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A briefreview ispresented on thestudiesoftheholem otion in atwo{dim ensional

quantum antiferrom agnet.An extended introduction isgiven tocoverthebackground

oftheproblem .Thequantum Bogoliubov{deG ennesform alism which treatsthelocal

distortion ofthe spin con�guration and the quantum renorm alization processon an

equalfooting,is outlined. The latest developm ent on the centralissue,whether a

hole can freely propagate on an antiferrom agnetic background,isoverviewed.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thediscovery ofhigh tem peratureoxidesuperconductors[1]hasstim ulated greatinter-

estin the studiesofthe interplay between m agnetism and superconductivity. Ithasbeen

established now thatthereferencecom poundslikeLa2CuO 4 in thecaseoflanthanum fam ily

orY B a2Cu3O 6 fortheyttrium fam ily areantiferrom agnetic(AF)insulators[2].Upon dop-

ing theAF long rangeorderfadesaway and superconductivity occursbelow certain critical

tem perature. A generic phase diagram isshown in Fig.1. W hetherthe superconductivity

iscaused by m agneticuctuationsisa separateissue.Itis,however,crucialto understand

thebehaviourofchargecarrierson an AF background.

Thisisnotatrivialproblem ,becauseaccordingtothesingleelectron theory,thereference

com poundhasahalf{�lledvalenceband,andhenceshouldbeam etal[3],whereasitisindeed

aM ottinsulator.Unlikethesim pleband insulators,theenergy gap forchargeexcitationsin

thistypeofinsulatorsoriginatesfrom strong electron correlations.In theearly daysofthe

high{Tc heatwave Anderson suggested thata doped M ottinsulatordescribed by the one{

band Hubbard m odelshould contain the basic physicsofthe high{Tc superconductors[4].

Thism odel,independently proposed in 1963 by Gutzwiller,Hubbard and Kanam ori[5],to

describethecom petition between delocalization and correlationsin narrow{band transition

m etalshasa sim plelooking:

H = � t
X

hnni;�

C
y

i� Cj� + U
X

i

C
y

i" Ci" C
y

i# Ci#; (1)

wherehnniindicatessum m ation overnearestneighbours,theindicesi;jrun overN lattice

sites,C
y

i�(Ci�)aretheelectron creation (annihilation)operatorsofspin � atsitei,and the

two{body interaction ison{siteand repulsive(U > 0).Thereisa vastliteraturedevoted to

thestudy ofthism odelin thelast30 years,especially after1987 [6].

In the large U lim it,itism ore convenientto use a canonicaltransform ation to project

outthe doubly occupied sitescosting energy U and to obtain an equivalent,the so{called

t� J m odel[7]:
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H = � t
X

hi;ji;�

(C
y

i� Cj� + h:c:)+ J
X

hi;ji

�

Si � Sj �
1

4
ni nj

�

; (2)

whererestriction totheHilbertspacewithoutdoubleoccupancy isassum ed and ni=
P

�
ni�

is the density operator at site iwith ni� = C
y

i�Ci�. The sum m ation in the second term

is carried out only over nonrepeated bonds hiji and under this convention J = 4t2=U.

In deriving (2) from (1) a three{site term has been neglected which should not m odify

substantially the physics,especially when the deviation from half�lling � is sm all. The

spin density operator Si is de�ned as: Si = C
y

i

��

2
Ci,where �� are the Paulim atrices.

At half{�lling (one electron per site) the hopping term is absent,so the t� J m odel(2)

becom es the well{known Heisenberg m odelfor spin 1/2 in the ferm ion representation up

to a constant. Ofcourse,the t� J m odel(2)can be studied independently,even in the

lim it t � J,but the correspondence with the Hubbard m odelis established only in the

lim itt� J,orU � t. In thisarticle we considera slightly generalized t� J m odelwith

anisotropicexchangeinteractions,i.e.,

H = � t
X

hi;ji;�

(C
y

i� Cj� + h:c:)+ J
X

hi;ji

h

S
z
i S

z
j + �(Sx

i S
x
j + S

y

i S
y

j)
i

; (3)

where� = 0 correspondsto theIsing lim itwhile� = 1 istheHeisenberg case.

It is now well{established that the essentialingredient in cuprate superconductors is

the two{dim ensionalCuO 2 plane [8]. The Cu � O two band m odel,proposed by several

authors[9]would bem oreappropriateforthedescription ofphysicalpropertiesofthisplane.

However,as shown by Zhang and Rice [10],the low{energy physics is determ ined by the

singletstateform ed by theadditionalholeon oxygen with theexisting holeon copper.The

hopping ofthissingletisdescribed by an e�ectivet� J m odelwhich m akesthism odeleven

m ore pertinentto high{Tc superconductors. Ofcourse,there are aspectsofthe two{band

m odel,liketheform ation ofcharge{transferpolarons[11],which cannotbedescribed by the

one{band t� J m odel.

The standard BCS theory ofsuperconductivity is based on the assum ption that the

Landau Ferm iliquid theory can adequately describe the norm alstate ofsuperconductors
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[12].According to theFerm iliquid theory [13]theelem entary excitationsofan interacting

ferm ion system can bem apped onto a noninteracting Ferm igas.Thesequasi-particleshave

spin 1/2,charge e and are wellde�ned,which m eansthatthe realpartofthe self-energy

(ofthe ordertem perature T orexternalfrequency ! )ism uch greaterthan the im aginary

part(proportionalto thesquareofthecorresponding sm allquantities).

Thepropagatorofthesequasi{particleshasanonvanishingresidueZ atthepole!k,i:e:,

thespectraldensity can bewritten as

A(k;!)= Zk�(! � !k)+ incoherentpart; (4)

which m eans existence ofa well{de�ned Ferm isurface where the m om entum distribution

hasa �nitejum p equalto Z kF .Thiswas�rstobserved by M igdal[14]and laterelaborated

by Luttinger[15]who also showed thatthevolum eenclosed by thisFerm isurfaceshould be

thesam easfornoninteracting system s.

Itisnotclearatallwhether charge carrierson an AF background willshare allthese

properties,because the starting AF insulating state exhibits strong electron correlations.

The centralissue iswhethera single hole can freely propagate on an AF background,i:e:,

whetherZ isdi�erentfrom zero ornot.Ofcourse,thereisa �niteconcentration ofcharge

carriersin realsuperconductors,butwewilllim itourselvesin thisarticleto thesinglehole

issuewith thehopethatthesolution ofthissim plelooking problem willshed som elighton

the underlying physics ofhigh{Tc superconductors. The readerisreferred to the relevant

literature[8]forissuesof�nitedoping concentration.

In thisbriefreview wewillsum m arizeourstudieson thesingleholeproblem with arather

detailed introduction and an overview ofthe recent developm ents. The discussion willbe

developed around the centralissue m entioned above. The rest ofthe paper is organized

asfollows. Section IIis devoted to the background m aterial,while variousapproaches to

the single hole problem are discussed in Section III.The quantum Bogoliubov{de Gennes

(BdeG)approachdeveloped byustotreatthedistortionofthespinbackgroundandquantum

uctuationson an equalfooting,issum m arized in Section IV.Thelatestdevelopm entsand
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perspectivesarediscussed in the�nalsection.

II.B A C K G R O U N D

2.1 Thereferencestate

The ground state ofthe large U Hubbard m odelathalf{�lling orits equivalent { the

Heisenberg m odel,dependsstrongly on thedim ensionality.In onedim ension (1D)an exact

solution for the spin 1/2 Heisenberg chain was obtained by Bethe [16]using the fam ous

Bethe Ansatz(a term coined by C.N.Yang and C.P.Yang [17]).An exactsolution forthe

Hubbard m odelatarbitrary�llingwasobtained byLieb and W u [18],usingthesam eansatz.

Theground stateathalf{�lling isan insulating stateforarbitrary U withoutAF longrange

order,whilethespin{spin correlation function showsa powerlaw decay.

There are no exactsolutionsbeyond 1D.However,som e rigorousresultsare available.

In particular,M arshallshowed in 1955 [19]thattheground stateforS = 1=2 system son a

bipartitelattice(2{sublatticesystem with allnearestneighboursofagiven sitebelongingto

thesecond sublattice)should bea singletstate.Thisisknown asthe\M arshallsign rule".

Ithasbeen proved recently by Kennedy,Lieb and Shastry [20]thatthereisAF long range

order in three dim ensions (3D) for S = 1=2 system at T = 0,which vanishes at certain

criticaltem perature.Fortwo dim ensions(2D)theAF long rangeorderin theground state

has been proved for a square lattice in the case S � 1 or S = 1=2,but 0 � 1=� � 0:13

and 1=� > 1:78 [21].For2D S = 1=2 Heisenberg m odel,relevantforthe high{Tc problem ,

neitherexistence,nornonexistence ofAF long range orderhasbeen proved. Nevertheless,

there is strong evidence from exact diagonalization ofsm allclusters and quantum M onte

Carlo sim ulationsthatsuch orderdoesexistfora 2D squarelatticeatT = 0 [22].However,

the staggered m agnetization is reduced to m � 0:31� 0:02 due to quantum uctuations.

W e willtake this as the starting pointofourdiscussion. Ofcourse,there cannot be any

long range order at�nite tem peratures forthe 2D Heisenberg m odel,asfollows from the

M erm in{W agnertheorem [23].

5



Historically,thequestion oftheground stateforspin 1/2 system shasbeen underactive

discussion.Sincesuch antiferrom agnetswerenotfound foralong tim e,Landau and Pom er-

anchuksuspected thattherem ightbenoAF longrangeorderand theelem entaryexcitations

m ightbe spin 1/2 ferm ionsforS = 1=2 AF system s[24].Anderson [25]proposed in 1973,

the so{called Resonant{Valence{Bond (RVB)state asa possible candidate forthe ground

stateofsuch system s,m ostprobably forafrustrated lattice.TheRVB stateisacondensate

ofsingletpairswithoutAF long rangeorder.In 1987 hereform ulated hisproposalin term s

ofaBCS{likevariationalwavefunction [4].Sincethen alargeam ountofliteraturehasbeen

devoted to thisissue [6,8].The generalconsensusnow is:There isan AF long rangeorder

in theground stateof2D spin 1/2 Heisenberg m odel,atleastfora squarelattice.However,

the generalized RVB state with long range pairs and expressed in term s ofspin variables

instead offerm ionsto satisfy theM arshallsign rule[19],hasa very closeenergy and sim ilar

correlation functionsastheAF state[26].

2.2 Spin wave theory

Itiswellknown thatthe classicaland the quantum m echanicaldescription fora ferro-

m agneticground stateisessentially thesam ebecausetheorderparam eter{thespontaneous

m agnetization { com m uteswith theHam iltonian.ThisisnottruefortheAF ground state,

where the order param eter { the staggered m agnetization { does not com m ute with the

Ham iltonian, serving as a typicalcase ofnon trivialsym m etry breaking. The classical

ground state would be a N�eelstate with alternating spin alignm ent,which istrue forthe

Ising m odel,butnotforthe Heisenberg case. Forthe latterone should take into account

thequantum uctuations(orspin zero{pointm otion).

Thespin operatorssatisfy thefollowing com m utation relations

h

S
�
k;S

�

‘

i

= i"
��

S


‘ �k‘; (5)

where �;�; = x;y;z, "�� is the unit antisym m etric tensor. Ifwe introduce the spin

raising and spin lowering operatorsS+

k = Sx
k + iS

y

k;S
�
k = Sx

k � iS
y

k,forS = 1=2 they satisfy
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thecom m utation relations

h

S
+

k ;S
�
k

i

+
= 1; (6)

h

S
+

k ;S
�
‘

i

= 0; k 6= ‘ (7)

i.e.,they behave like ferm ionson thesam esite,and asbosonson di�erentsites.These are

hard{corebosons,orPaulioperators.W ewillcom eback to thisspecialproperty ofthespin

1/2 operatorattheend ofthissubsection,butnow weconsiderthecaseofarbitrary S.

Holstein and Prim ako�[27]haveproposed anonlineartransform ation toconvertthespin

operatorsinto bosons

S
z = S � b

y
b; S

� =
p
2S b

y(1� b
y
b=2S)1=2; (8)

and one can then expand them in term s ofbyb=2S. This isthe so-called linearspin wave

theory,ifonly the leading term is considered. Apparently,the expansion param eter here

is1=2S which is1 forS = 1=2. However,the actualexpansion param eterturnsoutto be

1=Sz wherez isthecoordination num ber[22].W ith thisunderstanding,theapplication of

thelinearspin wave theory to the2D S = 1=2 Heisenberg m odelism oreorlessjusti�ed.

Anderson and Kubo [28]haveapplied thistheory to theAF case.Sinceitspresentation

isavailablein standard textbooks[29],wewilloutlinehereonly them ain resultsforfurther

reference.Using theHolstein{Prim ako� transform ation

S
+

i =
p
2S bi; S

z
i = S � b

y

i bi; i2" sublattice

(9)

S
+

j =
p
2S b

y

j; S
z
j = � S + b

y

j bj; j2# sublattice;

theanisotropicHeisenberg Ham iltonian becom es

H J = JS
X

hi;ji

(2 b
y

i bi+ �(bi bj + b
y

i b
y

j))�
N Jz

4
(10)

which,in turn,can bediagonalized using theBogoliubov transform ation
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bk = uk �k + vk �
y

�k with ju2kj� jvkj
2 = 1 (11)

to obtain

H J =
X

k

!k

�

�
y

k �k +
1

2

�

�
3N Jz

4
; (12)

where

!k = JSz (1� �
2

2

k)
1=2
; k =

1

z

X

�

e
ik�� (13)

with �� asthenearestneighbourlatticevector.Thespin{wavevacuum j0ican beexpressed

in term softheclassicalN�eelvacuum jN ias

j0i=
Y

k

u
�1
k exp

�

� �k b
y

k b
y

�k

�

jN i (14)

with

�k = � vk=uk;

uk =

�
1

2

h

(1� �
2

2

k)
�1=2 + 1

i� 1=2

;

vk = � sgn(k)

�
1

2

h

(1� �
2

2

k)
�1=2 � 1

i� 1=2

: (15)

Thespin{wave spectrum fortheHeisenberg case� = 1 islinearin k

!k = vjkj (16)

with thespin{wave velocity v = 2
p
d JS.ThisistheGoldstonem odeoriginating from the

breaking ofO(3)continuoussym m etry.Onecan easily calculatethereduction oftheorder

param eterdueto thequantum uctuations

hS
z
i = S � hb

y

i bii

and the correction isapproxim ately 0.1 fora 3D cubic lattice,0.2 fora 2D square lattice

and divergesfor1D.
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There isone seriousdi�culty with the spin wave theory,nam ely,the hard{core nature

ofthe spin operator,orequivalently,the single occupancy constraintisnotwellpreserved.

In fact,onecan calculatetheexpectation value[30]

F � jh[S+i ;S
�
i ]+ i� 1j= 2jh[b

y

i bi� (b
y

i bi)
2]ij� 1:06

astem peratureT ! 0,which should vanish iftheconstraintisstrictly obeyed.

There have been m any attem pts to im prove the linear spin wave theory. Dyson and

M aleev [31]have introduced anothertransform ation ofspin operatorsinto boson operators

to considerthekinem aticconstraints.Arovasand Auerbach haveused theSchwingerboson

transform ation torepresentthespin operatorsand thepath integraltechniquetoim posethe

constraint[32]. Takahashi[33]hasapplied the Dyson{M aleev transform ation to quantum

AF to im pose the kinem atic constraints. Hisresultsturned outto be essentially the sam e

asthoseoftheSchwingerboson approach.Asa com m on weaknessofthesetreatm ents,the

singleoccupancyconstraintisim posed onlyon average.An interestingattem ptwasm adeby

W ang [34]who used theJordan{W ignertransform ation generalized by severalauthors[35]

to 2D to representthehard{coreboson in term sofspinlessferm ions.In thisrepresentation

the hard{core constraintissatis�ed exactly and very good resultscan be obtained even in

them ean �eld approxim ation.Recently,thistransform ation hasbeen extended to thecase

away from half{�lling and a num berofinteresting resultshavebeen obtained [36].

2.3 Nagoaka theorem and ferrom agneticpolaron

Thephasediagram oftheHubbard m odelorthet� J m odelupondopingisacom plicated

problem .However,thereisonerigoroustheorem proven byNagaoka[37]which can bestated

as follows: Fora bipartite lattice with one hole in the in�nite U lim it,the ferrom agnetic

statewith m axim um spin istheground state.

Instead ofpresentingitsproofwegiveheresom esim pleargum entin favorofit.Them ain

di�culty ofthe Hubbard m odelin the in�nite U lim itisthe enorm ousspin degeneracy at

exacthalf{�lling.Thepresenceofasingleholecan liftthedegeneracy.Intuitively,itisclear
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thattheholecangainm axim um kineticenergyifallspinsarealignedferrom agnetically.This

m axim um energy isztwith z asthecoordination num ber.Using a setofstateswith spins

perm uted by singleholehopping around a closed loop,Nagaoka could provethisstatem ent

rigorously fora bipartite lattice where allnearestneighboursofa given site belong to the

second sublatticeand thesign oftisirrelevant.

This theorem has nontrivialconsequences. First ofallit is not true for 1D where no

closed loops are available. Secondly,a generalization to �nite hole concentration in the

therm odynam iclim itseem sto benatural,buthasconfounded allanalyticalattem pts.The

Pauliexclusion principle is irrelevant for a single hole,but it m akes the problem m essy

even for two holes. The result depends strongly on the boundary conditions. For the

periodic boundary condition a \spiralphase" ispreferred,whereasthe ferrom agnetic state

survivesfor\averaged"boundary conditions[38].Num erically,thereisstrongevidencethat

a ferrom agnetic state with non{saturated m agnetization isthe ground state atsm all,but

�nitedoping concentration asU ! 1 [39].

In realsystem sU is�niteand J isdi�erentfrom zero.A m orepertinentquestion would

be:How big istheferrom agneticregion around a holeasa resultofbalancing between the

kineticenergy tfavoringtheferrom agneticcon�guration and theexchangeenergy J favoring

the AF alignm entofneighbouring spins. A rough estim ate forthe 2D Ising square lattice

givestheholeenergy as[40]

"h=t= � 4+ 6:03(J=t)1=2; (17)

wheretheradiusofthe\ferrom agnetic"discdivergesas(J=t)�1=2 .Forasm allcluster(4� 4),

the ferrom agnetic state with m axim um spin ism aterialized only forJ=t< 0:075 [41]. W e

willcallsuch a form ation \ferrom agneticpolaron".

In view ofthe Nagaoka theorem ,the problem ofsingle hole m otion on an \AF" back-

ground is irrelevant in the lim it U = 1 ,orJ = 0. However,apartfrom very sm allJ=t,

when theenergy offerrom agneticpolaron (17)islowerthan thecom peting con�guration of

spin polaron (to beconsidered later),thesingleholeproblem isan im portantissueand will
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bedealtwith in therestofthisarticle.

2.4 One{dim ensionalcase

Although theexactsolution ofthe1D Hubbard m odelwasobtained by Lieb and W u 25

yearsago [18],m uch oftherich physicscontained in thissolution hasbeen appreciated only

during the recent intensive studies on the high{Tc problem . These results have no direct

relevance for the single hole issue in 2D,but they are very instructive and inspiring by

providing a profound exam plewith a num berofpeculiarproperties,in m any wayscontrary

toourintuition.Therefore,weoutlineheresom eoftheseproperties,which wereem phasized

by Anderson [42].

Oneofthedistinguished featuresistheabsenceofquasi{particlesin thestandard sense.

UsingtheBetheAnsatzsolution [18],onecan calculatethewavefunction renorm alization Z,

de�ned assquareoftheoverlap integralbetween theN {particleground statewavefunction

plusonefreeparticlein statek with theN + 1{particleground statewavefunction,i.e.[42]

Zk = jh k�(N + 1)jC
y

k�  G (N )ij
2 � e

�
1

2
(
�

�
)2ln N

; (18)

wherethephaseshift� = �

2
in thelargeU lim it.In thetherm odynam iclim it,N ! 1 ;Zk !

0,hencethequasi{particledoesnotexistassuch.Thisisanotherexam pleofthe\infrared

catastrophe",suggested by Anderson earlier[43].

The m ain physicalorigin fora vanishing Z isthe spin{charge separation which can be

explicitly seen in theasym ptoticform oftheBetheAnsatzwavefunction in thelargeU lim it,

derived by Ogata and Shiba [44]

 (x1;:::xN )= (� 1)Q det[exp(ikjxQ j
)]�(y1;:::yM ); (19)

where xQ j
are sites ofspinless ferm ions (holons),while yM are the down{spin sites ofa

\squeezed" Heisenberg chain with allholesitesbeing rem oved.W hen aholeisadded atkF ,

itdecaysim m ediately into a holon (charge e withoutspin at2kF )and a spinon (spin 1/2

and no charge).Thevanishing ofZ reectstheabsenceofchargeforexcitationsatkF .
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M oreover,onecan calculatevariouscorrelation functionsand thesingle{particleGreen’s

function [44,45,42].Allofthem show a powerlaw decay with exponentsdepending on the

interaction. It is rem arkable that in spite ofthe vanishing ofZ,hence the jum p ofthe

m om entum distribution atthe Ferm isurface,there isstilla singularity ofthe latteratkF

(not2kF ),i.e.,

nk =
1

2
� constjk� kF j

�
sgn(k� kF ); (20)

wheretheexponent� = 1=8 forU ! 1 .

Itturnsoutthatthe above described properties(Z = 0,spin{charge separation,power

decay of the correlation functions, etc.) are rather generic for 1D interacting system s.

Haldane[46]�rstrealized theexistenceofthislargeuniversality classand hascoined aterm

\LuttingerLiquids" to contrastthem with theLandau theory ofFerm iliquids.

Anderson suggested [42]thatthe2D Hubbard m odelshould share these propertiesand

the experim entaldata on high{Tc superconductors,especially the norm alstate properties

seem to be consistent with this assum ption. Ofcourse,the question is stillwidely open.

Clearly,thesingle holeproblem cannotreplacethe issue ofthe chargecarrierbehaviourat

�nitedoping concentration,butitisa pertinentquestion to considerin orderto clarify the

situation.

III.VA R IO U S A P P R O A C H ES FO R ST U D Y IN G T H E SIN G LE H O LE P R O B LEM

Thequestion ofchargecarrierm otion on an AF background and thepossibleform ation

ofself{trapped states have been discussed in the literature long tim e back in connection

with m agnetic sem iconductors [47,48]. In particular,de Gennes [48]has considered the

form ation ofa sm allferrom agnetic region around the charge carrier which can propagate

in an AF under certain conditions. There were extensive studies on this issue in Russia

[49,50],sum m arized laterin a review articleand a book [51].Unfortunately,theseresearch

worksarenotwellknown in theW estern literature.W ewill,therefore,m ainly discussthose

studieswhich haveshaped ourcurrentunderstanding oftheproblem .
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3.1 Strong coupled Ising case(theBrinkm an{Ricelim it)

Consider�rsttheIsing case.Thehopping ofa holeon a N�eelbackground would create

a string of\wrongly" aligned spins(seeFig.2)costing energy oftheorder‘J,where‘isthe

length ofthisstring.To avoid thisenergy expense,Brinkm an and Rice[52]haveintroduced

theso{called \retraceablepath approxim ation" underwhich theholehopsback exactly the

sam e way asitleftthe starting point,so there isno di�erence in the initialand �nalspin

con�gurations. In the atom ic lim itofthe Hubbard m odel(U ! 1 orJ = 0),they have

sum m ed up alltheseretraceablepaths(withoutclosed loops)and havecom etothefollowing

conclusions:

1)Theholecannotpropagatefreely,i.e.,Z = 0,and theGreen’sfunction isk{independent,

i.e.

G(!)= !
�1

8
<

:
1�

z

(z� 1)

2

4
1

2
�

 
1

4
�
(z� 1)t2

!2

! 1=2
3

5

9
=

;

�1

(21)

with z asthecoordination num berand tasthehopping integral.

2)Thedensity ofstates�(!)hasa square{rootsingularity with a 25% narrowing com pared

with theoriginalbarebandwidth,nam ely,

zt�(u)=
1

�

h

(5� 9u2)1=2=(1� u
2)
i

; u = !=zt; (22)

3) The electric conduction is due to di�usive m otion of holes and the m obility can be

calculated.

In spiteofthegreatsuccessoftheBrinkm an{Riceapproach,therearetwo seriouslim i-

tations.

i)They haveignored theclosed loopswhich turned outto bevery im portant.Asnoted by

Trugm an [56],a holecan travelaround a squareoneand halftim eswithoutdisturbing the

spin background and �ndsitselftranslated tothenext{nearest{neighbour(seeFig.3).This

m eans thatthe hole can \unwind" the string and self{generate a next{nearest{neighbour

hopping.Therefore,thefulllocalization ofchargecarriersin theBrinkm an{Ricelim itisan

artifactoftheapproxim ation.
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ii)Theirconsideration forthespin dynam icsispurely classical,i.e.theem ission and reab-

sorption ofspin excitationsarenotallowed.Aswewillseelater,therenorm alization e�ect

oftheholem otion dueto theseprocessesisessentialeven fortheIsing case.

IfJ=tis�nite,butsm all,the \string" picture holds,and one can calculate the bound

statesforthe hole in thiscon�ning potentialwhich leadsto an Airy equation [50,53].The

sem i-classicalground stateenergy in 2D isthen given by

E g=t= � 2
p
3+ 2:74(J=t)2=3; (23)

wherethe\band narrowing" e�ect(2
p
3 instead of4)ofBrinkm an and Ricehasbeen taken

into account. The energy di�erence between higher levels is also � (J=t)2=3. This string

picture hasbeen explored furtherby m any authorsto interpretvariousphysicalproperties

[54]. Vollhardtetal.[55]have found thatthe retraceable path approxim ation is exact in

in�nitedim ensionsand they havegenerated a system atic 1=d expansion.

3.2 Quasi{classicalapproach (Nonlinear�{m odel)

In Section 2.2 we outlined the traditionalspin wave theory forAF.An alternative way

ofdescribing the long{wavelength spin uctuations forlarge S is to use the nonlinear �{

m odel,assum ing the existence ofAF long range order. The order param eter{staggered

m agnetization 

 is a vector on a unit sphere,whereas the m agnetization m is a sm all

quantity. In the long wavelength lim it (at the scale larger than the lattice constant) the

uctuationsaredescribed by thenonlinear�{m odel[57]:

H N L� =
1

2

Z

d
2
r
h

�
�1

m
2 + �(r � 

 )2

i

; (24)

where � isthe m agneticsusceptibility,while � isthe spin sti�ness.Theirratio �=� = c2 is

thesquareofthespin{wave velocity.

 and m satisfy thecom m utation relations

[m �(x);m �(y)]= i"
��

m
(x)�(x � y);

[m �(x);
�(y)]= i"
�� 
(x)�(x � y) (25)
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and theconstraints



 2 = 1; m (r)� 

 (r)= 0: (26)

Thespin currentisde�ned as

J a = 

 � @a 

 ; (27)

satisfying theequation ofm otion @m =@t= � � @aJ a.Thiscurrentisa vectorin both spin

and coordinatespace.

Shraim an and Siggia [58]have considered thecoupling ofthe chargecarrierto thespin

con�guration in the quasi-classicalapproxim ation t� J.The spin background isassum ed

to beclassicalbutthedistortion ofthisbackground dueto theholem otion hasbeen taken

into account. In analogy with the backow in helium they considered the dipole m om ent

generated by thechargecarrier

pa(q)=
X

k

sinka  
y

k�q=2
��  k+ q=2; (28)

where k isthespinorwavefunction ofthehole,�� thePaulim atrices.Thek{sum m ation is

carried overthe m inim um energy states. (Clustercalculations,asdiscussed in Section 3.4,

show they areat(� �

2
;� �

2
)).Thecoupling to thespin currentiswritten as

� g
X

a;q

pa(q)� Jq(q): (29)

They found thatin thecontinuum lim it



 � @a 

 = (� ab� 2r̂a r̂b)
pb

r2
; (30)

which givesriseto a dipolarspin con�guration (Fig.4).Based on thisresult,they proposed

that the com m ensurate AF phase is unstable with respect to an incom m ensurate spiral

phase upon doping. The pitch ofthe spiralshould be inversely proportionalto the doping

concentration [58].M ostoftheirresultswerederived undertheassum ption J � t,butthey

havealsoused theBrinkm an{Rice\string"picturetoarguethatasim ilarconclusion should

also hold in theoppositelim itJ � t,sincethesym m etry propertiesarethem ajorfactor.
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Thisapproach also hasthe lim itation thatthe quantum uctuationsofspinshave not

been included,as in the Brinkm an{Rice m ethod. As we willsee in the next subsection,

inclusion ofthese uctuationswillm odify som e conclusionsin a substantialway.Also,the

spin distortion discussed by them isrelated to areasfaraway from theholelocation,i.e.it

isa long distance behavior.Asshown in thenextsection,thenear{�eld distortion isquite

di�erent.

This approach has also been used by severalother groups to consider the single hole

problem [59]with sim ilarresults.In particular,a self{trapped polaron with localferrom ag-

netic distortion isfound when the hole state isatthe Brillouin zone center. The structure

ofpolaron ism uch m orecom plicated iftheholestateisatthezoneboundary.

A sem iclassicallarge S expansion hasalso been em ployed by Auerbach and Larson to

study the single hole problem [60]. Using the spin{hole coherent{state path integral,they

have generated a large S expansion ofthe t� J m odelon a square lattice. The single{

hole classicalenergy is m inim ized by a sm allpolaron solution. In the param eter range

1 < t=2JS < 4:1,the polaron involves only �ve sites with one ipped spin atthe center.

The hole density is 1/2 and 1/8 at the center and the nearest neighbour, respectively.

Contrary to Shraim an and Siggia, they have not found any long{distance distortion of

the AF background. They have also found thatthe dynam icalnearestneighbourhopping

issuppressed and have recovered an e�ective polaron m odelwith next{nearest{neighbour

hopping only [61].

3.3 Self{consistentBorn approxim ation

There are two e�ects which have notbeen properly considered in the above described

approaches,nam ely,the quantum uctuationsoftheHeisenberg spin and therenorm aliza-

tion ofholem otion dueto interactionswith spin waves.Thesee�ectshavebeen taken into

accountin theself{consistentBorn approxim ation carried outby Schm itt{Rink,Varm aand

Ruckenstein (SVR,[62])and Kane,Leeand Read (KLR,[63]).

The hopping ofholesleadsto disturbance ofthe spin background. Suppose there isa
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hole on spin{up sublattice site. After hopping to spin{down sublattice site,a down{spin

appearson aspin{up latticesite,correspondingtoalocalspin excitation.Likewise,aholeon

spin{down sublattice would requesttheneighbouring up{spin to ip �rstin orderto avoid

frustration. Introducing hole operator hi to replace C
y

i" on the spin{up sublattice,while

representing thecorresponding operatorC
y

i# = hi S
�
i asa com positeoperator(sim ilarly for

thespin{down sublattice),and then perform ingtheHolstein{Prim ako� transform ation,one

obtainsthehopping Ham iltonian [62,63]

H t= t
X

hi;ji

h
y

ihj (b
y

j + bi) (31)

in thelinearspin{waveapproxim ation.A well{argum ented derivation of(31)hasbeen given

in Ref.64.Theform of(31)issim ilarto theelectron{phonon interaction.Itisnaturalthen

to com pare the spin{polaron under discussion with the well{studied lattice polaron [65].

However,there are im portantdi�erences between these two,aswe willdiscuss in Section

4.2.

Com paring the Heisenberg Ham iltonian (10)and the hopping term (31),one �ndstwo

di�erent lim its. W hen J � t, one can use the perturbation theory, but this is a less

interesting case.Thealternativelim itJ � t,corresponding to thelargeU Hubbard m odel,

cannot be treated perturbatively. One has to perform at least a partialresum m ation to

obtain a m eaningfulresult. Thiswasdone by SVR [62]and KLR [63]. They have ignored

theHartreediagram ,buthavetaken into accounttheFock term in theself{energy (Fig.5).

Neglecting thecrossing diagram s(Fig.6),they can solvethecorresponding Dyson equation.

Theself{energy partcan bewritten as

�(k;!)=
t2z2

N

X

k

(uq k�q + vq k)
2
G(k � q;! � !q); (32)

wheretherenorm alized holepropagator

G(k;!)= (! � �(k;!)+ i�)�1 ; (33)

whilethede�nitionsforuk;vk;!k;k weregiven in (13){(15).Onecan then easily calculate

thespectralfunction
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A(k;!)= �
1

�
Im G(k;!): (34)

A detailed num ericalstudy ofEqs.(32){(33)hasbeen carried outin Refs.64,66 and 67

with thefollowing m ain conclusions:There isa well{de�ned quasi{particle propagating on

an AF background.Thespectralfunction showsseveralcoherentpeaksplussom eincoherent

statesathigherenergies.Theseparation between peaksaswellastheband width scalesas

(J=t)2=3 forboth Ising and Heisenberg cases.Thishasbeen checked on clustersofdi�erent

size(4� 4;8� 8;16� 16,etc.) tom akesurethattheabovefeaturesarenotdueto�nitesize

e�ects.Theresultsforsm allJ=tarein good agreem entwith thoseofexactdiagonalization

on sm allclusters.A sim ilarapproach using1=zexpansion with zasthecoordination num ber

hasalso been developed [68]with com parableresults.

Therewereseveralapproxim ationsinvolved in thisapproach:linearspin waveexpansion

and the neglectofcrossing diagram s. The form erdoesnotguarantee the hard{core boson

natureofthespin excitations,which ,in turn,m ay lead toviolation ofthesingleoccupancy

constraintorappearanceofextra degreesoffreedom .Asdiscussed in Ref.64,thiswilla�ect

the shortdistance behaviour(aswe willsee laterin Section IV),butm ay notchange the

propertiesforsm allk neartheband bottom ,especially fortheHeisenberg case.Thesingle

occupancy constrainthasbeen im plem ented in the variationalcalculation ofSachdev [69].

Asforcrossingdiagram s,ithasbeen shown in Ref.67thatvertex correctionsduetotwo-loop

diagram svanish,whilethee�ectsofthree{loop diagram saresm allasfound from num erical

calculations. On the otherhand,the distortion ofthe spin background in the presence of

thehole,neglected in thisapproach,m ay haveim portantconsequences,aswewillseelater,

in Section IV.

3.4 Num ericalapproaches

Apartfrom theanalyticapproachesdiscussed above,therehavebeen extensivenum erical

studieson thesingleholeproblem ,using m ainly two typesoftechniques:exactdiagonaliza-

tion ofsm allclustersand quantum M onteCarlo sim ulations.
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The exact diagonalization using the Lanczos{type algorithm s has been carried out by

di�erent groups for clusters of8,10,16,18 sites [41,70{76]. Recently,the num ber ofsites

hasbeen increased up to 26 [77],forwhich the m axim um powerofthe currentgeneration

ofsupercom putershasbeen fully exploited. (The dim ension ofthe Hilbertspace isofthe

orderof107 and the calculation requiresatleast6 G bitesdisc space.) The advantage of

the exact diagonalization is the absence ofthe \ferm ion m inus sign problem " inherent to

the quantum M onte Carlo technique. On the otherhand,the lim itation to sm allclusters

m ay giveriseto artifactsdueto �nitesizes.

Now the results seem to converge: There are wellde�ned quasi{particles with energy

m inim a at(� �

2
;� �

2
)on the boundary ofthe reduced Brillouin zone. The e�ective m assis

strongly anisotropic:sm allalong thezoneboundary and big in theperpendiculardirection.

Apartfrom theground statetherearesom eexcited statesforcertain m om enta asseen from

thespectralfunction.Thehigherexcited stateshaveintrinsic width dueto theprobability

ofdecaying intolowerstates.W ewilldiscusslaterhow tointerprettheselevels.A �nitesize

scaling study hasbeen perform ed forclustersup to26sizes[77](seealso[78]),and thewave

function renorm alization factorZ seem sto rem ain �nite in the therm odynam ic lim it.The

scaling propertiesofexcited statesarelessconclusive,especially nearthezoneboundary.

Anotherrelated approach isto use a truncated Hilbertspace [56]which allows one to

study bigger clusters using less com puting power. This technique has also been used in

Refs.79,80 to study theholebandsand thespin distortionsaround thehole.In general,the

resultsobtained using thistechnique areconsistentwith thoseofexactdiagonalization and

theself{consistentBorn approxim ation,considered in theprevioussection.

The quantum M onte Carlo technique has not been used extensively for studying the

single hole issue m ainly because ofthe ferm ion sign problem . Sorella [79]has,however,

system atically studied thisissueusing theso{called projection M onteCarlo technique [82].

Hehasproved a rigorousupperbond Z � 1=2 forthet� J m odeland hasgeneralized the

M igdaltheorem relating Z to thejum p ofthem om entum distribution attheFerm isurface

�n k = Z forthe 2D t� J m odel. Using thisrelation and choosing appropriate trialwave
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functions,he succeeded to m inim ize the sign problem and to carry outa �nite size scaling

study forZ.Itseem sthatZ vanishesin the therm odynam icslim it,to the contrary ofthe

resultsfrom a sim ilarstudy using theexactdiagonalization,justdescribed above.W hether

this discrepancy is due to lim itations ofone ofthese techniques,is an open question for

furtherstudies.

TheGreen’sfunction M onteCarlo techniquehasalso been used to study thesinglehole

problem on a 4 � 4 cluster [83]. The energy seem s to agree wellwith the exact result.

Another alternative is to use the Gutzwiller{projected trialwave function to perform the

variationalM onteCarlocalculation [84].Thelocation oftheenergy m inim um and theband

width thusobtained isconsistentwith theknown results.

Beforeconcluding thisoverview section,wewould liketo briey m ention thealternative

itinerantapproach.Starting from theHubbard m odeland using theHartree{Fock approx-

im ation,one obtainsthe spin{density{wave (SDW )ground state forhalf{�lling. The one

loop correction (random phase approxim ation)then givesrise to the collective excitations

(spin waves). Thisapproach hasbeen used by Schrie�er,W en and Zhang [85]to propose

the \spin bag" m odelfor high{TC superconductivity. These \spin{bags" are nothing but

spin polaronswe are considering in thispaper. The spin wave velocity they have obtained

isthesam easwhatfollowsfrom thestrong{coupling t� J m odel.Thisapproach hasbeen

pursued by m any authors[86]. The question on where the energy m inim um islocated,at

(� �

2
;� �

2
)or(� �;0);(0;� �),dependson which spin uctuations(longitudinalortransverse)

are considered. Itis interesting to pointoutthatthe hole{hole correlations calculated in

this approach (see paper ofFrenkeland Hanke in Ref.86) are the sam e as follows from

Shraim an{Siggia’sapproach [58].
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IV .Q U A N T U M B O G O LIU B O V {D E G EN N ES FO R M A LISM FO R T H E SP IN

P O LA R O N

So farwehavediscussed thebackground ofthesingleholeproblem and haveoverviewed

variousapproachesin studying thisproblem .In thissection weoutlinethequantum BdeG

form alism developed byusforthispurpose,sum m arizethem ain resultsobtained and discuss

theopen issues.

4.1 Questionsto beanswered

Basically,there are two setsofquestionsto be answered: (1)How willthe holesa�ect

thespin background? W hatisthelocaland long{distancedistortion around thehole? How

would thespin excitationsand spin correlationsbem odi�ed in thepresenceofa dynam ical

hole? (2)W hatarethepropertiesoftheholes(energy spectrum ,e�ectivem ass,etc.) which

areem bedded in thisbackground? In view ofthe� ! 0 lim it,onem ightthink offoregoing

the�rstsetofquestions,assum ing theground stateofa half{�lled system .However,thisis

notcom pletely true,because,aswe willsee later,the hole statesand the distortion ofthe

background should beconsidered in a self{consistentway,which hasnotbeen m aterialized

in analyticalform alism sreviewed in theprevioussection.

In fact,there are three m ajore�ectsto be considered forthe hole m otion,nam ely,(1)

the quantum uctuationsofthe spin system ;(2)the renorm alization e�ectdue to virtual

process ofem itting and reabsorbing the spin excitations; (3) the localdistortion ofthe

spin background. Factors (1) and (2) have been considered in the self{consistent Born

approxim ation (Section 3.3),butnotfactor(3).Thequantum BdeG form alism weproposed

[87]treatsallthese three factorson an equalfooting and isaim ed to answerboth sets of

questions.Ofcourse,thetreatm entisnotexactand wewilldiscusslateritslim itationsand

open problem s.

4.2 Latticerelaxation approach and itsgeneralization

W ehavem entioned in Section 3.3 theanalogy with thelatticepolarons.Itisinteresting
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tocom parein m oredetailthepropertiesofthesetwo kindsofpolarons.Fortheconvenience

ofreferencewewritedown hereexplicitly them odelHam iltonian forsm alllatticepolarons

[88]:

H = H e + H ph + H e�ph ; (35)

H e = � t0
X

hi;ji

C
y

i Cj ;H ph =
X

q

�h!q(b
y
qbq +

1

2
);

H e�ph =
X

l

C
y

l Cl

X

q

M q e
iq�l(bq + b

y
�q );

whereM q istheelectron{phonon coupling,!q isthelongitudinalopticalphonon frequency,

whiletherestofnotation isstandard.In theanti{adiabaticlim it�h!q � t0,onecan usethe

Lang{Firsov transform ation [89]

H ! e
� Û

H e
Û
; (36)

Û =
X

q;l

M q

�h!q
e
iq�l

C
y

l Cl(bq � b
y
�q );

to decoupletheelectron and phonon degreesoffreedom to obtain an e�ective Ham iltonian

fortheelectron \dressed" by thephonon cloud.

Com paring (35)with ourt� J Ham iltonian (10)and (31),theexchangeintegralJ is,to

som eextent,equivalenttothephonon energy �h!q in thelatticepolaron problem ,and alarge

J m eansa sti� spin background. However,there isno \bare" hopping term t0 in the spin

polaron case.Asdiscussed in Section 3.3,theholehoppingon AF background willcertainly

lead to frustration ofthespin background.Therefore onecannotusethetransform ation Û

to decouple the spin and charge degreesoffreedom even in the lim itJ � t.M oreover,we

are m ore interested in the opposite lim it J � t,corresponding to realistic param eters in

oxidesuperconductors.Onem ightthink thatitwould correspond toa weakly coupled large

latticepolaron.Unfortunately,thisisnottrue,again dueto theabsenceofa barehopping

term .In a sense,thereareno \large" spin polaronsatall.
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Nevertheless,the experience learned from the study ofelectron{lattice coupling isstill

very instructive.Letusrecallthelatticerelaxation theory ofm ulti{phonon processes,orig-

inally proposed by Huang and Rhys[90]to interpretthe F{centerspectra and laterelab-

orated by m any others. The crucialingredient oftheir approach is to take into account

thedi�erenceofthesym m etry breaking (latticerelaxation)in theinitialand �nalstatesof

electronictransitions.Two ofus[91]havegeneralized thelatticerelaxation theory to study

localized excitationslikepolaronsand solitonsin quasi{one{dim ensionalsystem s,wherethe

self{consistency oftheelectronicstateswith latticecon�gurationsisessential.Itturned out

thatthe BdeG form alism [92,93],previously developed forstudying inhom ogeneoussuper-

conductivity,isa suitable fram ework forthispurpose. Essentially,itisa Hartree approx-

im ation in which the electronic states are solved self{consistently with the quasi{classical

m otion ofthelattice.

Here,in thespin polaron problem ,thespin distortion

�i= hbii� hbiexp(� i

Z

H t d�)i0 (37)

caused by the hole is equivalent to the lattice relaxation. The interesting case t � J

corresponds to,in som e sense,the adiabatic lim it. However,one cannot use the Hartree

approxim ation asin quasi{1D system s,becausetisnota scaleofelectron freem otion,but

ratheran interaction constant.Therefore,oneshould startfrom theoppositeend,thelarge

J lim it,expand everything in term soft=J and then carry outan in�nite resum m ation to

recovertherenorm alized result.

In ourstudieswe have adopted the following strategy: Firstconsidera �xed hole. As-

sum ing thatthespin wavespectrum doesnotdi�ersigni�cantly from theunperturbed case,

we derive a system ofself{consistentBdeG equationsto determ ine the spin distortion and

theenergy spectrum oftheholeinternalm otion.In doingsothee�ectsofstaticspin distor-

tion,spin quantum uctuationsand renorm alization due to virtualprocessesare alltaken

into account.Then by recovering thetranslationalinvarianceand calculating thespin con-

�guration overlap integral,we�nd theband structureand e�ective m assfora propagating
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hole.Finally,we use these solutionsto recalculate thespin{wave spectrum and spin corre-

lation functions. Ifthe spectrum isnotm odi�ed signi�cantly by the presence ofthe hole,

theself{consistency oftheproposed schem e isjusti�ed.

4.3 Basicequations

Fortheconvenience ofreference,werewriteourworking Ham iltonian asH = H J + H t

H J = J
X

i;j

Iij

�

b
y

ibi+
�

2
(b
y

ib
y

j + bibj)

�

PiPj; (38)

H t= t
X

i;j

Iij h
y

j hi(b
y

i + bj); (39)

wherePi= 1� h
y

ihi;Iij = 1 forthenearestneighboursand zero otherwise.Thepresenceof

theprojection operatorPi isessentialforthecalculation ofthespin properties.

Letusstartfrom thecasewhen t> J.Asm entioned earlier,in thiscasewecan usethe

Born{Oppenheim approxim ation,i.e.,decom posethecom bined n{th stateofthehole{spin

system asa directproduct

j n(R 0)i= jn;R 0ih 
 j~n;R0is; (40)

where jn;R 0ih,isthe n{th eigenstate ofa hole centered atR 0,whose localrepresentation

isgiven by ’n(i� R0)to bedeterm ined later,whilej~n;R 0is isthecorresponding spin part.

It is im portant to note that the spin con�gurations are di�erent for di�erent n. For the

m om entwe�x R 0 attheorigin.

Theholestatesjn;R 0ih and thecorresponding spin distortionsaredeterm ined by BdeG

type equations. Unlike the case ofquasi{1D system s,we have to go beyond the Hartree

approxim ation. The generalization ofthis type ofequations including the Fock and RPA

corrections,hasbeen worked outearlier[94],using the closed tim e{path Green’sfunction

form alism .W ereferthereadertothereview article[94]fortechnicaldetails.Thebasictool

isto use the spectralrepresentation and the Dyson equation forthe Green’sfunction. In

particular,theretarded Green’sfunction fortheholeisde�ned as

G r(j;k;t� t
0)= � i�(t� t

0)hfhj(t);h
y

k(t
0)gi; (41)
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with itsspectralrepresentation

G r(j;k;!)=
X

m

’m (j)’
�
m (k)

! � Em + i�
; (42)

where ’m and E m are m {th eigenstate and eigenvalue ofthe hole,respectively. In the

Hartree{Fock approxim ation theDyson equation can bewritten as

G r(i;j;!)= G
(0)

r (i;j;!)

+
X

l;l0

G
(0)

r (i;l;!)[�H
r (l;l

0;!)+ �F
r (l;l

0;!)]G r(l
0
;j;!); (43)

where

�H
r (i;j;!)= tIij [�i+ �

�
j]; (44)

�F
r (i;j;!)=

t2

N

X

l;l0;q

e
iq�(i�j) �

Iil Ijl0
X

m

(

[1� N (Em )]
Fll0(uq;vq)

! � !q � Em + i�

+N (E m )
Fll0(vq;uq)

! + !q � Em + i�

)

’m (l)’
�
m (l

0) (45)

aretheHartree(Fig.5a)and theFock (Fig.5b)self{energy parts,respectively,with

�i= t
X

j;l;m

N (E m )’m (l)’
�
m (j)Ilj[gr(i;l;! = 0)+ g

0
r(i;j;! = 0)] (46)

asspin distortion and

Fl;l0(uq;vq)= u
2

q + uqvq(e
�iq�(l0�j) + e

iq�(l�i))+ v
2

qe
iq�(l�l0�i+ j)

: (47)

Substituting (42)into (43)and rem em bering that

G
(0)

r (j;k;!)=
�jk

! + i�
; (48)

m ultiplying both sides of(43) by ! + i� and let ! ! En,we obtain the following BdeG

equation

E n’n(i)=
X

j

[�H
r (i;j;E n)+ �F

r (i;j;E n)]’n(j) (49)
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to determ ine the energy and wave function ofthe hole states. In Eq.(46),gr(j;k;!)and

g0r(j;k;!)aretheFouriertransform ationsoftheretarded spin Green’sfunctions,de�ned as

gr(j;k;t� t
0)= � i�(t� t

0)h[bj(t);b
y

k(t
0)]i; (50a)

g
0
r(j;k;t� t

0)= � i�(t� t
0)h[bj(t);bk(t

0)]i; (50b)

while uk;vk are given by (15) and N (E m ) is the hole state occupation (0 or 1 at zero

tem perature).

Thespin distortion �i can bedeterm ined via a canonicaltransform ation

U =
Y

i

exp(�ib
y

i � �
�
ibi); (51)

leading to

U bi U
y = bi� �i; U b

y

i U
y = b

y

i � �
�
i: (52)

W ecan de�nea \distorted" N�eelvacuum

jfN i= UjN i (53)

and new spin operators

~bi= U bi U
y (54)

so that

�i= hfN jbij
fN i= � hN j~bijN i: (55)

Thetrueground statewith quantum uctuationscan then berepresented as

j~0i=
Y

u
�1
k exp(� �k

~b
y

k
~b
y

�k )j
fN i (56)

with ~bk asFouriertransform ation of~bi and �k = � vk=uk. W e note thatthe unitary trans-

form ation U and the Bogoliubov transform ation (11)com m ute with each other,so allthe

aboveoperationsarewellde�ned.
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Beforeproceedingfurther,afew com m entsregardingtheBdeG equation(49)areinorder.

(i)TheBorn{Oppenheim approxim ation (40)used hereisdi�erentfrom thestandard static

case,becausethe\potential"in theBdeG equation (49)isenergydependent,includingsom e

renorm alization e�ectsdueto virtualspin excitations.Therefore,theretardation e�ectsof

spin{hole interactions have been incorporated to som e extent. In fact,this is the reason

why wecan getqualitatively correctresultseven in therangeoftcom parablewith J,when

the usualadiabatic approxim ation would breakdown. (ii)Strictly speaking,Eq.(49)isnot

an eigenvalueproblem dueto theenergy dependenceof�F
r .Nevertheless,wecan �nd self{

consistentsolutions. They are dynam icalgeneralizationsofstatesin the con�ning \string

potential"discussed in Section 3.1.(iii)TheBrinkm an{Riceresultscan beeasilyreproduced

in thelim itJ=t! 0 within ourform alism .In fact,in thislim it’n(i)becom esan extended

state,so theretarded Green’sfunction turnsoutto beG r(!)�ij.In thatcase,theHartree

contribution to theself{energy vanishes,while theFock partbecom es�ij Zt
2 G r(! � ZJ).

Onecan then �nd G r(!)and thespectralfunction in theBrinkm an{Ricelim it.

4.4 Holestateswith a �xed origin

The BdeG equation (49)hasbeen solved by usnum erically,�rstfor0:6 > � � 0 [87],

then for arbitrary 1 > � � 0 [95]. M oreover,the Schwinger boson form alism has been

applied forthe single hole problem in the Heisenberg lim it � = 1 [96]. The results ofall

thesecalculationscon�rm each otherand wesum m arizeheresom em ain features,which are

com pared with thoseobtained in otherapproaches.

There isa seriesofself{trapped statesem erging assolutionsof(49). They are sim ilar

to bound states ofa hydrogen atom . The lowest state isofs{sym m etry,while the states

im m ediately above it are doubly degenerate,ofpx and py sym m etry. The higher states

dxy and dx2�y 2 are not degenerate,but the energy di�erence is sm all. The ground state

wave function isratherlocalized in the Ising case � = 0,and becom esm oreextended as�

increases(Fig.7). The extentofthe wave function isnotsensitive to J=twithin the range

(0:2� 2).Theground stateenergy E0 and theseparation between thisleveland thesecond
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levelE 1 as a function ofJ=t is plotted in Fig.8 for the Ising case. Upon recovering the

translationalinvariance these states willbecom e propagating states to form bands,aswe

willsee in the nextsection,butletus�rstunderstand the origin ofcoherentpropagation

even fortheIsing case.

Starting from the hopping Ham iltonian (38),one can derive an equation ofm otion in

theHartreeapproxim ation

E n hi=
� Ht

� h
y

i

= t
X

i

Iij[hbii+ hb
y

ji]hj: (57)

Since the hole wave function is not con�ned to one site,the spin distortion hbii willnot

vanish on theneighbouringsites.Sothecoherentm otion isduetoaself{generated hopping,

which ism ore e�cientthan the \Trugm an cycle" discussed in Section 3.1. Thise�ectcan

be clearly seen by com paring Figs.7a and Fig.11a and is one ofthe m ajor consequences

com ing from theexplicitaccountofspin distortion (theHartreeterm ,neglected in theself{

consistentBorn approxim ation).On theotherhand,theHartreeterm alonewillnotdo the

job.Asseen from Fig.8,the ground state energy goeslike � t2=J � � U,which isa wrong

energy scale.Theinclusion oftheFock term reectshigherordervirtualuctuationswhich

bring theenergy scaleback to t,and eventually to J.

The presence ofa set ofself{trapped states is in agreem ent with the results ofexact

diagonalization on sm allclusters [41,70{78]and the self{consistent Born approxim ation

[62{64,66,67].A detailed com parison oftheJ=tdependencerequiressom efurtherstudies.

However,ourform alism providesexplicitinform ation aboutthespin distortion.In fact,the

expectation �i (see Eq.(55)) is a realnum ber in the ground state,so hSxi is �nite,while

hSyi= 0. Thism eansthatthe spin con�guration in the ground state isa \canted" state,

ratherthan a\spiral"state(seeFig.9),assuggested by Shraim an and Siggia[58]and further

elaborated by othergroups[97]. W e believe that,asfarasthe near{by spin distortion is

concerned,ourresultiscorrect.In fact,itagreeswith an early consideration ofdeGennes

[48]using the s � d m odelfor discussing the spin polaron problem . The canted state

corresponds to a ferrom agnetic com ponent on an AF background. Therefore,to consider
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thespin polaron asa sm allregion with fully polarized spinsisan oversim pli�cation.W hat

happensin reality istheappearanceofasm allferrom agneticcom ponentfavoringthekinetic

energy. A recent path integraltreatm ent ofsm allpolarons by Auerbach and Larson [60]

con�rm ed thisresult. They found a sm allferrom agnetic region of5 siteswith probability

ofholeoccupancy very closeto ours,asm entioned in Section 3.2.

A dipolardistortion wasfound in the quasi{classicaltreatm ent[58]asa long distance

behaviour.Strictly speaking,thespiralstateisirrelevantforthesingleholeproblem ,since

the pitch � 1=� would be in�nity in thiscase. W hetherthe spiralstate isa ground state

for som e �nite doping,and how would the long distance distortion m atch with the short

distance behavior,are allopen questions. Itis,however,worthwhile to m ention thatthe

dipolardistortion wasnotfound in thepath-integralcalculation [60]and thespiralphaseis

unstabledueto strong localdistortionsnotincluded in them ean �eld theory [98].

4.5 Holestatesascontinuum bands

So farwehavediscussed only holestateswith a �xed origin.Onecan easily form Bloch

states to recover the translationalinvariance,like sm allpolarons in the lattice case. The

Bloch stateofa propagating holecan bewritten as

j ki= (pkN )
�1=2

X

n

exp(ik � Rn)j 0(R n)i; (58)

wherej 0(R n)iistheholestatein thelocalrepresentation,whilepk istheFouriertransform

oftheoverlap integralpn;0 = h 0(R n)j 0(0)i.Asde�ned by(40)j 0(R n)iisadirectproduct

oftheholepartand thespin part.Theenergy ofa propagating holestateisthen given by

E k = h kjH j ki= p
�1
k

X

n

exp(ik � Rn)E n;0h~0;R nj~0;0i; (59)

wherethespin overlap integralh~0;R nj~0;0ican bewritten ase
�S with S astheHuang{Rhys

factor,whileE n;0 isthehopping m atrix elem entbetween holestateslocalized at0 and R n,

respectively.

The energy dispersion forthe polaron band form ed by the ground state ispresented in

Fig.10.The energy m inim um islocated at(�
2
;�
2
),in agreem entwith exactdiagonalization
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[41,71{78]and the self{consistentBorn approxim ation [64,66,67]. One can also calculate

the e�ective m ass. The results for the Ising case � = 0 are given in Table I.From the

num ericalresultswe�nd thatthewavefunction in thiscaseisnotsensitiveto theratio J=t

within therange(0:2� 2).Byrescalingtheparam eters�i! �iJ=tin theoverlap integralwe

�nd thattheband width � t=J exp[� a(t=J)2]wherea isa positiveconstant.W enotethat

the band width goesto zero in both lim itst=J ! 0 and t=J ! 1 .The energy separation

� between thelowestleveland thenextone showsthe sam e tendency,asseen from Fig.8.

Thelim itt=J ! 0 iseasy to understand,becausethespin background isextrem ely sti�,so

theholecannotm ove.Theoppositelim itt=J ! 1 ism oreinteresting.Thebackground is

softbutthecoupling isstrong,so theholecarriesalong a hugespin excitation cloud which

givesriseto a diverging Huang{Rhysfactorand a fulllocalization.

Letusnow com parethespin and thelatticepolarons.Ifweconsidertasan analogueof

the electron{phonon coupling M q in (35),then the polaron e�ectdim inishes in the lattice

case ifM q=�h!q � 1,while in the spin case the polaron is com pletely self-trapped. The

di�erence is due to the presence ofa bare hopping term in the lattice case (35),as we

m entioned in Section 4.2.On theotherhand,thet=J ! 1 lim itisquitesim ilar,wherethe

polaron e�ectispronounced.

The functionaldependence ofthe band width and the energy levelseparation found

from theexactdiagonalization and self{consistentBorn approxim ation (� (J=t)2=3 forsm all

J=t,[64,66,67],[72-77]),isdi�erentfrom ours,exceptforRef.[71],where the authorsalso

reported an exponentialdependence.Thereason forthisdiscrepancy hasto beunderstood.

Onepossibility isthatthesetwofunctionalform sarevalid in di�erentrangesofparam eters.

As for our calculations we stillneed to im prove the self{consistency for the propagating

state. The form ation ofthe polaron band in term sofBloch states(57)iswell-justi�ed,if

thelocalized stateisdeterm ined by a Hartreetypeself-consistentequation.Here,however,

the Fock term is crucial,so the self-consistency should be checked directly for a given k

state.Thisproblem isunderconsideration now.
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4.6 E�ectson thespin system

The e�ect ofsingle hole m otion on the spin system is ofthe order of1=N which can

be ignored in m any cases. However,the presence ofa hole m ay have an im portantim pact

on localspin properties. W e have already seen in Section 4.4 the localspin distortion,

butthereareothere�ectsaswell.Theinuenceofa statichole(withoutt{term )hasbeen

studied by severalauthors[99],whereasthee�ectsofadynam icalholehavebeen considered

only in som e num ericalsim ulations and in a m ean �eld treatm ent [100]. Recently, the

renorm alization e�ectduetospin uctuationson theholem otion hasbeen discussed usinga

staticapproxim ation [101],asaboson analogueofthewell{known X{rayedgeproblem [102].

TheauthorsofRef.[101]found azero{frequency localm odewhich contributessubstantially

to the overlap integrale�� between the state with a hole and the ground state withoutit.

However,theresulting norm alization factor� = 0:2 isquitem odest.

The quantum BdeG form alism developed by us to study the hole m otion isa suitable

tooltotreatthisproblem .In fact,theholem otion and thespin background aretwosidesof

thesam ecoin.Theform alism forthispartwasoutlined in thesecond paperofRef.87,while

the results have been reported recently [103]. The m ain task is to calculate the m agnon

propagatorrenorm alized by thehole m otion.In thelowestapproxim ation the polarization

operator
Q
isgiven by theone{loop correction dueto thehole(Fig.5c).Using thespectral

representation fortheholepropagator,
Q
can beexpressed explicitlyinterm softhesolutions

oftheBdeG equation,described in Section 4.3.Om ittingalltechnicaldetails,wesum m arize

herethem ain results[95,103].

Firstly,we have calculated the spin distortion.Forthe Ising case � = 0 the distortions

are restricted to the nearestneighboursofthe hole (Fig.11a). As� increases,they extend

over a larger region (Fig.11b). It is im portant that they have the sam e s{sym m etry as

the hole state itself. Aswe m entioned earlier,thiscorrespondsto a canted state with real

param eters�i. W e have tried otherpossibilitieslike com plex �i,butthe canted state has

thelowestenergy.

Then,we have calculated the spin excitation spectrum in the presence ofa hole. In all
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caseswhen � 6= 1,we have found severallocalm odes. They can be classi�ed according to

sym m etry aswell. Again,one ofthe s{m odeshasthe lowestenergy. As� increases,som e

ofthelocalm odesm ergewith thespin{wave continuum ,becom ing resonancem odes.

Furtherm ore,wehavecalculated variousspin correlation functionsaround thehole.Bu-

lutetal.[99]have found an am azing resultforthe Heisenberg m odelwhen the AF uctu-

ationsarereduced nearthe hole in the static case.Thisisnottrue in the dynam icalcase.

In fact,a con�ning structure is form ed,i.e.,the staggered m agnetization is sm aller near

the hole than thatfaraway from it,asconjectured in the \spin bag" m odelby Schrie�er

etal.[85].Even m ore interesting isthe induced ferrom agnetic hSx
i S

x
jicorrelationsforthe

Ising case,which showsclearly thequantum natureoftheseuctuations.Sim ilarly,theAF

correlationsneartheholein theHeisenberg caseisreduced,again dueto thisferrom agnetic

tendency.Alltheaboveresultsagreewith thoseofsm allclustercalculations[73].

Finally,wehaveused thecorrected spin excitation spectrum to solvetheBdeG equation

fortheholestatesand havefound nosigni�cantdi�erence,which showstheself{consistency

ofourprocedure.

V .C O N C LU D IN G R EM A R K S

W e have m ade a shortexcursion to varioustheoreticalapproachesexploring the single

hole problem in a quantum AF.Letus now briey sum m arize whathas been established

and whataretheopen questionsforfurtherstudies.

1) The �rst question was whether a hole can propagate in a quantum AF.The answer

com ing from theBrinkm an{Ricetreatm entand Shraim an{Siggia’squasi{classicalapproach

was \no", i.e., the wave function renorm alization factor Z = 0. On the contrary, the

self{consistentBorn approxim ation and ourquantum BdeG approach,aswellasextensive

num ericalstudieson clustershaveshown a coherentpropagation.W hatistheorigin ofthis
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discrepancy? Theproblem hasbecom eespecially acutein view ofthecontroversy regarding

theFerm iliquidvsnon{Ferm iliquidbehaviourofchargecarriersinhigh{Tcsuperconductors.

Inparticular,Anderson hasused Shraim an{Siggia’sdipolardistortionofthespinbackground

to argue the existence ofan \infrared catastrophe",leading to nonrenorm alizability ofthe

wave function and Z = 0 [104]. It seem s that the m ain origin ofdiscrepancy is due to

neglectingquantum uctuationsin thequasiclassicalapproach.In fact,iftheseuctuations

are included in the retraceable path approxim ation, the \catastrophe" disappears [105].

Therearestilllong distancedipolardistortions,butthenorm alization integralconverges.

Thereisalso som edi�erencebetween thenum ericalresultsofexactdiagonalization and

quantum M onteCarlosim ulations,asm entioned in Section 3.4.In view ofthe\m inussign"

problem with M onteCarlo sim ulationsand possible�nitesizee�ectsin clustercalculations,

this issue has to be further clari�ed. However,from a generalphysicalpoint ofview,it

ishard to im agine thatcharge excitationscannotpropagate in a m agnetically long{range

ordered m edium . In allknown exam ples,eitherthe quantum uctuationsare strong so as

to destroy thelong rangeorder,orthey aresu�ciently weak to allow long rangeorderand

well-de�ned quasi-particles[106].

However,itshould bevery clearthatthefreepropagation ofasingleholedoesnotim ply

a Ferm iliquid behaviourfora system with �nite holeconcentration.In fact,thecollective

behaviourofchargecarriersisquitedi�erentfrom thatofindividualparticles.Forexam ple,

according to the single hole calculation,the Ferm isurface would be sm allpocketsaround

(� �

2
;� �

2
).However,thisisnottrue.A two{holecalculation in a sm allcluster,correspond-

ing to 10% doping already exhibits a large electronic Ferm isurface,com patible with the

Luttingertheorem [107].Thisim pliesthatthehole{holecorrelation and thedecreaseofthe

correlation length upon doping com bine to m ake the single hole problem only ofm arginal

relevancein thedoping rangewheresuperconductivity occurs.

2)The existence ofAF long{range orderisthe m ain factorleading to self{trapping (spin
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polaron),which can propagatecoherently.Theoriginalsuggestionsoffully polarized ferro-

m agneticm icro-region around theholewasasim pli�cation oftherealpicture.Itseem stous

thatalocaldistortion offerrom agneticnature(canted state)isaquitegooddescription.The

size ofthisdistortion corresponds,roughly,to thesizeofthe\con�ning string".Originally

peoplethoughtthatthebehaviourofIsingand HeisenbergAF should bevery di�erent,since

the spin distortion can be cured by the spin{ip processallowed forthe latter. Itturned

out,however,thatthe\string" pictureisvalid to som eextenteven in theHeisenberg case,

atleastforsm allJ=t,aswe m entioned in Section 3.3. One possible explanation could be

thatthereaction ofthespin system (� 1=J)isratherslow,so thestring pictureholdsata

shorttim escale.

However,there is only one param eter { the string length in the string picture which

leads to a one{dim ensionalAiry equation. In the BdeG approach we have adopted,the

self{trapping istaking placein 2D and wecan classify theholeand thecorresponding spin

statesby sym m etry which should behelpfulto gain m oreinsight.

3)The spin polaron and the lattice polaron look rathersim ilar,butthere is a m ajordif-

ference. There exist three energy scales in the lattice polaron problem : the bare electron

hopping,thephonon energy and theelectron{phonon couplingstrength,whereasin thespin

problem these areonly two:them agnon energy J and thecoupling strength t.Thisisthe

basic reason why the spin polaron problem is m ore com plicated: Som e kind ofrenorm al-

ization procedure (in�nite resum m ation ofdiagram s,sum m ation ofdi�erent pathsin real

space,etc.) isneeded to generatetheholehopping.Then,whatisthecorrectenergy scale

forthishopping? J;t,ora new scaleliketexp[� a(t=J)2]aswespeculated? Thisisan open

question. Probably,the answerdependson the param eterrange. Thisfeature ofthe spin

polaron isthe m ain origin ofdi�culty in analyticaltreatm ents. The self{consistent Born

approxim ation treats wellthe renorm alization e�ect ofa propagating state,but does not

includethelocaldistortion,which isessentialovera quitelargerangeoft=J.On theother
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hand,the BdeG form alism we are using is very good to guarantee the self{consistency of

a localized state with spin distortion. However,the procedure is not fully self{consistent

fora propagating state with �xed k. How to take advantagesofthese two approachesisa

challengeforfurtherresearch.

Asa generalrem ark we would pointoutthattheresearch on thespin polaron problem

isstillata beginning stagecom pared with itslatticecouterpart.

Finally,we should m ention thatwe have notconsidered in thisarticle the im plications

forphysicalobservablequantities,likeopticalconductivity,Ram an spectra,photo{electron

em ission and so on. Som e ofthese properties have been discussed in papers quoted (see,

e.g.[41],[71{73],[107]),butto sum m arizealltherelated research work isbeyond thescope

ofthispaper. Also,we have nottouched atallon the hole{hole correlationsand possible

occurrenceofsuperconducting uctuations.Thereexistsavastliteratureon thisissue[108],

which wehaveto leaveoutto keep a reasonablesizeofthearticle.
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TABLE I.Thedependence ofholee�ectivem asson J=tfor� = 0

J=t 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.7 0.9 1.1 1.3 1.5

m �=m 0 330 11.8 8.7 6.3 4.9 4.1 3.9 4.1 4.4 4.7
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

Fig.1. Thegenericphasediagram ofoxidesuperconductors.

Fig.2. A \m ism atched"spin stringiscreated when aholem ovesfrom onesite(a)toanother

site(b).

Fig.3. TheTrugm an loop (seeRef.56).

Fig.4. Schem aticdiagram ofthedipolarspin con�gurations(seeRef.58).

Fig.5. Self-energy diagram sfora hole(a)Hartree(b)Fock term sand (c)thepolarization

diagram forthespin propagator.

Fig.6. An exam pleofcrossing diagram s.

Fig.7. Hole ground state wave functions for (a) � = 0,(b) � = 0:5 and (c) � = 0:9 at

t=J = 0:1.

Fig.8. Theground stateenergy E 0 and itsseparation � from thesecond levelasfunctions

ofln(1+ J=t)in unitsoftfortheIsing case.They areextrapolated to theBrinkm an-

Ricelim itforvery sm allJ=t.Thedot-dashed curveistheground stateenergy E 0 with

Hartreeterm only.

Fig.9. Schem aticdiagram sfor(a)canted and (b)spiralstates.

Fig.10. The hole energy band (in unitsoft)corresponding to the lowestbound state for

t=J = 0:1 in theIsing case.

Fig.11. Spin distortions around the hole for (a) � = 0:0,J=t = 0:3 and (b) � = 0:4,

J=t= 0:1.In view ofthes-sym m etry only one-quarteraround theholeisshown.
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