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The electron m om entum distribution function in the t� J m odelis studied in

thefram ework ofslaveparticleapproach.W ithin thedecoupling schem eused in the

gauge �eld and related theories,wetreatform ally phaseand am plitude uctuations

aswellasconstraintswithoutfurtherapproxim ations.O urresultindicatesthatthe

electron Ferm isurface observed in the high-resolution angle-resolved photoem ission

and inverse photoem ission experim entscannotbe explained within thisfram ework,

and the sum rule forthe physicalelectron isnotobeyed.A correctscaling behavior

ofthe electron m om entum distribution function near k � kF and k � 3kF in one

dim ension can be reproduced by considering the nonlocalstring �elds[Z.Y.W eng

etal.,Phys.Rev.B45,7850 (1992)],butthe overallm om entum distribution isstill

notcorrect,atleastatthe m ean �eld level.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thet� J m odelisoneofthesim plestm odelscontainingtheessenceofstrongcorrelations

and itsim plicationsforoxide superconductivity [1,2]stillrem ain an outstanding problem .

The t� J m odelwas originally introduced as an e�ective Ham iltonian ofthe Hubbard

m odelin thestrong coupling regim e,wheretheon-siteCoulom b repulsion U isvery largeas

com pared with the electron hopping energy t,and therefore the electronsbecom e strongly

correlated toavoid thedoubleoccupancy.In thiscase,theelectron’sHilbertspaceisseverely

restricted dueto thisconstraint
P

� C
y

i�Ci� � 1.Anderson [1]and laterZhang and Rice[2]

have argued strongly thatthe basic physics ofoxide superconductors can be described by

thet� J m odel.

The norm alstate properties ofoxide superconductors exhibit a num ber ofanom alous

properties in the sense that they do not �t in the conventionalFerm iliquid theory [3,4].

Som epropertiescan beinterpreted only in term sofa doped M ottinsulator[3,4].A central

question in thetheory ofthese strongly correlated system sconcernsthenatureoftheelec-

tron Ferm isurface(EFS)[4].The high-resolution angle-resolved photoem ission and inverse

photoem ission experim ents[5]dem onstratetheexistence ofa largeEFS,with an area con-

sistentwith the band structure calculations. Since the band theory isconsistent with the

Luttingertheorem [6],thism eansthattheEFS area contains1 -� electron persite,where

� isthe hole doping concentration. Although the topology ofEFS isin generalagreem ent

with one-electron-band calculations,the Ferm ivelocity is quite di�erent. This indicates

that electron correlations renorm alize considerably the results obtained in the fram ework

ofa single-particle treatm ent. Ithasrecently been shown by sm allclusterdiagonalization

thatin a two-dim ensional(2D)squarelatticetheEFS within thet� J m odelisconsistent

with Luttinger’stheorem [7]. M onte Carlo sim ulationsfora nearly half-�lled 2D Hubbard

m odelalso supportthisresult[8].M oreover,theelectron m om entum distribution function

ofa 2D t� J m odelwasstudied [9]by using the Luttinger-Jastrow-Gutzwillervariational

wavefunction,which seem stoshow theexistenceofEFS and an algebraicsingularity atthe
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Ferm iedge.Forone-dim ensional(1D)largeU lim itHubbard m odelwhich isequivalentto

thet� J m odel,Ogata and Shiba [10]obtained theelectron m om entum distribution func-

tion by using Lieb-W u’sexactwave function [11]. Theirresultalso showsthe existence of

EFS aswellasthesingularbehavioratk � kF and k � 3kF in them om entum distribution

function.Furtherm ore,Yokoyam a and Ogata[12]studied the1D t� J m odelby usingexact

diagonalization ofsm allsystem sand found thepower-law singularity appearingatkF in the

m om entum distribution function.

So far,strong correlation e�ectscan be properly taken into accountonly by num erical

m ethods[7{10,12],such asvariationalM onte-Carlotechnique[13],exactclusterdiagonaliza-

tion [14],and variousrealizationsofquantum M onte-Carlo m ethod [15]. Apartfrom these

num ericaltechniques,an analyticalapproach to the t� J m odelreceiving a greatdealof

attention istheslave particletheory [4,16],wheretheelectron operatorCi� ispresented as

Ci�=a
y

ifi� with a
y

i asthe slave boson and fi� asthe ferm ion,orvice versa. Thisway the

non-holonom icconstraint

X

�

C
y

i�Ci� � 1 (1)

isconverted into a holonom icone

a
y

iai+
X

�

f
y

i�fi� = 1; (2)

which m eans a given site cannot be occupied by m ore than one particle. A new gauge

degree offreedom m ustbe introduced to incorporatethe constraint,which m eansthatthe

slave particle representation should be invariantundera localgauge transform ation ai !

aie
i�(ri;t),fi� ! fi�e

i�(ri;t),and allphysicalquantitiesshould beinvariantwith respecttothis

transform ation. W e callsuch slave particle approach as"conventional". The advantage of

thisform alism isthatthechargeand spin degreesoffreedom ofelectron m ay beseparated

atthe m ean �eld level,where the elem entary charge and spin excitationsare called holons

and spinons,respectively,butspinons and holons are strongly coupled by the gauge �eld

(phase) uctuations [17]or other e�ects beyond the m ean �eld approxim ation. The two
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uidsofspinonsand holonsrepresentthesam esetofelectrons,and they m ust,on average,

ow together. The decoupling ofcharge and spin degrees offreedom in the large U lim it

Hubbard m odelisundoubtedly correctin 1D [10],where the charge degreesoffreedom of

the ground state are expressed asa Slaterdeterm inantofspinlessferm ions,while itsspin

degrees offreedom are equivalent to the 1D S = 1

2
Heisenberg m odel,so thatcharge and

spin excitationspropagateatdi�erentvelocties. However,the situation isstillnotclearin

2D.

The 1D t� J m odel(the large U lim itHubbard m odel)behaveslike Luttingerliquids

[10,12]. The separation ofthe spin and charge degreesoffreedom isindeed generic to the

universality classofLuttingerliquids[18].Anderson [19]hashypothesized thatthenorm al

state of2D strongly interacting system s relevant forthe oxide superconductors should be

described in term softhe theory ofLuttingerliquids. Thusitisinteresting to understand

the globalfeaturesofthe electron m om entum distribution function and EFS in the t� J

m odelwhereseparation ofthespin and chargedegreesoffreedom m ightbeexpected.Toour

knowledge,theglobalfeaturesoftheelectron m om entum distribution function andEFS have

been obtained only by using num ericaltechniqus,and havenotbeen studied system atically

by analyticalm ethods.

In this paper,we study analytically the electron m om entum distribution ofthe t� J

m odelby using the slave particle approach. In Sec. II,we present a form alstudy ofthe

electron m om entum distribution function and discuss the sum rule obeyed by it. Under

thedecoupling schem e com m only used in thegauge�eld [17]and related theories,wetreat

form ally thephaseand am plitudeuctuations,constraintsand othere�ectswithoutfurther

approxim ations.Theresultsobtained indicatethattheEFS observed in thehigh-resolution

angle-resolved photoem ission and inversephotoem ission experim ents[5]cannotbeexplained

in theconventionalslaveparticleapproach.M oreover,thesum ruleofthephysicalelectron

is not obeyed,ifthe corresponding sum rules are im posed on above particles. Since the

totalnum berofelectronsisindependentofinteractions,thisresultisalso valid beyond the

decoupling schem e within the slave particle approach. In Sec. III,we give an exam ple,

4



following Ref.20,to show thatthescaling behavioroftheelectron m om entum distribution

function neark � kF and k � 3kF in 1D can be reproduced by considering the nonlocal

string �eldsin them ean �eld approxim ation,butthereisstillno EFS,and thesum rulefor

the electron num berisstillviolated. IfLuttingertheorem isobeyed,the Ferm ivolum e is

invariantunderinteractions. Thusourm ean �eld resultseem sto indicate thatthe correct

scaling behavioroftheelectron m om entum distribution doesnotguaranteetheexistenceof

EFS (in the sense ofglobaldistribution)in the sam e theoreticalfram ework. Section IV is

devoted to a sum m ary and discussionson related problem s.

II.FO R M A L ST U D Y O F ELEC T R O N M O M EN T U M D IST R IB U T IO N

Theslaveparticletheory can betheslaveboson ortheslaveferm ion theoriesaccording

to statistics assigned to spinons and holons. The slave boson form ulation [21]is one of

the popular m ethods oftreating the t� J m odel. This m ethod,however,does not give

a good energy ofthe ground state [22]. For exam ple, in the half-�lled case, where the

t� J m odelreduces to the antiferrom agnetic Heisenberg m odel,the lowest energy state

obtained by thism ethod failsto show the expected long-range N�eelorder,and the energy

isconsiderably higherthan num ericalestim ates[13].Also,itdoesnotsatisfy the M arshall

sign rule [23]. However,thistheory providesa spinon Ferm isurface [17]even in the m ean

�eld approxim ation. Alternatively,the slave ferm ion approch naturally gives an ordered

N�eelstate at half-�lling [24],which obeys the M arshall[23]sign rule. The ground state

energy obtained in thiscase ism uch betterthan the slave boson case. Atthe m ean �eld

level,they arequite di�erentalthough in princple they should beequivalentto each other.

Thedi�erencesm ay bereduced by going beyond them ean �eld [25]approxim ation.In the

following,we use both approachesto discussthe electron m om entum distribution function

and thesum ruleobeyed by it,and a directcom parison oftheobtained resultsism ade.

First consider the slave ferm ion representation in which the electron operator can be

expressed as Ci� = e
y

ibi�,where e
y

i is the slave ferm ion,while bi� is the Schwinger boson,
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with theconstraint
P

� b
y

i�bi� + e
y

iei= 1.In thiscase,theLagrangian Lsf and thepartition

function Zsf ofthet� J m odelin theim aginary tim e� can bewritten as

Lsf =
X

i�

b
y

i�@�bi� +
X

i

e
y

i@�ei+ H +
X

i

�i(e
y

iei+
X

�

b
y

i�bi� � 1); (3)

H = �t
X

< ij> �

eie
y

jb
y

i�bj� +
J

4

X

< ij>

b
y

i�bi�b
y

jbj�(��� �� � ��� ��)� �
X

i

e
y

iei; (4)

Zsf =

Z

D eD e
y
D bD b

y
D �e

�
R

d�Lsf(�); (5)

where �i isthe Lagrangian m ultiplier on site i,� isthe chem icalpotential,and the sum -

m ation < ij> iscarried overnearestneighbors.Following thecom m on practice,theboson

operatorb
y

i� keepstrack ofthespin,whiletheferm ion operatore
y

i keepstrack ofthecharge,

i.e.,they should obey thefollowing sum rules:

� =< e
y

iei>=
1

Zsf

Z

D eD e
y
D bD b

y
D �e

y

ieie
�
R

d�Lsf(�); (6)

1� � =
X

�

< b
y

i�bi� >=
1

Zsf

X

�

Z

D eD e
y
D bD b

y
D �b

y

i�bi�e
�
R

d�Lsf(�); (7)

where� istheholedoping concentration,and < � � � > m eansthetherm odynam icalaverage.

W eassum ethatthereisnobosecondensation ofspinons,which m eansthatthetem perature

[24]ofthesystem isT = 0+ .In thegauge�eld theory [17,26],onecan introducetheSU(2)

invariantHubbard -Stratonovich transform ation and decoupletheLagrangian by using the

auxiliary �elds.In thepresentform alstudy,thereisnoneed tom akeany transform ation for

theLagrangian (3),and wewilltreatform ally phaseuctuations(gauge�elds)[17],am pli-

tudeuctuations[25],constraintsetal.Fordiscussing theelectron m om entum distribution

function,wede�nethefollowing M atsubara ferm ion,boson,and electron Green’sfunctions

g(R i� R j;� � �
0
)= � < T�ei(�)e

y

j(�
0
)>

= �
1

Zsf

Z

D eD e
y
D bD b

y
D �ei(�)e

y

j(�
0
)e

�
R

d�Lsf(�); (8)
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D �(R i� R j;� � �
0
)= � < T�bi�(�)b

y

j�(�
0
)>

= �
1

Zsf

Z

D eD e
y
D bD b

y
D �bi�(�)b

y

j�(�
0
)e

�
R

D �Lsf(�); (9)

G �(R i� R j;� � �
0
)= � < T�Ci�(�)C

y

j�(�
0
)>

= � < T�e
y

i(�)ej(�
0
)bi�(�)b

y

j�(�
0
)>

= �
1

Zsf

Z

D eD e
y
D bD b

y
D �e

y

i(�)ej(�
0
)bi�(�)b

y

j�(�
0
)e

�
R

d�Lsf(�): (10)

The spinon-holon scattering contained in eq. (10)isa fourparticle process,therefore the

spinon and holon arestrongly coupled.Atthem ean �eld level,theholonsand spinonsare

separated com pletely. However,in m any theoreticalfram eworks,such as the usualgauge

theories discussed by m any authors[17,26],where the vertex corrections are ignored,but

the RPA bubblesare included,the spinonsand holonsare stillstrongly coupled by phase

uctuations(gauge �elds)[17],am plitude uctuations[25]and othere�ects. Nevertheless,

in allthesecasestheelectron Green’sfunction G �(k;iwn)can bepresented asa convolution

oftheferm ion Green’sfunction g(k;iwn)and boson Green’sfunction D �(k;iwn)

G �(k;iwn)=
1

N

X

q

1

�

X

w m

g(q;iwm )D �(q+ k;iwm + iwn): (11)

The coupling ofthegauge�eld to these particlescan bestrong and a partialresum m ation

ofdigram shasbeen carried out[17],butthe vertex correctionswere neglected,being the

essence ofthedecoupling approxim ation.Thisisan im portantbuttheonly approxim ation

apartfrom the sum rules forslave particles (6)-(7)in ourform alstudy. In what follows,

one will�nd thatm any di�culties m ightappeardue to thisapproxim ation. The ferm ion

and boson Green’sfunctionscan be expressed asfrequency integralsofferm ion and boson

spectralfunctionsas

g(k;iwn)=

Z 1

� 1

dw

2�

A e(k;w)

iwn � w
; (12)

D �(k;iPn)=

Z 1

� 1

dw

2�

A b�(k;w)

iPn � w
; (13)
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respectively [27]. Substituting eqs. (12) and (13) into eq. (11),we obtain the electron

Green’sfunction by sum m ing overtheM atsubara frequency iwm ,

G �(k;iwn)=

1

N

X

q

Z
1

� 1

dw 0

2�

Z
1

� 1

dw 00

2�
A e(q;w

0
)A b�(q+ k;w

00
)
nF (w

0)+ nB (w
00)

iwn + w 0� w 00
; (14)

where nF (w
0)and nB (w

00)aretheFerm iand Bosedistribution functions,respectively.The

spectralfunctionsA e(q;w
0)and A b�(k;w

00)obeythesum rulescom ingfrom thecom m utation

relations,

Z 1

� 1

dw

2�
A e(q;w)= 1; (15)

X

�

Z 1

� 1

dw

2�
A b�(k;w)= 2: (16)

Theelectron’sHilbertspacehasbeen severely restricted,buttheferm ion and boson them -

selvesarenotrestricted.By an analyticcontinuation iwn ! w + i� in theelectron Green’s

function(14),theelectron spectralfunction A c�(k;w)= �2Im G c�(k;w)can beobtained as

A c�(k;w)=

1

N

X

q

Z
1

� 1

dw 0

2�
A e(q;w

0
)A b�(q+ k;w + w

0
)[nF (w

0
)+ nB (w + w

0
)]: (17)

Therefore,theelectron spectralfunction A c�(k;w)obeysthesum rule

X

�

Z
1

� 1

dw

2�
A c�(k;w)= 1+ �; (18)

which islessthan 2sincean am ountof(1-�)ofthedoubly occupied Hilbertspaceispushed

toin�nity asU ! 1 in deriving thet� J m odel.Thusthespectralfunction A c�(k;w)only

describesthelowerHubbard band.In deriving eq.(18),wehaveused theidentities

nb�(k)=

Z 1

� 1

dw

2�
nB (w)A b�(k;w); (19)

ne(k)=

Z 1

� 1

dw

2�
nF (w)A e(k;w): (20)
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This is because nB (w)A b�(k;w) and nF (w)A e(k;w) can be interpreted as the probability

functionsofstatek with energyw forboson and ferm ion,respectevely.A sim ilarinterpretion

isalso valid forthe electron spectralfunction A c�(k;w). Thus the num berofelectronsin

statek isobtained bysum m ingoverallenergiesw,weighted bytheelectron spectralfunction

nc(k)=
X

�

Z 1

� 1

dw

2�
nF (w)A c�(k;w)= 1� � �

1

N

X

q�

nb�(k+ q)ne(q): (21)

In eq.(21),the �rst term ofthe righthand side 1 -� is independent ofk,and therfore it

is true for allk states ofthe entire Brillouin zone. The value ofthe second term ofthe

righthand side is ofthe order of�,and hence it is not enough to restore the EFS,i.e.,

the distribution outside the should-be EFS isstillofthe order1. Fig. 1 shows the m ean

�eld electron m om entum distribution nc(k)fordoping � = 0:125 in 1D.Beyond the m ean

�eld approxim ation,but stillwithin the decoupling schem e (11),there are no im portant

correctionsfortheglobalfeaturesoftheelectron m om entum distribution and EFS,butthe

Ferm ivelocity willbem odi�ed.Thisisbecausetheessentialglobalfeaturesoftheelectron

m om entum distribution aredom inated by the �rstterm ofthe righthand side,1� � in eq.

(21),and the second term ofthe righthand side in eq. (21),which isofthe orderof�,is

notenough to cancelout1� � ateach k outside the kF state,i.e.,kF < k < �,fork > 0,

and �� < k < �kF ,for k < 0. Since nb�(k + q) � 0 and ne(q) � 0,and a m inus sign

appearsbetween the�rstand thesecond term softherighthand sidein eq.(21),then itis

im possible to shiftthe weight1� � in state k outside the Ferm ipointsinto state k0 inside

the Ferm ipoints,i.e.,0 < k0 < kF ,fork
0 > 0,and �kF < k0 < 0,fork0 < 0. The above

discussionsare also true forthe 2D case.Therefore,there isno EFS in the standard sense

within thedecoupling schem e(11)in theconventionalslaveferm ion approach.If� holesare

introduced into thehalf-�lled system ,onem ightexpectthatthetotalelectron num berper

sitewould be1 -�.However,a surprising resultis

1

N

X

k

nc(k)= (1� �)
2
; (22)

which isnottheexpected value,and violatesthesum ruleoftheelectron num ber.
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Alternatively,in theslaveboson representation,theelectron operatorcan beexpressed as

Ci� = fi�b
y

i,wherefi� isferm ion and b
y

i isslaveboson,with thecontraint
P

� f
y

i�fi�+ b
y

ibi= 1.

In thiscase,the Lagrangian Lsb and the partition function Zsb ofthe t� J m odelm ay be

written as

Lsb =
X

i�

f
y

i�@�fi� +
X

i

b
y

i@�bi+ H +
X

i

�i(b
y

ibi+
X

�

f
y

i�fi� � 1); (23)

H = �t
X

< ij> �

bib
y

jf
y

i�fj� � �
X

i�

f
y

i�fi�

+
J

4

X

< ij>

f
y

i�fi�f
y

jfj�(��� �� � ��� ��); (24)

Zsb =

Z

D bD b
y
D fD f

y
D �e

�
R

d�Lsb(�); (25)

where the ferm ion operatorf
y

i� keeps track ofthe spin,while the boson operatorb
y

i keeps

track ofthecharge,i.e.,

� =< b
y

ibi>=
1

Zsb

Z

D bD b
y
D fD f

y
D �b

y

ibie
�
R

d�Lsb(�); (26)

1� � =
X

�

< f
y

i�fi� >=
1

Zsb

X

�

Z

D bD b
y
D fD f

y
D �f

y

i�fi�e
�
R

d�Lsb(�): (27)

W eassum ethatthereisnobosecondensation ofholons.Strictly speaking,thisistrueabove

the Bose condensation tem perature. However,asshown by Lee and Nagaosa [17],the in-

elasticscattering ofbosonsby thegauge�eld suppressessigni�cantly theBosecondensation

tem perature.Aftersom eform alcalculationswhich aresim ilarto theslaveferm ion case,we

obtain

X

�

Z 1

� 1

dw

2�
A c�(k;w)= 1+ �; (28)

nc(k)= 1� � +
1

N

X

q�

nf�(k+ q)nb(q); (29)

1

N

X

k

nc(k)= 1� �
2
: (30)
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In com parison with eq. (21),the second term ofthe righthand side ofeq. (29) changes

sign asan essentialdi�erence oftheelectron m om entum distribution function between the

slaveboson and slaveferm ion representations.However,thevalueofthesecond term ofthe

righthand side ofeq. (29)isalso ofthe orderof�,and itisalso notenough to restore the

EFS.Fig.2showsthem ean �eld electron m om entum distribution nc(k)fordoping� = 0:125

in 1D.Beyond them ean �eld approxim ation,butstillwithin thedecoupling schem e,there

areno im portantcorrectionsfortheglobalfeaturesoftheelectron m om entum distribution.

Thereason isalm ostthesam easin theconventionalslaveferm ion approach.Theessential

globalfeaturesoftheelectron m om entum distribution aredom inated by the�rstterm ofthe

righthand side1� � in eq.(29).Sincenf�(k+ q)� 0and nb(q)� 0,and aplussign appears

between the�rstand thesecond term softherighthand sidein eq.(29),itisim possible to

rem ove those 1� � statesbeyond the Ferm ipoints. The bestsituation isthatan am ount

oforderof� isadded into each k0 state within the Ferm ipoints. The above discussion is

also valid forthe2D case.Therefore,thereisno EFS within thedecoupling schem e in the

conventionalslaveboson approach.In thiscase,thesum ruleoftheelectron num berisalso

violated asin the slave ferm ion case. The di�erence between these two approachesisthat

theelectron num berism orethan theexpected valuein theslaveboson representation,but

lessthan itin theslaveferm ion representation.

Theseresultsindicatethatthereisno realEFS fortheelectron m om entum distribution

function nc(k)neark � kF within thedecoupling schem e in theconventionalslave particle

approach.Thesum ruleofthephysicalelectron num berisviolated.Thescaling behaviorof

theelectron m om entum distribution nearkF isalso notcorrectly described by thisschem e.

Thetheory can beapplied toboth 1D and 2D system s.Itwasproposed [17,26]thatthelow

energyphysicsofthet� J m odelcanbedescribed byatheoryofferm ionsand bosonscoupled

byagauge�eld.Ourresultsalsoindicatethatthegauge�elds(phaseuctuations)discussed

by m any authors[17,26,28]arenotstrong enough to restoretheEFS underthedecoupling

schem e(11).Thisisbecausethee�ectsofphaseuctuationsin theslaveparticleapproach

are essentially localin the m om entum space. On the otherhand,ithasbeen shown from
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experim ents [5]thatoxide superconducting m aterialsexhibitan EFS,and the EFS obeys

Luttingertheorem [6],which m eanstheFerm ivolum eisinvariantunderinteraction.In this

sensetheEFS ofstrong correlated system sshould also bedescribed by an adequatetheory

even in the m ean �eld approxim ation. In fact,the rearrangem entsofspin con�guationsin

the electron hopping process [10],which are nonlocale�ectsand beyond the conventional

slaveparticleapproach,playan essentialroletorestoreEFS forasystem ofdecoupled charge

and spin degreesoffreedom .Thustheelectron isnota com positeofholon and spinon only,

and itshould include other�eldswhich describe the nonlocale�ects. In the nextSection,

we willsee thatthe scaling behavior ofnc(k)neark � kF and k � 3kF can be obtained

in 1D by considering som e nonlocale�ects. Before going to the next Section,we would

like to em phasize thatthe "Ferm iSurface" obtained previously [29]from the slave boson

theory isa spinon Ferm isurface,nottherealEFS.In orderto interpretthehigh-resolution

angle-resolved photoem ission and inverse photoem ission experim ents[5],the spinon Ferm i

surfaceisnotenough becauseexperim entshaveshown theEFS forrealelectrons.

III.T H E SC A LIN G B EH AV IO R O F T H E ELEC T R O N M O M EN T U M

D IST R IB U T IO N

FU N C T IO N A N D T H E EFFEC T S O F N O N LO C A L ST R IN G FIELD IN 1D

Interacting 1D electron system sgenerally behavelikeLuttingerliquids[18]in which the

correlation functionshavepower-law decay with exponentswhich depend on theinteraction

strength.Forthe1D Hubbard m odel,an exactsolution wasexplicitly obtained by Lieb and

W u [11].In thelim itofJ ! 0,thet� J m odelisequivalentto thelargeU lim itHubbard

m odel[1,2,10].Thusthe1D t� J m odelprovidesa good testforvariousapproaches.The

asym ptoticform sofsom ecorrelation functionsaswellasthesingleelectron Green’sfunction

have been obtained by m any authorsusing di�erentapproxim ations[20,30]. In particular,

Ogata and Shiba [10]obtained theelectron m om entum distribution function nc(k)by using

the Bethe-Ansatz Lieb-W u [11]wave function,and theirresultsshow the presence ofEFS
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and thecorrectscaling behaviorofnc(k)atk � kF and k � 3kF .Itiswellestablished that

the Landau Ferm iliquid theory breaksdown in 1D,nam ely,(1)there isno �nite jum p of

them om entum distribution attheFerm isurface;(2)thereisno quasi-particlepropagation

and (3)the spin and charge are separated. On the otherhand,there isstilla wellde�ned

Ferm isurface at kF ,as one would expect from the Luttinger theorem . It is rem arkable

thattheexactsolution ofthe1D Hubbard m odeldem onstratesexplicitly thesetwo aspects

at the sam e tim e. In this sense it is im portant to check whether both aspects rem ain in

any appropriate approxim ate treatm ent ofthe 1D m odel. To our knowledge,such global

featuresoftheelectron m om entum distribution function even in 1D were obtained only by

usingnum ericaltechniqes.In thisSection,wetry tostudy analytically thisproblem .A CP1

boson-soliton approach including the e�ectsofthe nonlocalstring �eld to study the large

U Hubbard m odelwasrecently developed by W eng etal.[20]. They have shown thatthe

electron isa com posite particle ofholon,spinon,togetherwith a nonlocalstring �eld. W e

willdraw heavily on theirresults,butwe try to m ake thepresentation self-contained.The

correctscaling form ofthe electron m om entum distribution function can be obtained even

in them ean �eld approxim ation ifoneconsidersthenonlocalstring �eld.

Forconvenience,webegin with thet� J m odel,butconsiderthelim itJ ! 0+ which is

a �xed pointdi�erentfrom J = 0.In thiscase,thet� J Ham iltonian m ay bewritten as

H = �t
X

< ij> �

C
y

i�Cj� + h:c: (31)

As in the CP1 boson-soliton approach [20],the electron operatorCi� can be expressed in

theslaveferm ion representation including thee�ectsofnonlocalstring �eldsas

Ci� = e
y

ie
� i

�

2

P

l< i
nlbi�G i; (32)

with theconstraint
P

� b
y

i�bi� + e
y

iei= 1.Herenl= e
y

lel,theferm ion operatore
y

i keepstrack

ofthecharge,whiletheboson operatorb
y

i� keepstrack ofthespin.e
� i

�

2

P

l< i
nl isthestring

�eld,which describesthee�ectsofrearrangem entsofspin con�gurationsfrom �1 to sitei

when oneelectron wasrem oved oradded atsitei.G i isa projection oprator,which ensures
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thatbi� annihilatesthespin � and isa nonlocalphaseshiftGi= e
i
�

2
(N � X i�

P

l> i
nl)(X i isthe

latticesite),which describesthee�ectsofrearrangem entsofthespin con�gurationsfrom site

ito +1 when oneelectron wasrem oved oradded atsitei.Asshown by Ogata and Shiba

[10],the"squeezing" e�ect,i.e.,therearrangem entofspinswhen holesaresqueezed out,is

crucialin recovering theFerm isurfaceand getting thecorrectexponentsforthecorrelation

functions. The nonlocal"string" proposed in [20],willpartly take into accountthise�ect.

In factthem otion ofholonsisalsoa�ected by therearrangem entsofthespin con�gurations

[31]. W e have neglected this second e�ect since the kinetic energy tis m uch larger than

them agnetic energy J.One can check easily thattheanticom m unication relationsarethe

sam e as for the conventionalslave ferm ion approach. In this case,the Ham iltonian with

contraintscan bewritten as

H = �t
X

j�

[ib
y

j�bj+ 1�e
y

j+ 1ej + (�i)b
y

j+ 1�bj�e
y

jej+ 1]

��
X

j

e
y

jej +
X

j

�j(e
y

jej +
X

�

b
y

j�bj� � 1); (33)

where� isthechem icalpotential,and �j istheLagrangian m ultiplieron sitej.Thefactor

iin theHam iltonian isvery im portant,which willshifttheholon energy spectrum and will

give riseto the correctscaling form oftheelectron m om entum distribution function.Thus

wede�nethenew holon operatoras

ej = e
i
�

2
X jhj; (34)

and theHam iltonian m ay berewritten as

H = �t
X

i�

[b
y

i�bi+ 1�h
y

i+ 1hi+ h:c]� �
X

i

h
y

ihi

+
X

i

�i(h
y

ihi+
X

�

b
y

i�bi� � 1): (35)

FollowingW engetal.[20],wecan obtain theasym ptoticsingularbehavioroftheelectron

m om entum distribution by a sim ilarcalculation,and theresultisin agreem entwith theirs.

In doing so,them ajorapproxim ation isto drop theG i factorin eq.(32),whilecalculating

the asym ptotic single electron Green’s function. As pointed outby W eng etal.[20],this
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factorwillcontributeanadditionalpower-law decayintheasym ptoticsingleelectronGreen’s

function,and onem ay negelectitforsim plicity ifonlyinterested in theleadingcontribution.

The m ain e�ect due to the nonlocalstring is already present. In the M FA,oursituation

is very sim ilar. Eq. (32) holds exactly in the N�eellim it ofthe spin con�guration,and

therefore the quantum m any-body e�ects are neglected. This does not a�ect the leading

long-wavelength behavior. In this paper,however,we are m ainly interested in the global

features ofthe electron m om entum distribution. IfLuttinger theorem [6]is obeyed,the

Ferm ivolum e isinvariantunderinteraction and a strongly interacting system should also

show a large EFS even in the m ean �eld approxim ation. Thusa m ean �eld treatm entisa

usefultestforthepresentapproach.

Them ean�eldapproxim ationtotheHam iltoian(35)am ountstotreating�iasaconstant,

independent ofposition and to decoupling the spinon-holon interaction in a Hartree-like

approxim ation by introducing theorderparam erters

� =
X

�

< b
A y

i� b
B
i+ 1� >; (36)

� =< h
A y

i h
B
i+ 1 >; (37)

wherewehaveconsidered two sublatticesA and B with i2 A;i+ 12 B .Theself-consistent

equationsabout�;�;� ,and � can beobtained by m inim izing thefreeenergy.

Underthesam eapproxim ation astheoneused to obtain theasym ptoticsingleelectron

Green’sfunction(i.e.,G i factorin eq. (32)hasbeen dropped),the single particle electron

Green’sfunction G c�(k;iwn)in thepresentm ean �eld approxm ation can beobtained as

G c�(k;iwn)=
1

2N

X

q�

nB (wq)+ nF ("q� k� �

2
(1+ �))

iwn + "q� k� �

2
(1+ �)� wq

; (38)

where

wk = � � t�k; "k = � � � � t�k; k = 2cos(k): (39)

Therefore,onecan gettheelectron spectraland m om entum distribution functions
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A c�(k;w)=
�

N

X

q�

[nB (wq)+ nF ("q� k� �

2
(1+ �))]�(w + "q� k� �

2
(1+ �)� wq); (40)

A c(k)=
X

�

Z 1

� 1

dw

2�
A c�(k;w)= 1+ �; (41)

nc(k)= 1� � �
1

N

X

q�

nB (wq)nF ("q� k� �

2
(1+ �)); (42)

1

N

X

k

nc(k)= (1� �)
2
: (43)

In com parison with eq.(21),we�nd theholon energy spectrum hasbeen shifted by �

2
(1+ �)

dueto thepresenceofnonlocalstring �elds.Fig.3 showstheelectron m om entum distribu-

tion nc(k)in the m ean �eld approxim ation,including the nonlocalstring �eldsfordoping

� = 0:125 in 1D.The singularbehaviorofthe electron m om entum distribution function at

kF and 3kF is in qualitative agreem ent with the num ericalresults [10],but the sum rule

for the totalelectron num ber is stillviolated and EFS stilldoes not exist in the present

fram ework undertheaboveapproxim ations.Beyond theseapproxim ations,thesituation is

notclearyet. IfLuttingertheorem [6]isobeyed,then there are no im portantcorrections

to the globalfeaturesofthe electron m om entum distribution function and no EFS beyond

them ean �eld approxim ation in thesam etheoreticalfram ework.Sincetherearrangem ents

ofquantum spin con�gurationsin the hopping processplay an essentialrole to restore the

EFS [10],then eq.(32)which holdsexactly [20]in theN�eellim itofthespin con�guration,

isperhapsnotenough todescribeallofthesequantum spin con�gurations.Thusourfeeling

isthatin thistheoreticalfram ework,the correctsingularbehaviorofelectron m om entum

distribution m ay beobtained,butitdoesnotguaranteetheexistenceofEFS.W ealso note

thatonly theasym ptoticform swerediscussed in thepreviousworksby m any authors[30],

while the globalfeaturesofthe m om entum distribution function have notbeen considered

by theirtheoreticalm ethods.
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IV .SU M M A RY A N D D ISC U SSIO N S

W e have discussed the electron m om entum distribution function and the sum rule of

the electron num ber in the t� J m odelby using the slave particle approach. Under the

decoupling schem e (11)used in the gauge �eld [17]and related theories,we have form ally

proved that EFS can not be restored and the sum rule ofelectron num ber is violated in

the fram ework ofconventionalslave particle approach. For 1D t� J m odel,the correct

singularity form scan be reproduced by considering thenonlocalstring �eldsin thespecial

m ean �eld approxim ation,butthereisstillno EFS and thesum ruleisstillnotsatis�ed.

In thepresentslaveparticleapproach tostudyt� J m odel,wehavepushed outtheupper

Hubbard band.Thism eanswehaveneglected thedoubly occupied sitesin theoriginalslave

particleapproach [21]:Ci� = a
y

ifi� + �dif
y

i� �,with a constrainta
y

iai+
P

� f
y

i�fi� + d
y

idi= 1,

where a
y

i is the slave boson,fi� is ferm ion,and di is boson which describes the doubly

occupied sites,or vice versa. In fact in the originalslave particle approach the electron

spectralfunction obeysthesum ruleofconventionalelectron,i.e.,
P

�

R1

� 1
dw

2�
A c�(k;w)= 2,

but the sum rule ofthe electron num ber is stillviolated. W e also �nd thatthe sum rule

ofelectron num berisnotviolated in the CP 1 representation ofelectrons,which probably

m eansitisa betterchoiceto study thet� J m odel.

Thedecoupling ofchargeand spin degreesoffreedom ofelectron isundoubtedly correct

in 1D t� J m odelin theJ ! 0+ lim it[10],and 1D t� J m odelbehavesasLuttingerliquids

[10,12]. Anderson [19]has hypothesized that the norm alstate of2D strongly interacting

system srelevantforthe oxide supercondutorsm ightshow generalized Luttingerliquid be-

havior,and thecharacteristicseparation ofchargeand spin excitationsm ightberesponsible

for the experim entally observed tem perature dependences ofthe resistivity [32]and Hall

e�ect[33].Ifthesepropertiescan bedescribed in thefram ework ofslaveparticleapproach,

then we m ustbe outofthe di�culties m entioned in Sec. IIand Sec. III.A possible way

to restoretheEFS isto try to includethevertex correctionsbeyond thedecoupling schem e

(11). As stated earlier,the coupling to the gauge �eld can be strong,but so long as the
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vertex corrections are neglected,i.e.,the decoupling schem e isadopted,the di�culty will

rem ain.On theotherhand,itisdi�culty tointroducevertex correctionsin thepresentform

ofthegauge�eld theory,becausetheinfrared divergencehasnotyetbeen properly handled.

Anotherpossibility to avoid thisdi�culty isthatone should m ake a new interpretation of

the constraint(2)and the physicalm eaning ofspinonsand holons. In factthe constraint

(2)isan operatoridentity,and one replaces the constraint(2)by eqs. (6)and (7)in the

slave ferm ion approach,oreqs. (26)and (27)in the slave boson case. Itisnotclearthat

thisisa correctway ofim posing theconstraint,i.e.,thechargeisrepresented by a ferm ion,

whilethespin isrepresented by a boson in theslaveferm ion approach and viceversa in the

slave boson version. The crucialpointisto im plem entthe localconstraintrigorously [34].

Finally,according to the im plications ofnum ericalsolutions [10],the electron is perhaps

not a com posite ofholon and spinon only,but it rather should be a com posite ofholon,

spinon together with som ething else. This is because the Bethe-ansatz Lieb-W u’s exact

wavefunction [10]for1D Hubbard m odelatlargeU lim itm ay bewritten as

	(x 1;� � �;xN )= (�1)
Q
det[exp(ikixQ i

)]�(y1;� � �;yM ); (44)

wherethedeterm inantdependsonly on thecoordinatesofparticles(xQ 1
< � � � < xQ N

)but

noton theirspins. Thusitisthe sam e asthe Slaterdeterm inantofspinlessferm ionswith

m om entakj’s.Thespin wavefunction �(y1;� � �;yM )isthesam eastheBethe’sexactsolution

of1D Heisenberg spin system .In thesecond quantization representation,a spinlessferm ion

operatorm ay be responsible forthe Slaterdeterm inant ofspinless ferm ions,buta sim ple

ferm ion orboson operatorm ay benotenough to describe thespin wave function.Perhaps

itshould bea ferm ion orboson operatortogetherwith som ething else,such astheJordan-

W igner’sform [35]in 1D,ora m ap ofthethreespin operatorsoftheSU(2)algebra onto a

couple ofcanonicalboson operators,like the Holstein-Prim ako� form [36],are responsible

forthespin wavefunction.W ebelievethata successfultheoreticalfram ework m ustinclude

the essentialingredientsto give a qualitatively correctdescription ofthe globalfeaturesof

EFS even in them ean �eld approxim ation.
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To sum m arize,we are facing a dilem m a:ifwe would like to splitone electron into two

particles,one keeping track ofthe charge,the otherkeeping track ofthe spin,and im pose

correspondingsum ruleson them [eqs.(6)-(7)oreqs.(26)-(27)]and then usethedecoupling

schem e fortheirexpectation values,the resulting electron distribution doesnotsatisfy the

sum rule and does not show an EFS.In this sense,we have proved in this paper a No-

Go theorem . The alternative would be to give up the attractively sim ple interpretation of

spinonsand holonsand to look form orecom plicated chargeand spin collectiveexcitations.

Finally we note that the present slave particle approach is di�erent from those �rst

proposed by Barnes[37]and rediscovered and extended by Colem an [38],Read and Newns

[39],and Kotliarand Ruckenstein [40]in theirworkson them ixed valenceproblem and the

heavy ferm ion system s. In their form ulation,the spin and charge degrees offreedom are

notdecoupled,wheretheauxiliary bosonskeep track only oftheenvironm entby m easuring

the occupation num bers in each ofthe possible states forelectron hopping. Their theory

describesthepropertiesofa Ferm iliquid,and isanotherstory.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. Them ean �eld electron m om entum distribution nc(k)fordoping� = 0:125 in 1D in the

conventionalslave ferm ion approach.The integrated area ofthe electron m om entum distribution

is1� � � �(1� �)= (1� �)2.

FIG .2. The m ean �eld electron m om entum distribution nc(k)fordoping � = 0:125 in 1D in

theconventionalslaveboson approach.Theintegrated area oftheelectron m om entum distribution

is1� � + �(1� �)= 1� �
2

FIG .3. The m ean �eld electron m om entum distribution nc(k)fordoping � = 0:125 in 1D in

theslaveferm ion approach including thenonlocalstring �elds.Theintegrated area oftheelectron

m om entum distribution is(1� �)2.Note that,for� = 0:125,3kF becom eslargerthan � and the

singularity appearsat3kF -2�,while-3kF islessthan -� and thesingularity appearsat-3kF + 2�.

ThevaluesofkF and -3kF + 2� are indicated by arrows.
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