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Abstract

Sem iclassicalapproach hasbeen developed fortheone-dim ensionalinteract-

ing ferm ion system s. Starting from the incom m ensurate spin density wave

(SDW ) m ean �eld state for the repulsive Hubbard m odelin 1D,the non-

Abelian bosonized Lagrangian describing the spin-charge separation is ob-

tained. The Berry phase term is derived from the chiralanom aly,and we

obtain them asslessTom onaga-Luttingerliquid in thesinglechain case while

the spin gap opens in the double-chain system . Thisapproach o�ers a new

m ethod to identify the strong-coupling �xed point,and its relation to the

Abelian bosonization form alism isdiscussed on the spin gap state. The gen-

eralization to higherdim ensionsisalso discussed.

74.20.M n,74.25.Ha,75.10.Jm

Typesetusing REVTEX

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9412003v2


I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Correlation e�ectsin one-dim ension arecharacterized by thelargequantum 
uctuations

as wellas the strong coupling nature ofthe interactions. As for the spin chains,it has

been revealed thatthequantalphase,i.e.,Berry phase,playsan essentialroleto determ ine

the structure ofthe low energy spectrum [1]. Away from half-�lling,the system becom es

a Tom onaga-Luttingerliquid (TL-liquid)whose excitaions are exhausted by the collective

m odes,i.e.,bosonicdegreesoffreedom [2].ThisTL-liquid isconveniently described by the

bosonization m ethod where the Ham iltonian isdecoupled into spin and charge parts. All

theabove featuresareconsidered to bebeyond the scope ofthe conventionalm ean �eld +

RPA theory which givesinvalid resultseven qualitatively in 1D.Hence the interacting 1D

Ferm ion system sareregarded asalaboratory tostudy thecorrelation e�ectsand testm any

theoreticaltechniques including the �eld theoreticalm ethods and renorm alization group

(RG)[2].

Anotheraspectofcurrentinterestisthespin gap form ation and thepossible supercon-

ductivity in thedouble-chain system [3,4].Thissystem can beregarded asthe1D realization

oftheshortrangeresonating valencebond (RVB)scenario proposed forthehigh-Tc super-

conductors[5]. Forthe half-�lled case,i.e.,withoutthe charge degreesoffreedom ,several

authorshave studied thedouble chain system s[6{8],and itisconcluded thatthe spin gap

opensboth forantiferrom agnetic(AF)and ferrom agnetic(F)interchain exchangecouplings.

The m echanism for the spin gap is essentially the sam e as that proposed by Haldane for

S = 1 AF Heisenberg chain [9].Asforthedoped case,m ean �eld typetheory [4],num erical

works[10,11],and analyticalstudies[12{14]havebeen doneand thepersistenceofthespin

gap even away from thehalf-�lling hasbeen claim ed.Itisnoted thatthe�xed pointforthe

spin gap stateisoutsidethereach oftheperturbativeRG,and som eassum ption aboutthe

natureofthisstrong-coupling �xed pointisnescessary to study itsphysicalproperties.

Lastly the generalization ofbosonization and Tom onaga-Luttingerliquid to higher di-

m ensionshasbeen discussed intensively [15],and itishighly desirabletodevelopeatheoret-

icalfram ework which isnotrestricted to one-dim ension butcorrectly reproducetheresults

in one-dim ension. Itwould clarify the role ofdim ensionality,nesting condition etc. in the

physicsofstrongly correlated system s.

In thispaperwe develop a sem iclassicalapproach to the interacting 1D ferm ions. This

approach isreliablein higherdim ensions,buthasbeen believed tobea poorapproxim ation

even qualitatively in low dim ensionality,especially in one-dim ension.Howeverwewillshow

in thispaperthatin spiteofthelargequantum 
uctuationsthem ean �eld theory is agood

starting pointeven in 1D providing a clearphysicalinterpretation ofm assless Tom onaga-

Luttingerliquid aswellasthestrong-coupling �xed pointwith thespin gap.

Forthem odelwith repulsiveinteractionstheappropriatem ean �eld solution isthespin

density wave (SDW )state [16]. W e identify the low lying collective m odes,i.e.,Goldstone

m odes,around them ean �eld solution and derivethee�ectiveLagrangian forthesem odes.

By introducing the rotating coordinate system ofthe spin [17,18],one can study even the

case where the am plitudesofthe collective m odesare large and the long range ordering is

absent. In this form ulation,the SU(2) connection and hence the gauge �eld is naturally

derived.Thisgauge�eld isinteracting with the1D ferm ionsand thechiralanom aly occurs,

which resultsin theBerry phaseterm .Thechargepart,on theotherhand,isdescribed by
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theU(1)phasewhich originatesfrom thephason degreesoffreedom [16],and isdecoupled

with the gauge �eld m entioned above. Then the e�ective Lagrangian isnothing but that

ofthenon-Abelian bosonization with spin-chargeseparation [19].In term softhisanalysis,

we obtain the m asslessTom onaga-Luttingerliquid forthe single-chain case while the spin

gap opensforthe double-chain case even away from the half-�lling. Thisspin gap state is

identi�ed in term softhe Abelian bosonization. By analyzing the correlation functions,it

is found that the low energy dynam ics is described in term s ofthe bipolaron m odel[20].

Theseresultsin one-dim ensionalsystem sarebased upon thecollective-m odedescription of

thelow energy physics.Thisispossibleonly when alltheindividualexcitationshavea gap

induced by theorderparam eterofthestarting long rangeordering,e.g.,spin density wave.

In higher dim ensions this is not the case in general. W hen the nesting condition is well

satis�ed,however,thee�ectiveaction rem ainssim ilareven in higherdim ensions.W hen the

nesting condition isnotsatis�ed and som epartsoftheFerm isurfacerem ain unbroken,the

ferm ionic �eld entersinto the e�ective action. Thisferm ionic �eld interactwith the gauge

�eld,and theaction becom esthatoftheslave-ferm ion schem e[18].

Theplan ofthispaperisthefollowings.In section IIthesem iclassicalapproach with the

rotating fram eisdeveloped forone-dim ensionalsystem s.In section IIIthestrong-coupling

�xed pointwith thespin gap isidenti�ed and analyzed in term softheAbelian bosonization.

A shortversion ofthisparthasbeen already published by oneofthepresentauthors(N.N.)

[20],and weadd thecom parison with thesem iclassicalapproach.Discussionsincluding the

generalization to higherdim ensionsand som econclusionsaregiven in section IV.

II.SEM IC LA SSIC A L A P P R O A C H W IT H R O TAT IN G FR A M E

W estartwith theHubbard m odelin 1D.

H = � t
X

i�

(c
y

i�ci+ 1�+ h:c)� �0
X

i�

c
y

i�ci� + U
X

i

ni"ni# (1)

with thestandard notations.TheHubbard interaction isrewritten as

Uni"ni# =
U

2
(ni" + ni#)�

U

6
(c

y

i�~���ci�)
2 (2)

where~��� isthe(��)com ponentofthePaulim atrix~� = (�x;�y;�z).Thereforeeq.(2)m eans

that the repulsive interaction favors the form ation oflocalspin m om ent ~Si =
1

2
c
y

i�~���ci�.

By introducing thevectorStratonovich-Hubbard �eld ~’(~r;�),thepartition function ofthe

system isgiven by

Z =

Z

D c
y
D cD ~’ exp

�

�

Z �

0

Ld�

�

; (3)

where

L =
X

i;�

c
y

i�(@� � �)ci� � t
X

i;�

(c
y

i�ci+ 1� + h:c:)

�
U

3

X

i;�;�

~’i(�)� c
y

i�~���ci� +
U

6

X

i

~’i(�)
2 (4)
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Them ean �eld statecorrespondsto thestaticsaddlepointforthe ~’i(�)integration,i.e.,

U

3
~’
(s:p:)

i = 2m êzcos(2kF xi) ; (5)

where kF is the Ferm iwavenum ber and the spin polarization is assum ed to be along the

z direction,and the am plitude m isdeterm ined by the self-consistency condition. Because

theam plitude
uctuation ism assive,weneglectitand consideronly thevariation ofphase

� and direction ~n (j~nj= 1)oftheorderparam etercorresponding to theGoldstonem odesof

thisSDW state[16].

U

3
~’i(�)= 2m ~ni(�)cos(�(xi;�)+ 2kF xi) (6)

where~ni(�)and�(xi;�)areassum ed tobeslowlyvarying,andwenow em ploythecontinuum

approxim ation.

L =

Z

dx

"

R y

Ly

# "

@� + ieA 0 � ivF (@x + ieA x); m (~n � ~�)ei�

m (~n � ~�)e� i�; @� + ieA 0 + ivF (@x + ieA x)

# "

R

L

#

(7)

Here R =

�
R "

R #

�

(L =

�
L"

L#

�

)representsthe rightgoing (leftgoing)branch ofFerm ion with

thelinearized dispersion � vF k m easured from theFerm iwavenum ber� kF ,and theexternal

electrom agnetic �eld (A 0;A x) is introduced. W e introduce the polar coordinate (�;�) as

~n = (cos� sin�;sin� sin�;cos�). Correspondingly we em ploy the rotating fram e whose z-

axiscoincideswith ~n [17,18]. Explicitly thisrotation can be accom plished by introducing

theSU(2)rotation m atrix

U � e
� i��z=2e

� i��y=2e
i��z=2 =

"

z";� z�#
z#; z�"

#

(8)

where

z=

�
z"

z#

�

=

"

ei(b� �)=2cos
�

2

ei(b+ �)=2cos�

2

#

(9)

isthespin 1/2 spinorand biscorresponding to thegaugechoice.By using thisU,onecan

easilyobtain U�zU y = ~n� ~�.Then thecrossterm in eq.(7)can bewritten asm Ry(~n� ~�)ei�L =

m ~R y�z~L where ~R � e� i�=2U yR and ~L � ei�=2U yL represents the ferm ions in the rotated

fram e. The phason �eld �(~r;�) appears as the chiralgauge transform ation. Hence we

expectthechiralanom aly.

The chiralanom aly appears as the result ofthe gauge invariant regularization ofthe

diverging integrals. One usefulway to treatthisanom aly isthe Fujikawa’sm ethod [21](

see Appendix).By using thism ethod and also taking careofthespin degeneracy factorof

2,theJacobian forthechangeofintegralvariablesisobtained as

J =
@(R;R y;L;Ly)

@(~R;~R y;~L;~Ly)
= exp[�

ie

�

Z

dxd��(x;�)E (x;�)] (10)
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where E (x;�)= @�A x � @xA 0 isthe electric �eld. The above equation describesthe accel-

eration ofthe phason in term s ofthe electric �eld [22]. Besides this Jacobian factor,the

Lagrangian in eq.(7)becom es

L =

Z

dx

"
~R y

~Ly

# "

@� �
i

2
@� � + ieA� + U@� U

y; m �z

m �z; @+ +
i

2
@+ � + ieA+ + U@+ U

y

# "
~R
~L

#

(11)

where@� = @� � ivF @x and A � = A 0� ivF A x.Theexplicitexpression forU@� U
y isgiven as

U@� U
y =

i

2
(� @� � sin� cosb+ @� � sinb)�x

+
i

2
(@� � sin� sinb+ @� � cosb)�y

+
i

2
(@� � cos� + @� b)�z ; (12)

wherethe�rstand second term srepresentthespin wavedegreesoffreedom .

The coe�cientof� z,on theotherhand,describestheconnection between the neighboring

rotating fram e.Henceweregard itastheU(1)gauge�eld,i.e.,

a� = a0 � ivF ax � @� � cos� + @� b: (13)

The"electric�eld" eisrelated to theSkyrm ion (instanton)num berdensity ~n � (@�~n � ~@xn)

ase= @�ax � @xa0 = ~� n � (@�~n � @x~n).From eqs.(11)and (12)therearetwo m assiveDirac

ferm ionscoupled with theinternalgauge�eld a�,i.e.,up spin electron with m assm couples

with + 1

2
a� whiledown spin electron with m ass� m coupleswith �1

2
a�.Hencethee�ective

action S[a�]fora� isgiven as

e
� S[a�]= Z(fa�=2g;m )Z(f� a�=2g;� m ) (14)

Becauseweareem ploying theEuclidean form alism and calculatethepartition function,the

com plex phasefactoriscom ingfrom thecontourintegral
R
~A(~ri)� d~riin the�rstquantization

form alism . Then the relation Z(f� a�=2g;m ) = [Z(fa�=2g;m )]
� holds. Now the chiral

anom alyisagain relevant.Bythechiralgaugetransform ation ~R ! ei�=2~R,~L ! e� i�=2~L with

� = �,thesign ofthem assisinverted,i.e.,m ! � m .TheJacobian forthistransform ation

isJ = exp[� i

4

R
dxd�e(x;�)]= exp[i�Q];whereQ =

R
dxd�~n � (@0~n � @x~n)=4� isan integer

called theSkyrm ion num ber.Thisrelation togetherwith eq.(14)gives

e
� S[a�]= e

i�Q jZ(fa�=2g;m )j
2

; (15)

which statesthatthenegativeinterferenceoccursbetween thetopologicalsectorswith even

and odd Skyrm ion num bers. This topologicalterm was �rst derived by Haldane for the

Heisenberg antiferrom agnetsum m ing up the Berry phase term softhe individualspins[9].

Ourderivation generalizeshisresultsto (i)itinerantantiferrom agnetand (ii)incom m ensu-

ratecase.W ehave shown thatthechiralanom aly forA � describestheacceleration by the

electric �eld E while thatfora� thetopologicalterm .One m ay wonderthevalidity ofthe

continuum approxim ation em ployed to derive eq.(15).To check thispointwe have studied
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the Berry phase for the adiabatic change ofthe gauge �eld a� for severalnoninteracting

electron system s in 1D on a lattice. W e found that,although the phase ofZ(fa�=2g;m )

dependson the m odel,the relationsZ(fa�=2g;m )= exp(i�Q)Z(fa�=2g;� m )and eq.(15)

are always valid. That is, while the Berry phase itselfis regularization-dependent, our

calculationsleading to eq.(15)isuniversal.

W enow proceed to com pleteourderivation ofthee�ectiveLagrangian for’ and ~n.For

that purpose,we expand the e�ective action in term s ofthe derivative [23]. W e em ploy

the gauge invariant regularization schem e and expand with respect to @� � and the spin

wave partofU@� U
y neglecting the derivative term sofA � and a� . Thisprocedure can be

perform ed by expanding the Trln with respect to these quantities,and the lowest order

term isgiven by

X

k;!n

Tr[G 0(k;!)V]
2 (16)

where

G 0(k;!)=
1

!2 + (vF k)
2 + m 2

"

i! + vF k; m �z

m �z; i! � vF k

#

(17)

and

V =

"

� i

2
@� � + U@� U

y; 0

0; � i

2
@+ � + U@+ U

y

#

(18)

BecuaseV alreadycontainsthederivative,weregard V asifitisaconstantm atrixtoobtain

thesecond orderterm swith respectto thederivative.Anothercom m enton theintegralin

eq.(16)isthatwe preserve the Lorentz invariance,i.e.,the sym m etry between ! and vF k.

Then the�nalresultis

S =

Z

dxd�

�

� i
e

2�
�E +

1

4�vF
[(@0�)

2 + (vF @x�)
2]

�

+ i�Q +

Z

dxd�
1

4�vF
[(@0~n)

2 + (vF @x~n)
2]; (19)

which isthesum ofthestandard phason Lagrangian plusthenonlinear� m odelwith topo-

logicalterm . W e have considered the slowly varying � and ~n withoutassum ing the sm all

am plitudeofthese
uctuations.

Som erem arksarenow in order.In ourLagrangianeq.(19)thereisnoU appearing,which

m eansthateq.(19)describesthenoninteracting ferm ions.Thisdrawback can beeasily �xed

by taking into account the forward scattering,i.e.,g2 and g4 term s in the term inology of

g-ology,asfollows.Notethatthedensity oftheright-going (left-going)ferm ions�R (�L)is

given by �R = @+ �=(4�vF )(�L = @� �=(4�vF )).Theforward scattering term isU(�R + �L)
2

which istranslated to U(@+ �+ @� �)
2=(4�vF )

2,which should beadded to eq.(19).Therefore

weobtain theaction related to � as

S� =

Z

d�dx
1

4�vF

��

1+
U

2�vF

�

(@��)
2 + v

2
F (@x�)

2

�

(20)
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This action is rewitten in term s ofthe charge exponent K � and the renorm alized charge

velocity v� as

S� =

Z

d�dx
1

4�v�K �

�

(@��)
2 + v

2
�(@x�)

2

�

(21)

whereK � = (1+ U=2�vF )
� 1=2 and v� = vF (1+ U=2�vF )

� 1=2.ThustheHubbard interaction

U m anifests itself through the forward scatterings in the renorm alization of the charge

exponentK � and chargevelocity v�.Thespin part,on theotherhand,isnota�ected by U.

These featuresarein consistentwith theexactanalysisatleastin thesm allU lim itwhere

ourapproach isexpected to bevalid.

Now the Lagrangian is actually equivalent to that ofnon-Abelian bosonization which

respects the U(1)� SU(2) sym m etry [19]. Note that the gauge �eld a� representing the

Skyrm ion num berdensity isnotcoupled with thechargephase�.Theactionsforspin and

chargearecom pletelydecoupled.InthecaseofattractiveU Hubbardm odel,theappropriate

startingm ean �eld solution isthatofthesingletsuperconductivity wherethegap isopened.

Therefore only the charge degrees offreedom is left which is described by the Josephson

phasewhich iscanonicalconjugateto thephason �eld described aboveand theLagrangian

ofessentially the sam e form asin the repulsive case isobtained.The charge exponentK �,

however,islargerthan unity with thedom inantsuperconducting 
uctuations.

The periodicity ofthe lattice has been neglected thus far. This corresponds to the

com m ensurability pinning ofthe phason. At half-�lling it is wellknown that the phason

degreesoffreedom isabsentbecause Q = 2kF isequivalentto � Q = � 2kF .Therefore the

system isinsulating,and only the spin degreesoffreedom ,i.e.,~n are leftasthe low lying

m odes. Thisisexactly the M ottinsulatorin one-dim ension. Forothercom m ensurability,

e.g.,quarter�llingcase,thecom m ensurability pinningcan bedescribed in thefollowingway.

LettheQ = 2kF = G=N withG beingthereciprocallatticevectorandN aninteger.Because

thechargedensity induced by theSDW isduetothesecond ordere�ectand proportionalto

cos(2Qx + 2�),2M Q = (2M =N )G (M ;N :integers)should be som e m ultiple ofG in order

that2M -th orderenergy contributes.In thiscasethereappearsa com m ensurability energy

as
Z

dxV2M cos[2M �(x)+ �]; (22)

whereV2M issom epotentialenergy and � issom ephase.Theinteger2M isno lessthan 4,

and V2M isirrelevantwhen theexponentK � isnearunity,i.e.,weak coupling.in which we

areinterested in thispaper.

W e now apply our sem iclassicalm ethod to the double-chain (two-band) m odel. Our

interesthere isthe possible coexistence ofthe m etallic conduction and the spin gap in the

m odelswith repulsive interactionsonly [4].Now considerthedouble-chain Hubbard m odel

coupled with the interchain hopping t? and the exchange interaction J.Firstconsiderthe

caseoft? = 0.W ecan follow thediscussion aboveand thesaddlepointcon�guration ~’(s:p:)

is ~’
(A )

i = � ~’
(B )

i / m êzcos(2kF xi)depending on the sign ofthe exchange J. Here A and

B are chain indices. The e�ective action forthe phason and the spin wave isthe sam e as

eq.(19)foreach chain and thereappearstheinterchain coupling.
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� J

Z

dx~’
(A )(x)� ~’

(B )(x)

�= � J

Z

dx~n
(A )(x)� ~n

(B )(x)cos(�(A )(x)� �
(B )(x)): (23)

Becauseofthiscoupling thelow lying collectivem odesalso satisfy thisrelation ~’ = ~’(A ) =

� ~’(B ),i.e.,~n = ~n(A ) = � ~n(B )and � = �(A ) = �(B )and thee�ectiveaction forthephason and

thespin wave isagain thesam e aseq.(19)exceptthechange oftheBerry phase term ,i.e.,

i�Q becom es2i�Q (forJ > 0)or0 (forJ < 0 ).In both casesthespin gap opensand the

phason m odegivesthem etallicconduction.Becauseofthespin gap,thisstatewith thespin

gap isstable againstatleastthesm allinterchain hopping t? .Considering thattheenergy

gain due to the spin gap form ation isofthe order ofjJ? jwhile the kinetic energy ofthe

doped carriers(concentration � )isoftheorderof�tor�t? ,thespin gap stateisexpected

to be stable as long as � m ax(t;t? ) << jJ? j. In the next section we study the various

correlation functions in this spin gap state. For this purpose,the sem iclassicalm ethod

presented above is notconvenient because the canonicalconjugate �eld �� to the phason

�eld � hasbeen already integrated overwhen the e�ective action isderived. However the

considerationsaboveuniquely determ inethestrong coupling �xed pointwhich istranslated

into the language ofAbelian bosonization. The e�ectofthe interchain hopping t? willbe

again discussed and itwillbeshown thatitisirrelevantatthe strong-coupling �xed point

corresponding to thespin gap state.

III. SP IN G A P STAT E IN A B ELIA N B O SO N IZAT IO N

In this section we relate the spin gap state discussed in the previous section to the

strong-coupling �xed pointin theAbelian bosonization schem e.W estartwith thefollowing

Ham iltonian in theAbelian bosonization form alism [2].

H = H A + H B + H t?
+ H J?

(24)

where

H i= v�

Z

dx

�
1

4���

�
d�

(i)

+

dx

�2

+ ���P
(i)2

+

�

+ v�

Z

dx

�
1

4���

�
d�

(i)

+

dx

�2

+ ���M
(i)2

+

�

; (25)

with i= A;B being thechain index and

H t?
= � t?

Z

dx

�

 
(A )y

R � (x) 
(B )

R � (x)+  
(A )y

L� (x) 
(B )

L� (x)+ h:c:

�

; (26)

H J?
= � J?

Z

dx ~SA(x)� ~SB (x): (27)

�
(i)

+ (�
(i)

+ )isthephasevariabledescribingthecharge(spin)degreesoffreeedom ,andP
(i)

+ (M
(i)

+ )

isitscanonicalconjugatem om entum .P
(i)

+ (M
(i)

+ )isrelated to thephasevariable�
(i)

� (�
(i)

� )as

P
(i)

+ = �
d�

(i)

�

dx
=2� (M

(i)

+ = �
d�

(i)

�

dx
=2�). In term softhese phase variables,the �eld operators

oftheelectronsand thespin arerepresented as
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(i)

R �(x)=
1

p
2��

exp

�

ikF x+
i

2
f�

(i)

+ + �
(i)

� + �(�
(i)

+ + �
(i)

� )g

�

; (28)

 
(i)

L�(x)=
1

p
2��

exp

�

� ikF x �
i

2
f�

(i)

+ � �
(i)

� + �(�
(i)

+ � �
(i)

� )g

�

; (29)

and

S
(i)

+ =
1

��
e
� i�

(i)

� [cos�
(i)

+ + cos(�
(i)

+ + 2kF x)]; (30)

S
(i)

� =
1

��
e
i�

(i)

� [cos�
(i)

+ + cos(�
(i)

+ + 2kF x)]; (31)

S
(i)
z =

r �
(i)

+

2�
+

1

��
cos(�

(i)

+ + 2kF x)cos�
(i)

+ : (32)

Using theseexpressionstheinterchain interactionsH J?
iswritten in term sof�

(i)

� and �
(i)

� as

H J?
= �

J?

(��)2

Z

dx

�

cos(�
(A )

� � �
(B )

� )

�

cos�
(A )

+ cos�
(B )

+ +
1

2
cos(�

(A )

+ � �
(B )

+ )

��

�
J?

4

Z

dx

�
r �

(A )

+ r �+ (B )

�2
+

2

(��)2
cos�

(A )

+ cos�
(B )

+ cos(�
(A )

+ � �
(B )

+ )

�

(33)

where the rapidly oscillating partswith the wavenum ber � 4kF doesnotcontribute to the

integral.

Itisobviousfrom eqs.(6)and (30)-(32)thatthe phason �eld � in the previoussection

isnothing but�+ foreach chain. The directorofthe spin ~n isrelated to the spin phases

�� . Now we try to identify the spin gap state discussed in the previous section in term s

ofAbelian bosonization. The spin gap state ischaracterized by the factthatthe relative


uctuationsofthespin �elds~n’sand charge�’son thetwo chainsarem assive,i.e.,�xed.

Let us �rst consider the case ofhalf-�lling with the charge degrees offreedom being

quenched.Thiscorrespondsto�xing �
(i)

+ in eq.(33),and thesystem isdescribed by only the

spin phases �’s. Severalauthors have studied this problem [6{8],and it is concluded the

spin gap openseven forin�nitestim aljJ? j.Thiscan beunderstood astheinterchain singlet

form ation forantiferrom agnetic (AF)J? and asthe Haldane gap [9]forferrom agnetic (F)

J? .In term softheAbelian bosonization m ethod thesespin gap statesaredescribed asthe

m assive phase of�
(A )

+ + �
(B )

+ and �
(A )

� � �
(B )

� forboth F and AF J? [6,7]. Thisisbecause

S
(A )

+ S
(B )

� + S
(A )

� S
(B )

+ givesriseto cos(�
(A )

� � �
(B )

� )and S(A )
z S(B )

z givesriseto cos(�
(A )

+ + �
(B )

+ )

and cos(�
(A )

+ � �
(B )

+ ). Itisim possible to �x both the canonicalconjugate pair�
(A )

� � �
(B )

�

and �
(A )

+ � �
(B )

+ ,and thespin gap stateisrealized by �xing �
(A )

� � �
(B )

� and �
(A )

+ + �
(B )

+ .

From the above construction,the relative direction of ~S(A ) and ~S(B ) is �xed,i.e.,<

S(A )
x S(B )

x >,< S(A )
y S(B )

y >,and < S(A )
z S(B )

z > are allnonzero,while there appearsno spin

m om ent(< ~S(A ) >= (< ~S(B ) >= ~0).Thereforethisstateisidenti�ed asthespin gap state

for~n(A ) and ~n(B ) in theprevioussection wheretherelativephaseofthem is�xed.
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Now letusturn tothedoped case.The�rstquestion in thiscaseiswhetherthespin gap

survivesthedoping ornot.W hen theinterchain interactionsaretreated perturbatively,the

sim plepowercounting argum entsgivethefollowing conclusions.Ascan beseen in eq.(33),

the cosine type interactionsin H J?
discussed above are m ultiplied by cos(�

(A )

+ � �
(B )

+ )and

theirexponentsareincreased by 2��.Thereforetheinterchain hopping H t?
ism orerelevant

than H J? ,and the conventionaltreatm entis�rstto diagnalize H t? to obtain the bonding

and anti-bonding bands and later to take into account the interactions. However we are

interested in the situation where J? is reasonably large,and the electron num ber is near

the half-�lling,i.e.,near the M ott insulator. Let � be the concentration m easured from

half-�lling. Then the characteristic energy due to the phase 
uctuation �
(i)

� ism ax(t;t? )�

where tisthe intrachain hopping. On the otherhand,the stabilization energy due to the

spin gap form ation is ofthe order ofjJ? j. Hence ifm ax(t;t? )� � jJ? j,it is allowed to

consider�rsttheexchangeinteraction H J?
and latertreattheinterchain hopping H t?

asa

perturbation.

In thecaseoft? = 0,thee�ectofthedopingissum m arized in thefactorcos(�
(A )

+ � �
(B )

+ )

whichappearsineq.(33).Ifthisfactorgivesthe�niteexpectationvalue,i.e.,thecom bination

�
(A )

+ � �
(B )

+ is�xed and m assive,thedynam icsofthespin phases�’srem ainsessentially the

sam eand thespin gap persists.On theotherhand,ifthespin gap persists,i.e.,�
(A )

� � �
(B )

�

and �
(A )

+ + �
(B )

+ rem ain �xed,cos(�
(A )

+ � �
(B )

+ )aloneistherelevantperturbation and �
(A )

+ � �
(B )

+

is�xed,which m eansthatthe spin gap state isself-consistent. Thisstate isidenticalwith

the spin-gap �xed pointfound by Khveshchenko and Rice [14].Thisisalso identi�ed with

thedoped spin gap statein section IIIwhere�(A )� �(B ) is�xed and < ~n(A )� ~n(B ) > isnonzero.

Becauser �
(A )

+ (r �
(B )

+ )istheslowly varing partofthechargedensity on thechain A(B )[2],

thism eansthatthechargebalancebetween thetwo chainsiskept.Ifthecarriersaredoped

with di�erentconcentration,�
(A )

+ � �
(B )

+ isproportionalto the cordinate x along the chain

and cos(�
(A )

+ � �
(B )

+ )doesnotcontributetotheintegral.Thespin gap disappearsim m ediately

and itisexpected thatthe system isdescribed asthe m asslessTom onaga-Luttingerliquid

in thiscase[24,25].

This spin gap state has stability against sm allinterchain hopping t? because H t?
is

the irrelevantperturbation in thiscase,i.e.,itsexpectation value vanishesand correlation

function decays exponentially. Also it should be noted that the two chains need not be

exactly equivalent.Ifthechem icalpotentialdi�erence�� between thetwo chainsaresm all

enough com pared with jJ? j,thestabilization energy ofthegap form ation preferstheequal

concentration oftheholeson each chain.

Now we consider the physicalproperties ofthe doped spin gap state. As has been

discussed above,thisstateischaracterized asthe�xed and m assivestateofthecom binations

�
(A )

+ + �
(B )

+ ,�
(A )

� � �
(B )

� ,and �
(A )

+ � �
(B )

+ .In thisstatethecanonicalconjugate�eldsto those

�xed ones,i.e.,�
(A )

+ � �
(B )

+ ,�
(A )

� + �
(B )

� ,and �
(A )

� � �
(B )

� ,areuncertain and theirexponentiated

operatorshavezeroexpectation valueand exponentially decayingcorrelation functions.The

only m assless m ode is then �
(A )

� + �
(B )

� ,i.e.,the in-phase charge 
uctuations. From these

considerationsthefollowing conclusionsarederived im m ediately [20].

(1)Am ongnum erousorderparam etersconstructed astheproductofthetwoferm ion �elds,

onlytheinterchain singletsuperconductivity O A B
SS given below showsthepower-law behavior

whilealltheothersshow exponentialdecay.
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O
A B
SS =  

(A )

R �  
(B )

L� � =
1

2��
exp

i

2
[(�

(A )

+ � �
(B )

+ )+ (�
(A )

� + �
(B )

� )+ �(�
(A )

+ + �
(B )

+ )+ �(�
(A )

� � �
(B )

� )]:

(34)

(2)W hen onegoesfurthertotheproductoffourferm ion �elds,the4kF chargedensity wave

O A B A B
��0 given below showsthepower-law behavior.

O
A B A B
��0 =  

(A )y

R �  
(B )y

R �0  
(A )

L�0 
(B )

L�

=

�
1

2��

�2

exp

�

� 4ikF x� i(�
(A )

+ + �
(B )

+ )� i����0(�
(A )

+ + �
(B )

+ )� i���� �0(�
(A )

� � �
(B )

� )

�

:(35)

(3)TheexponentsK SC and K C D W forthetwoorderparam etersde�ned in eqs.(34)and (35)

respectively are determ ined by the only m assless�eld �
(A )

� + �
(B )

� ,and satis�esthe duality

relation K SC � KC D W = 1 [26]. And itisnoted thatthe wavenum ber4kF iscorresponding

to the"2kF " ofthespinlesshard coreboson.Notethatthe2kF chargedensity waveofthe

ferm ion doesnotshow power-law correlation. Therefore thisspin gap state in the double

chain system isdistinctfrom theLuther-Em ery type statein thesingle-chain state[27,28].

The Luther-Em ery state for negative U Hubbard m odelis understood as the 
uctuating

singlet superconducting state as has been discussed in sention II.These two facts m eans

thatthe low energy dynam icsofthe spin gap stateisdescribed asthe bipolaron along the

lung ofthe ladder. This is also consistent with the above conclusion that the spin gap

persistsonly when thetwo chainsaredoped equally.Recentnum ericalstudy ofthedouble-

chain Hubbard m odel[11]suggeststhatK SC is2 which m eansK C D W = 1=2,i.e.,theCDW

is dom inating. However we have m ore chance to obtain superconducting state in the t-J

ladder m odelbecause the naive expectation is that the product oftwo ferm ion operators

havesm allscalingdim ensionsthan thatoffourferm ion operators.In thispicturethecharge

carriersin thespin gap stateisthecharge2e bipolaron.

IV .D ISC U SSIO N

In this section we discuss the im plications ofthe above results for higher dim ensions.

TheStratonovich-Hubbard transform ation (eqs.(1)-(4))and therotating fram em ethod (

eqs.(8)-(9))can beused in anydim ensions.In eq.(4)thereoccursacom petition between the

kinetic energy tand the localm agnetic �eld 2U ~’i=3. The form erprefersthe nonm agnetic

state due to the Ferm idegeneracy,while the latter induces the m agnetic m om ents. The

criterion forthe weak and strong correlation is the relative m agnitudes ofthese two,i.e.,

the bandwidth W � zt(z:num berofthenearestneighborsites)and theaverage strength

ofthelocalm agnetic�eld F = 2U < j~’ij> =3.

W hen F << W thelaboratory fram ewith the�xed spin axisistheappropriatecoordi-

natein which thekineticenergy Ham iltonan iseasily diagonalized.Thelocalm agnetic�eld

isa sm allperturbation which slightly inducesthe m agnetic m om ents. Thiscan be treated

asa weak scattering ofthe ferm ionsdue to the localm agnetic �eld. The density ofstates

rem ainsessentially thesam easthenoninteracting case.

W hen F >> W ,on the otherhand,the ferm ion spin atsite iis forced to be parallel

to the direction ofthe localm agnetic �eld ~ni = ~’i=j~’ij. Therefore one m ust take into
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accountthelocalm agnetic�eld �rstbyem ployingtherotatingfram ewhoseS z-axiscoincides

with ~ni = (cos� sin�;sin� sin�;cos�). This can be done sim ilarly to eqs.(8) and (9) by

introducing the2� 2 unitary m atrix Ui.

Ui� e
� i�i�z=2e

� i�i�y=2e
ibi�z=2 =

"

zi";� z�i#
zi#; z�i"

#

(36)

where

zi=

�
zi"

zi#

�

=

"

ei(bi� �i)=2cos
�i

2

ei(bi+ �i)=2cos�i

2

#

: (37)

Then wede�netheferm ion �eld in therotated fram eas

ci=

�
ci"

ci#

�

= Ui�c= Ui

�
�ci"
�ci#

�

: (38)

The local"m agnetic �eld" isalwaysalong the +z direction forthe new ferm ion �c. In this

casethedensity ofstatesfortheferm ions�cy and �cissplitinto two according to theirspins

with the gap ofthe orderofF. This isnothing butthe upperand lower Hubbard bands

with thebandwidth oftheorderofW .Notethatwedo notassum ethem agneticordering.

Foreach Hubbard band,thenum berofavailablestatesisthatofthelatticesitesN .Then

forthe half-�lled case,only the up-spin band,i.e.,lower Hubbard band,isoccupied,and

thesystem becom estheM ottinsulator.W hen theholesaredoped,thereappearsthesm all

holepocketnearthetop ofthelowerHubbard band.In thiscasetheupperHubbard band

isirrelevantforthe low energy behaviorofthe system ,and we neglectitforthe m om ent.

Then thesystem isdescribed by thespinlessferm ion fi= �c
y

i" and itsconjugate.Theoriginal

electron �eld ci isgiven from eq.(38)as

ci� = zi�f
y

i; (39)

which isexactly theslave-ferm ion decom position [18].Thelow energy dynam icsisdescribed

in term softhe spinlessferm ion forcharge degreesoffreedom and the spin �eld ~n (orz�).

In thiscasethegauge�eld iscoupled with thespinlessferm ion.

The above discussion did notinclude the detailed band structure and the shape ofthe

Ferm isurfacein them om entum space.W hen thenesting condition issatis�ed,itispossible

that the gap opens up even when F << W ifone chose the spatialpattern of~’i appro-

priately. The one-dim ensionalsystem discussed above isthe typicalexam ple ofthiscase,

where the "Ferm isurface" isthe two pointswith perfect nesting. W e concentrate on the

Fouriercom ponentsof~’i near� Q = � 2kF ,and thelow lying excitationsareexhausted by

the collective m odes. These collective m odesare nothing butthe variablesdescribing the

Tom onaga-Luttingerliquid,and the spin-charge separation occurswhen the forward scat-

teringsare taken into account. Therefore itrepresentsthe e�ectsofthe correlation on the

collective coordinates. W hen the nesting condition is wellsatis�ed,this scenario rem ains

basically the sam e even in higher dim ensions. Ofcourse the long range ordering gener-

ally occurs in higher diem nsions and the collective m odes can be treated in term s ofthe

standard random phase approxim ation (RPA) when the 
uctuations are sm all. However,
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near or above the transtion tem perature,or in the case where the long range ordering is

suppressed by som e reason,e.g.,frustration in the interactions,the 
uctuations are large

and onehad betterdescribethesystem in therotating fram esim ilarly to thecaseofstrong

correlation. Therefore the system with the nested Ferm isurface share som e featureswith

thestrongly correlated system when thelongrangeorderingisabsent,and willcontributeto

theunderstandingoftheroleofthecollectivem odesin thephysicsofthestrongly correlated

system s.
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A P P EN D IX A :FU JIK AW A ’S M ET H O D FO R C H IR A L A N O M A LY

In this appendix we give a briefdescription ofFujikawa’s m ethod [21]applied to the

Dirac ferm ions in (1+1)-dim ensions. Here we take the unit vF = 1 and let r = (�;x)be

the two-dim ensionalcoordinate.  (r)=

�
R(r)

L(r)

�

isthe two-com ponentspinor,and � (r)=

[Ly(r);R y(r)]. W e take the chiralrepresentation where 
5 = �z. Then the chiralgauge

transform ation isgiven by

 (r)!  
0(r)= e

i�(r)
5 (r)

� (r)! � 0(r)= � (r)ei�(r)
5 (A1)

W eareinterested in theJacobian corresponding to thechangeofintegration variables,i.e.,

chiralgauge transform ation given above. Forthispurpose letusexpand  (r)in term sof

theeigenfunction ’m (r)oftheDiracoperator D̂ =

"

0; D +

D � ; 0

#

with D � = @� + iA � .

D̂ ’m (r)= �m ’m (r) (A2)

and

 (r)=
X

m

am ’m (r): (A3)

ThethefunctionalintegralD  (r)can bereplaced by �da m .Then also thetransform ed  
0

can beexpanded in term sof’m as

 
0(r)=

X

m

a
0
m ’m (r): (A4)

with a0m being given by

a
0
m =

X

n

Z

d
2
r’

y
m (r)e

i�(r)
5’n(r)� an �
X

n

Cm nan: (A5)

Coresponding to thischangeofintegralvariables

� m da
0
m = [detCm n]

� 1� ndan: (A6)

Assum ing sm all�(r),thedeterm inantisexplicitly given by

[detCm n]
� 1 = det

�

�m n + i

Z

d
2
r�(r)’y

m (r)
5’n(r)

�

= exp

�

� i

Z

d
2
r�(r)

X

n

’
y
n(r)
5’n(r)

�

= exp

�

� i

Z

d
2
r�(r)G(r)

�

: (A7)

Thefunction G(r)iscalculated as

14



G(r)=
X

n

’
y
n(r)
5’n(r)

= lim
M ! 1

X

n

’
y
n(r)
5e

� (D̂ =M )2
’n(r)

= lim
M ! 1

Tr

Z
d2k

(2�)2

5e

� ikr
e
� (D̂ =M )2

e
ikr
; (A8)

where we have introduced the gauge invariant convergence factor e� (D̂ =M )2 to rem ove the

ultravioletdivergence.Now weexam ine D̂ 2.Itiseasy to obtain

D̂
2 = (@� + iA 0)

2 + (@x + iA x)
2 + 
5F01 (A9)

whereF01 = @�A x � @xA � istheelectric�eld.Then thefunction G(r)can becalculated as

G(r)= lim
M ! 1

Tr

Z
d2k

(2�)2

5exp

�

�
X

�= �;x

(k� + A �)
2
=M

2 � F01
5=M
2

�

= lim
M ! 1

�
2F01

M 2

Z
d2k

(2�)2
exp

�

�
X

�= �;x

(k� + A �)
2
=M

2

�

= �
F01

2�
(A10)

Putting eq.(A10)into eq.(A7)weobtain

[detCm n]
� 1 = exp

�

i

Z

d
2
r�(r)

F01(r)

2�

�

: (A11)

Sim ilarcalculation can be done also forD � and the sam e factoraseq.(A11)isobtained.

Then theJacobian J forthechiralgaugetransform ation isgiven by

J = exp

�

i

Z

d
2
r�(r)

F01(r)

�

�

; (A12)

which isFujikawa’sJacobian.
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