent SU (2)
transform ation from £ (r ) toh (r ) operators,

_ 1@ ) 2 () h; )
o) 1)  hpe) 20

w ith the constramnt j; (€ )3+ J, ( )j = 1 takes away
the rotational dependence on (r ) in the spin sector.
Thisisdonebym eansoftheHopfmapR (r )®RY (@ )=

~ (r ) that is based on the enlargem ent from two-—
sphere S, to the three—sphere S3 SU (2). The unin od-
ular constraint can be resolved by using the param etriza—
tion

1) = e

#(@ )

Z(r ) é[’ (r ) (r )]Sjn (ll)

w ith the Euler angularvariables’ (r );#( )and (r ),
respectively. Here, the extra variable (r ) represents
the U (1) gauge freedom of the theory as a consequence
ofS, ! S3 mappihg. One can summ arize Egs ('_é) and
C_l-(_i) by the single pint gauge transfom ation exhibiting
electron operator factorization

X

c ()= z@r )R o )ho(r ); 12)

where R (r ) = e 1™/ € )72 i )=2g 1% (=2 45 5
unitary m atrix which rotates the spin—quantization axis
atsiterandtine . Eq.:fl_é) re ectsthe com posite nature
of the interacting electron form ed from bosonic spinorial
and charge degrees of freedom given by R o (r ) and
z(r ), respectively as well as rem aining ferm ionic part
h ( ). Inthenew variablestheaction in Eq.'(_éta) assum es
the fom

Z
S ; i%h;h =Sy hshl+  d H, [ ;h;h]
0
X Z
+So[ 1+ 2 d Ak ) n¥ ) 13)
r 0
P
where S, (r ) = 3 h @ ) h (r).Furthemore,
A\l #
Z
sol1= o 2.2 g, 14)
= — —(r
0 o U iU

stands for the kinetic and Berry term ofthe U (1) phase

eld In the charge sector. The SU (2) gauge transform a-
tion In Eq.{_lQ') and the ferm Jonic Berry temm in Eq.z_ﬂ)
generate SU (2) potentials given by RY (@ )@R (r ) =



A (r ), where

A% ) = %#(r ysh (@ )
i
5’_(r )sin (r )cos (r )
i
AV ) = 5#—(1? yoos ()
+ 51'_<r )sh ( )sh @ )
i i
A*@x ) = 5’_(r ) cos# (v )+5_(r ): 15)

In analogy to the charge U (1) eld the SU (2) spin system
exhibits em ergent dynam ics. By Integrating out ferm ions
the lastterm in E q.(_lg) w J'Jlgener%te gle kinetic term for

the SU (2) rotors Sy [ 1= (1=Eq) r o dAExx ) AL
in the fom
x 2 h
Sol 1= d #@c )+ %)
S r 0
+ 2@ )+ 2 @ ) _(r )oos#k(r ) (16)

wih Es beihg of order of U close to half lling. The
rst order tetrm In A (r ) elds gives rise to the usual
soin Berry contribution. If we work in D irac \north

w here = e U=2 is the chem ical potential with
a Hartree shift originating from the saddlepoint value
of the static variable Vo (r) w ith Ny = Npn + Npy and
n, = h (@ )h (r )i. The chief merit of the gauge
transform ation n Eq.C_l-gl) is that we have m anaged to
cast the SC problem into a system of non-interacting h
ferm ions subm erged in the bath of strongly uctuating
U (1) and SU (2) gauge potentials coupled to fem ionsvia
hopping tem plus Zeam an-type contribution wih the
massive eld $(r ). In the AF phase, at the half- 1ling,
i assum es the staggered form $(r )= ( 1f wih .
being the charge gap . U=2 or U=t 1. However,
a nonzero valie of . does not inply the existence of
AF Iong{range order. For this the angular degrees of
freedom (r ) have also to be ordered, whose low -lying
excitations are In the form of soin waves.

Tt is well known that phonons play the rol of the
\glue" that is responsible for the fom ation of C ooper
pairs In conventional superconductors. Now we show
that U (1) and SU (2) em ergent gauge elds, the collec—
tive high energy m odes in the SC system , take over the
task which was carried out by phonons in BCS super—
conductors. In a way sin ilar to phonons these gauge

elds couple to the ferm ion density type temm via the
am plitude t, see Eq.{7). Now we evaluate the e ective
Interaction between fem ions by tracing out the gauge

pok" gauge ( ) = ’P(rg one recoverss the fam i-  degrees of freedgp . To this end we w rite the partition
arfom Sg [ 1= i( =U) .o d " @)l cos# T )]. function as z = DhDhle s[h"h],where
T he ferm ionic sector, In tum, is govemed by the e ective
H am iltonian 7
X . _ S[; ;hihl]
H, = %c)h@ )@ ) h@ @ )] Shih] =" = D D Je (18)
X r
t ze)z@ )RYr )R@ ) h @ )h )
he 204 generates cum ulant expansion for the e ective ferm ionic
X action. W e concentrate on the second order term in the
h ¢ )h @ ); @17) hoping am plitude t containing four ferm ion operators:
r
|
*
22 X X
s h;h]= 5 d a° z@w )z ) RY@ R ) ,h @ dho( )
0 g1 rPFnm: 0
+
X

z( 9z@ 9

J2 roFEnm:

whereh:::idenotesaveraging overU (1) and SU (2) gauge
elds. The averaging in the charge sector is perform ed

RY@ OR @ 9)

oh (@ Yo 9 ; 19)

w ith the use of the U (1) phase action in Eq.{14) to give
e )z@ Jz@ 9z@ i

! r1;rd rg;rz)
U . 0.

ex -
P 2 J J

( r1;r) rpir) +
0)2
(20)

E quation z_2-(_j) re ects the local (in space) nature of



charge excitation and contains only the non-topological
part of the Purpoint charge correlator. Away from
half- lling the dynam ics of spin variables is slower as
com pared to the charge counterparts, allow ing to treat
SU (2) variablesas ocalin timeR (r ) =R (¢ )+ (°

J@R (r )+0 [(°  31.Furthem ore, in the low tem per—
ature lim i (on the energy scale given by U ), by m aking
use of the omula

Z v
o 31 %% 2 2e 2
lin d% T == 1)
Lo g U U
we arrive at
22 X X
S @ h;h]= - d h « )how )Y

0 hr;r0i g

WMo, o ;2 ¥ r )h ¢ how ); @2)

where h:::1 denotes averaging over the rem aining spin—
angular variables and
o= RYe R@ ), R R )

M o o, 1 (23)

7

Now , en ploying the com position formula for rotational
m atrices”

RVe R@ )=p= S, ' < ©24)
2 e 2 e 2 n
) p
w ith ;2)="1 ) fr), where
[ ); ? );z] is the signed solid angle spanned
by the vectors (r ); ®® ) and z wih =
[ @ ); ®% )] 2’ (r ),we nally conclude that
X Z
S@® h;n] = d A ?)ae £
heroi O
+ FFec P )F e £); ©25)
where
22 ,
Jar = — 1 h@) fr )i 26)
and
0 0
A )o@ e ) hE b )
2
(0] 0]
F 2 )=hn r )@ )p+§h# r )@ ) 27

being the valence bond operators:@ T he rotational in—
variance of the right-hand side In Eq.i_2-§) is m anifest
shee A@ ? A £)=s€) ) % and
Fe 2 )F@e?)=sc) 5 )+3;, repectively.
T he e ective non—retarded interaction J, > 0 in front
oftheA (r ¥ )A v # ) termm oconstitutes the attractive
potential for ferm ion pairing. By HF decoupling of the

four-ferm ion term n E q.d_2-§') one obtainsthe \d-wave" so—
lution for the singlet pairing gap 4 (r%) = & @ £ )i.
T he role of antiferrom agnetic correlations is also appar-
ent due to the presence of spin-angular correlation func—
tion in Eq.C_Z-é). For exam ple, In a fully developed AF
background (r ) &)= 1 orrand ?on neigh-
boring sites, so that Jn = 4%2=U and Jr = 0, thus pro—
m oting \d-wave" pairing. T he expectation value of the
second valence bond operator ¥ (r ? )iocom petes w ith

a (£r%, since it enhances the kinetic energy of ferm ions,
w hich eventually results iIn suppression ofthe d-wave gap
at higher doping level. The actual strength of the ef-
fective Interaction in Eq.{_2-§) requires that the quantity
h @ ) @ )i has to be detem ined selfconsistently.
To this end, in a way sin ilar to Eq.C_la‘), one should in—
tegrate from the e ective H am ilttonian in Eq.(:_l-7_:) charge
and ferm ion variables to obtain the action for the spin
rotational degrees of freedom :

J X z

S[1= — d [ ) te) 11
hrr"iO
X Z 1
J d s @) s) = ; @8
hrr"iO 4

where we m ade use of the omula = %trCR NER YN,
while the variablesS (¢ )= c " c )are
the \bosonic" spins i the com plex-profctive CP!) or-
mulation, see Eq.l_l-li). Here, J = 4UL2 Mne ) -
dicates that Coulomb energy U induced Hubbard band
splitting is a necessary prerequisite to sustain AF corre—
lations. A though, the ffrm ionsh (r );h (@ ) ply the
role sin ilar to \spinons" in the slave particlke form ula—
tion a m a pr quantitative di erence appears. In SP the—
ory at half- lling \gpinons" are paired at T = 0 with

a ® 0. This is clearly in possible here due to the pres-
ence Zeem an-type band splitting tem in Eq.{7) that
m arks the onset of charge gap. It prevents a non-zero
solution for 4 since at half lling is approaching the
high energy charge gap, while 4 is govemed by the ex—
change energy Ja U . W e ascribe this discrepancy to
the Inherent nability in the SP scheme to give an ac—
count of the high-energy e ects that are the halim ark
of the M ott physics? The reason is that the SP theory
handels exclusively w ith w ith a strictly ow-energy e ec—
tive Ham iltonian. This feature is odd eg. w ith exper-
In ents which show that the superconducting transition
In cuprates is acoom panied by changes in the optical re—
soonse, even at energies of the order of 100 tin es the
critical tem perature, clearly pointing out the in portance
of the high-energy e ects on the scak given by U 24 Fi-
nally we observe that superconductivity dem ands m ore
than just paired ferm ions - it also requires phase coher-
ence In the charge sector distinguished by the variables
z(r )= & ¥ ), Therefore a filly selfconsistent theory
requires a counterpart of the action in Eq.@-g) for the
phase variables and phase sti nesses that are responsble
for the actual superconducting state £l
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