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Abstract

W epresenta novelapproach fora system aticlarge{spin expansion ofthet-J

Ham iltonian which enables us to work without the constraint ofno double

occupancy.In ourschem e we can perform the large{spin lim itensuring that

thelow energy spin excitationsarein exactcorrespondencewith thephysical

excitationsofthes= 1

2
Hilbertspace.Asa consequence,weexpecta sm ooth

dependenceofthe physicalquantitieson the expansion param eter1=s.Asa

�rstapplication ofthe m ethod we study the case ofa single hole in a N�eel

background.A system aticexpansion in uctuationsaboutthisstablesolution

indicatesthatby increasing t=J thequasiparticleweightstrongly dependson

the m om entum carried by the hole. Results,obtained on sm alllattice sizes,

are found in excellentagreem entwith exactdiagonalization data.
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The t-J m odelin two spatialdim ensions is perhaps the m ost challenging \unsolved"

problem in the theory of strongly correlated electrons, since it is now com m only ac-

cepted torepresentthelow{energy Ham iltonian forthetwodim ensionalcopper{oxidehigh{

tem perature superconductors. Recentcalculationsbased on the old fashioned,butreliable

high{tem perature expansion techniques,have indicated thatspin{charge separation,obvi-

ously presentin thism odelin one dim ension,m ay also characterize the elem entary excita-

tionsin 2D,leading to a break-down ofFerm iliquid theory and to a possibleexplanation of

theanom alouspropertiesofthehigh{tem peraturesuperconductors.[1]

W econsiderN h holesinteracting by thet-J Ham iltonian

H tJ = �t
X

hi;ji;�

P(c
y

i;�cj;� + h:c:)P + J
X

hi;ji

(~Si~Sj �
1

4
N iN j);

where hi;ji denotes a sum m ation over the nearest neighbor (n.-n.) sites ofthe lattice,P

is the projector onto the Hilbert space without doubly occupied sites, ~Si and N i are the

spin and num beroperatorsatsitei,and c
y

i;� and ci;� aretheusualcreation and annihilation

operatorsforelectronsofspin �.Henceforth weassum et� 0,J � 0.

Due to the di�culty to dealwith the projector ofno double occupancy,severalsem i-

classicalapproaches [2{5]leading to a m ean{�eld description ofH tJ have been proposed.

In particular,in the large{spin approaches presented so far,the sim pli�cation ofthe t-J

Ham iltonian isachieved by generalizing the spin-1
2
polarization state ofthe electron to an

arbitrary spin sstateand by givinga�ctitiousspin (s� 1

2
)tothehole.Thevariousm ethods

di�er for the de�nition ofthe enlarged Ham iltonian,a freedom left by the very fact that

in a large{spin generalization one can only require thatthe physicalHilbertspace,aswell

asthe t-J m odelH tJ,m ustbe recovered forthe value s = 1

2
ofthe expansion param eter.

Unfortunately,allofthem facethefollowing fundam entaldi�culty:assoon astheextended

Hilbert space is larger than the physicalone, spurious low{energy elem entary excitations

em erge. Hence,it is notatallguaranteed thatthe low{lying excitations ofthe extended

Ham iltonian correspond to som e physicalexcitation ofthe originalone,so thatitbecom es

di�cultoreven im possible to derive reliable resultsby perform ing a system atic expansion
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in uctuationsaboutthem ean{�eld obtained by letting s! 1 .

Explicitly,in theKaneetal.m odeloneobtainstheN�eelbackground asthem ean{�eld

solution forsm allJ=t,butfors> 1

2
som eoftheallowed excitationschangethespin ofthe

hole,which isclearly unphysical.Otherlarge{spin generalizationsinstead facetheproblem

thatthe holepropagation becom esa nonperturbative processin the 1=s expansion.In the

lattercase,aswasshown by twoofusin Ref.[6],oneobtainsphaseseparation even atsm all

J=t,whereasitisnow believed thattheuniform ground{stateisstablein thephysicalsector

[7,8].

In thiswork we propose a new m ethod to sim plify atlarge spin the t-J m odelwithout

facing the previous di�culties. In our approach we do not dealdirectly with H tJ,but

considerinstead anaturalextension ofitasintroduced by Sutherland [9],becausethelatter

allowsustoapply thespin{wavetheory with aone{to{onecorrespondencewith thephysical

excitations.

In thet-J Ham iltonian thesinglesiteican beoccupied by 3 kindsof\objects":A hole

(boson) j0ii,an electron ofspin-up j"ii = c
y

i;"j0ii,and an electron ofspin-down j#ii =

c
y

i;#j0ii,(ferm ions)whereas,apartforan irrelevant energy shift,H tJ can be thoughtofas

the operatorperm uting pairsofn.-n.objects,with weighttforperm utationsofobjectsof

oppositestatistics,and weightJ=2 (�J=2)forperm utationsofferm ions(bosons).In order

to work without the localconstraint ofno doubly occupancy,we consider the extended

Ham iltonian H acting on objectsoftwo ferm ion and two boson speciesby perm utation of

pairsofneighboringobjectswith thesam eweightsasin thet-J m odel.Becausethenum ber

ofobjects ofa given species is conserved by construction,the reduction to the physical

m odelcan beobtained by projecting onto theinvariantsubspacewhereoneboson speciesis

absent.Hence,in ourapproach theprojectoroperatorP iswashed out,asfortheprojection

am ountsjustto �x a conserved quantity.

To represent the extended Ham iltonian H in a way suited for our developm ents, we

denote the ferm ion and boson objects atsite iwith the sym bols j1�iand j0�i(� =";#),

respectively,and use the representation j0 "ii = f
y

ijvi,j1 "ii = jvi,j0 #ii = f
y

iQ i;� jvi,
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j1#ii = Q i;� jvi,where f
y

i and Q i;� are a spinless ferm ion creation operatorand a spin-1
2

lowering operator,respectively.Theextended Ham iltonian reads

H =
X

hi;ji

�

�t(fif
y

j + fjf
y

i)�i;j +
J

2
(1� ni� nj)(�i;j � 1)

�

;

where �i;j = 2~Q i
~Q j +

1

2
and ni = f

y

ifi.A noticeable feature ofthe proposed m odelH ,to

becontrasted with thecaseofH tJ in a slave{ferm ion representation [5,6],isthepresenceof

the perm utatoroperator�i;j both in the m agnetic and kinetic part,aswellasthe bilinear

dependence on theferm ion operators.

Henceforth we preserve the nam e ofelectron and hole forthe two \particles" j1�iand

j0�i,respectively,and introducethetwo com m uting vectoroperatorssatisfying thealgebra

oftheangularm om entum

~S =
X

i

(1� ni)~Q i; ~L =
X

i

ni~Q i; (1)

Theoperators~S and ~L actnontrivially on j1�iand j0�i,respectively,and accordingly~S will

bereferred toasthephysicalspin and ~L asthepseudospin.Theanalogy with theproperties

ofthespin and pseudospin operatorsisnotonly form aland willbediscussed elsewhere[10].

In the following we shallalso refer to ~Q = ~L + ~S as the isospin vector. The operators

(1)com m ute with H ,so thatthe quantum num bersspin Sz,totalspin S,and pseudospin

Lz,totalpseudospin L associated to both \particles" are conserved. The physicalHilbert

space ofH tJ corresponds to the sector where the pseudospin attains its m axim um value

Lz = L = N h=2.

Sutherland [9]hasshown quite generally thatthe ground{state ofthe Ham iltonian (H )

is atm ostdegenerate with the physicalone with m axim um pseudospin Lz. Unfortunately,

thisstatem entisrigorously valid only in onedim ension,and forthecaseofa singleholein

any dim ension.Thelattercaseisofcoursetrivial,becauseforoneholethepseudospin isby

de�nition equalto the m axim um value L = 1

2
. The proofpresented in Ref.[9]isnotvalid

in 2D.In fact,following the reasoning one would obtain thatforJ = 0 the ground{state
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ofH tJ isthe fully polarized Nagaoka state,whereas itisknown thatforlarge doping the

singletGutzwillerprojected Ferm igashasm acroscopically lowerenergy [11].

However,theSutherland’sresultistrueforthespecialcaset= 0 and probably rem ains

valid forphysically acceptable J=t> 0 in D�2.Hence,we shallleave itasa \conjecture".

Theim portanceofthisconjectureiseasilyunderstood bynotingthatwheneveritissatis�ed,

onecan evaluateground{statepropertiesavoiding even theprojection onto theLz = N h=2

sector.

TheHam iltonian H stillrepresentsa highly nontrivialproblem and wenow considerthe

large{spin approach allowing to sim plify the m odel. Noting that ~Q isa irreducible spin-1
2

operator,weconsiderarbitrary higher{dim ensionalrepresentationsoftheisospin vectorand

de�ne the enlarged Ham iltonian H s by substituting in the extended Ham iltonian H the

perm utatoroperator�i;j with therotationally invariantexpression

�i;j ! �
(s)

i;j =
1

2s2
~Q i

~Q j +
1

2
: (2)

Theoverallfactorsand constants{ irrelevantin theundoped case{ aresetby therequire-

m ent that h�
(s)

i;ji is one or zero ifthe isospins ofthe particles at sites i,j are parallelor

antiparallel,respectively.In ourapproach theHilbertspaceisgeneralized by giving a �cti-

tiousspin-s both to theelectron (i.e.,j1�i)and to thehole(i.e.,j0�i)and in thisrespectit

isquitedi�erentfrom thelarge{spin approachesproposed so far.

Becauseatzero dopingisospin and physicalspin coincide(~L = 0),ourapproach leadsto

theconventionalspin wave{expansion fortheHeisenbergantiferrom agnet:Theground{state

isa singletand thephysicalspin{waveexcitationshaveS = 1,i.e.,they areindependentof

the m agnitude ofthe spin s ofthe extended Hilbertspace. W e see thatin the large{spin

lim ittheHilbertspaceateach singlesitegrowswith sbutthelow{energyexcitationsrem ain

in one{to{one correspondence with those ofthe physicals = 1

2
Hilbertspace. W e believe

thatthis isthe basic reason why the spin{wave expansion is so accurate forthe undoped

system and why 1=s isa sm ooth param eterand actually sm all[8,12{14].

Atnonzero doping,fors> 1

2
theobservable(1)areno m oreconserved,unlessfort= 0.
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HowevertheHam iltonian H s alwayscom m uteswith theisospin and itisthereforeconvenient

towork in thesubspacewith Q and Q z �xed.Iffortheoriginalt-J Ham iltonian thephysical

spin attainsitsm inim um value -asitisexpected forJ nottoo sm all{ the Hilbertspace

with m inim um S and �xed Sz is exactly equivalent to the one with Q = [N h=2]and say

Q z = 0(forN h odd onehasS = 1=2asthem inim um value).Hence,ifweareabletoclassify

theelem entary excitationsfors! 1 in thesectorwhereL isfrozen to itsm axim um value,

the sam e classi�cation would hold in the physicalHilbertspace,provided thatthere isno

phasetransition asa function of1=s.

In ordertoshow thatour1=sexpansion isthenaturalextension ofthespin{wavetheory

even in the doped case,we focusourattention to the sim plest possible nontrivialdoping,

i.e.,when there is only one hole (N h = 1)in a lattice ofM sites with periodic boundary

conditions.

Forlarge s and J nottoo sm allthe stable sem iclassicalsolution correspondsto a N�eel

background where the single hole can propagate with given m om entum eitheron the A or

on theB sublattice.Fluctuationsoverthissem iclassicalsolution areobtained in the usual

way by introducing boson operatorsa
y

i �
Q i;�p
2s

ifi2 A (
Q i;+p
2s

ifi2 B )thatcreate a spin

uctuation overthe N�eelclassicalstate jN i. Thusa system atic expansion ofthe operator

�
(s)

ij in 1=s ispossibleand weget

�
(s)

i;j =
1

2s
( 

y

i;j i;j � 1)+ O (
1

s2
); (3)

where  i;j = a
y

i + aj. By replacing the expression (3)in the Ham iltonian H ,both in the

kineticand them agneticterm ,wethen obtain an e�ective Ham iltonian forthesinglehole,

which is characterized by a kinetic term coupling two boson and two ferm ion operators

�t

2s
(fif

y

j + h:c:)[(a
y

i + aj)(ai+ a
y

j)� 1]. Hence,itisrem arkably di�erentfrom the Kane et

al. Ham iltonian,where instead the hole propagatesby em itting orabsorbing a single spin

uctuation. In ourapproach the spin is carried only by the boson a
y

i (which changes the

spin by one),so thattheconservation ofQ z necessarily im pliesa quadraticHam iltonian in

the boson operators. A furthersim pli�cation ofH s can be obtained following Ref.[15,16]

6



foradi�erentbutsim ilarproblem .Onecan exactly traceoutthesingleferm ion f
y

i from the

Ham iltonian H usingtranslation invarianceand thusobtainingan e�ectivespin Ham iltonian

de�ned by the translation operatorT��aiT�� �
= ai+ �� ofspin{waves fornearestneighbour

displacem ents��

H e� =
1

4s

X

��

( 
y

0;��
 0;�� � 1)(2tT��e

ip�� � J)+ H SW ; (4)

where i= 0 denotestheorigin and H SW istheHeisenberg Ham iltonian that,at�rstorder

in 1=s reads:H SW = J

4s

P

hi;ji

( 
y

i;j i;j � 1).

Contrary to theundoped case,theHam iltonian H e� cannotbesolved analytically unless

forthecase t= 0,where H e� becom esquadratic [17,15].However,a very good variational

wavefunction that is exact in this lim it, and which preserves allthe sym m etries ofthe

Ham iltonian,isvery easy to writedown,in theform ofthem ostgeneralground{stateofa

quadraticBogoliubov Ham iltonian:

j	 hi = expf
1

2

X

i;j

B i;ja
y

ia
y

jgjN i: (5)

B i;j isnon zeroonly ifiand jbelongtodi�erentsublattices(toful�lQ z = 0)and itsFourier

transform doesnotcontain the m odesatk = (0;0)and k = (�;�)(to ful�lQ = 0)[8].In

orderto evaluateand then m inim izetheexpectation valueoftheHam iltonian H e� overthe

state (5),one needs to evaluate both the average h	 hj 
y

i;j i;jj	 hi,and the average ofthe

quadraticform  
y

i;j i;j overj	 hiand thestatej	
�

hi= T��j	 higenerated by thetranslation

operatorentering thekinetic term ,i.e.,h	 hj 
y

i;j i;jj	
�

hi.Thestatej	
�

hiisclearly obtained

by replacing in Eq.(5)the m atrix B i;j with B
�

i;j = B i�� �;j�� �
and because both the states

j	
�

hiand j	 hiaregaussian,itisthen possibletoevaluatetheaveragesin closed form .Infact,

given two gaussian statesj	 Aiand j	 C iofthe form (5),with A and C the corresponding

m atricesentering theexponential,wehave

h	 Ajaia
y

jj	 C i

h	 Aj	 C i
= G i;j

h	 Aja
y

ia
y

jj	 C i

h	 Aj	 C i
= [A �

G]
i;j
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h	 Ajaiajj	 C i

h	 Aj	 C i
= [GC]

i;j

where

G i;j =
h	 Aj	 C i

h	 Aj	 Ai

h

(I� CA
�)�1

i

i;j

h	 Aj	 C i= det
�1=2

(I� CA
�) (6)

Using the above equationsisiteasy to work outan explicitexpression forthe expectation

value ofthe Ham iltonian by sim ple linearalgebra operationsoverthe sym m etric com plex

m atrix B i;j. W e have then obtained the optim alm atrix B i;j by m inim izing the energy of

thee�ective Ham iltonian H e� with thestandard conjugategradienttechnique.

In table I we show data for the one hole energy (referenced to the undoped energy)

and the quasiparticle weight Z = jh	 H j	 hij
2,where j	 H i is the ground{state ofH SW .

Because j	 H iiseasily written in the gaussian form (5)[4,8],Eq.(6)allowsto evaluate Z

straightforwardly.Theagreem entofthespin{waveestim ateswith theexactdiagonalization

results [18]is surprisingly good,yielding a robust evidence ofa �nite value for Z in the

statict= 0 lim it.

The accuracy ofthe m ethod rem ainsvery good even fort> 0,asitisshown in Fig.1

forthe quasiparticle weight atp = (0;0)and p = (�;�). W e also see in Fig.1 (b)a clear

transition ofthe quasiparticle weightforthe (�;�)m om entum . Itsvalue changesofabout

two orderofm agnitudesalso in theexactdiagonalization data.

Ourspin{wave approxim ation agreeswith the exactdiagonalization even in the details

for t=J < 1. In fact,at the value t=J ’ 0:5,where in our sim ulation we �nd a singular

point [see Fig.1 (b)],there is a true levelcrossing in the exact diagonalization. The true

ground{state isactually orthogonal(with di�erentsym m etry)to j	 H i. Forlargert=J our

approxim ate solution predictsthatZ(�;�) vanishesata criticalpointforany �nite size M .

At the m om ent a sim ilar analysis [19]for m om enta close to (�
2
;�
2
) (which is found to be

always the ground{state for M ! 1 ,consistent with the generalbelieve in the physical
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region J nottoo sm all) indicates thatZ(
�

2
;
�

2
) rem ains �nite up to t=J ’ 3 [15]. However

we cannotexclude a transition to Z(
�

2
;
�

2
) = 0 atlargervaluesoft=J where ourvariational

approach becom esunreliable.

Thefactthatsom eofthelow energy excitationsoftheM ottinsulatorm ay havea \non

trivial"characterm ay lead toacom pletely new classi�cation ofthechargeexcitationsin the

low doping regim e.Thissurely requiresfurtheranalysisand m oreanalyticalwork.Forthe

tim ebeingwepointthatadrasticchangeoftheweightform om entadi�eringby thenesting

wavevector q� = (�;�),which are degenerate in energy,is a rem arkable prediction ofour

approach which explainsvery wellthe num ericaldata on sm allsystem s and can be easily

detected experim entally by photoem ission experim ents. Forinstance it is not possible to

obtain theaboveproperty within theKaneetal.approach,becausein thiscasetheGreen’s

function satis�esto G(k + q�;!)= G(k;!),so thatthe weightsZk and Zk+ q� can only be

equal.

W ork is in progress for extending the calculation at �nite density ofholes and/or at

sm allervaluesofJ=t.
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TABLES

TABLE I. Linearspin-waveestim atesofthequasiparticleweightsand theone-holeenergiesin

thestaticlim it(t= 0)forthevariousclusters.Thepercentagerelativeerrorsrefertothespin-wave

data ascom pared to the exactdiagonalization results.

M Q P W eight % Error Energy % Error

8 1 0.0 2.5 0.0

10 0.9919 0.0047 2.4308 -0.35

16 0.9724 -0.22 2.3271 -0.61

18 0.9688 0.055 2.3052 -0.60

20 0.9637 0.050 2.2908 -0.65

26 0.9512 0.077 2.2609

32 0.9422 2.2415

1 0.820 2.17
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FIGURES

FIG .1. (a) Q uasiparticle weight as a function oft=J. The em pty dots correspond to our

spin{wave results;the fulldotsare the exactresultson �nite lattices. Continuouslinesare guide

to the eyes. (b)Sam e notation asin (a)exceptthatthe em pty dotsreferto the 100 siteslattice.

Thedotted lineisa localunstablem inim a fort=J > 0:6
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