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Abstract

Sem iclassical approach has been developed for the one-din ensional interact—

ing ferm ion system s. Starting from the ncom m ensurate spin density wave
(SDW ) mean eld state for the repulsive Hubbard m odel in 1D, the non-
Abelian bosonized Lagrangian describing the spin-charge separation is ob—
tained. The Berry phase tem is derived from the chiral anom aly, and we
obtain the m assless Tom onaga-Luttinger liquid in the singlke chain case whilke
the soin gap opens in the double-chain system . This approach o ers a new
m ethod to identify the strong-coupling xed point, and its relation to the
Abelian bosonization form alism is discussed on the soin gap state. T he gen—
eralization to higher din ensions is also discussed.
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I. NTRODUCTION

C orrelation e ects In one-din ension are characterized by the large quantum uctuations
as well as the strong coupling nature of the interactions. A s for the spin chains, it has
been revealed that the quantalphase, ie., Berry phase, plays an essential role to detem ine
the structure of the low energy spectrum [ll]. Away from half- 1ling, the system becom es
a Tom onaga-Luttinger liquid (T L-ligquid) whose excitaions are exhausted by the collective
m odes, ie., bosonic degrees of freedom []. This T L-liquid is conveniently described by the
bosonization m ethod where the H am ittonian is decoupled into spin and charge parts. A1l
the above features are considered to be beyond the scope of the conventionalmean eld +
RPA theory which gives Invalid resuls even qualitatively in 1D . Hence the interacting 1D
Fermm ion system s are regarded as a Jaboratory to study the correlation e ects and test m any
theoretical techniques ncluding the eld theoretical m ethods and renom alization group
RG) 1.

A nother aspect of current interest is the spin gap fom ation and the possble supercon—
ductivity in the double-chain system [J4]. Thissystem can be regarded asthe 1D realization
of the short range resonating valence bond RV B) scenario proposed for the high-T. super-
conductors E]. For the half- Iled case, ie., without the charge degrees of freedom , several
authors have studied the doublk chain system s [G{§], and i is concluded that the spin gap
opensboth for antiferrom agnetic A F) and ferrom agnetic ) nterchain exchange couplings.
The m echanian for the soin gap is essentially the sam e as that proposed by Haldane for
S = 1 AF Heisenberg chain [§]. A s for the doped case, mean eld type theory [], num erical
works [L[1]], and analytical studies [l3{[14] have been done and the persistence of the spin
gap even away from the half- lling hasbeen claim ed. It isnoted that the xed point for the
soin gap state is outside the reach of the perturbative RG , and som e assum ption about the
nature of this strong-coupling xed point is nescessary to study its physical properties.

Lastly the generalization of bosonization and Tom onaga-Luttinger liquid to higher di-
m ensions hasbeen discussed ntensively [[3], and it ishighly desirable to develope a theoret-
ical fram ework which is not restricted to one-dim ension but correctly reproduce the resuls
In onedin ension. It would clarify the role of din ensionality, nesting condition etc. in the
physics of strongly correlated system s.

In this paper we develop a sem iclassical approach to the Interacting 1D femm ions. This
approach is reliable in higher din ensions, but hasbeen believed to be a poor approxin ation
even qualitatively In Jow dim ensionality, especially in one-din ension. H owever we w ill show
in thispaper that in spite ofthe large quantum uctuationsthemean eld theory is a good
starting point even In 1D providing a clear physical interpretation of m assless Tom onaga—
Luttinger liquid as well as the strong-coupling xed point w ith the spin gap.

Forthem odelw ith repulsive Interactions the appropriatem ean eld solution is the spin
density wave (SDW ) state [[4]. W e dentify the Iow lying collective m odes, ie. G odstone
m odes, around them ean eld solution and derive the e ective Lagrangian for these m odes.
By introducing the rotating coordinate system of the spin [[]/I§], one can study even the
case where the am plitudes of the collective m odes are Jarge 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 is interacting w ith the 1D fem jons and the chiralanom aly occurs,
which results in the Berry phase temm . T he charge part, on the other hand, is describbed by



the U (1) phase which orighates from the phason degrees of freedom [[4], and is decoupled
w ith the gauge eld mentioned above. Then the e ective Lagrangian is nothing but that
of the non-A belian bosonization w ith spin-charge ssparation [[3]. In tem s of this analysis,
we cbtain the m assless Tom onaga-Luttinger liquid for the singlechain case whik the soin
gap opens for the double-chain case even away from the half- lling. This soin gap state is
denti ed In temm s of the Abelian bosonization. By analyzing the correlation fiinctions, it
is found that the low energy dynam ics is describbed in tem s of the bipolaron m odel PQ].
T hese resuls in one-din ensional system s are based upon the collective-m ode description of
the low energy physics. T his is possibl only when all the Individual excitations have a gap
Induced by the order param eter of the starting long range ordering, eg., soin density wave.
In higher din ensions this is not the case In general. W hen the nesting condition is well
satis ed, however, the e ective action ram ains sin ilar even in higher dim ensions. W hen the
nesting condition is not satis ed and som e parts of the Fem i surface ram ain unbroken, the
ferm jonic eld enters into the e ective action. This ferm ionic eld interact w ith the gauge
eld, and the action becom es that of the slave-ferm ion schem e @].

T he plan ofthispaper is the follow ings. In section IT the sam iclassical approach w ith the

rotating fram e is developed for one-dim ensional system s. In section ITT the strong-coupling
xed point w ith the soin gap is identi ed and analyzed In temm s ofthe A belian bosonization.

A short version ofthispart hasbeen already published by one of the present authors N N .)
241, and we add the com parison w ith the sem iclassical approach. D iscussions including the
generalization to higher din ensions and som e conclusions are given in section IV .

II.SEM ICLASSICAL APPROACH W ITH ROTATING FRAME

W e start w ith the Hubbard m odelin 1D .
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w ith the standard notations. T he Hubbard interaction is rew ritten as

U
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where~ isthe ( ) componentofthePaulimatrix~ = ( ; y; ;). Thereforeeq.(2) means
that the repulsive Interaction favors the form ation of local soin moment S5 = %cf{ ~ G .
By introducing the vector Stratonovich-H ubbard eld ~ (¢; ), the partition function of the
system is given by
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Themean eld state corresponds to the static saddle point for the ~;( ) Integration, ie.,

U .
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where kp is the Fem iwavenumber and the spin polarization is assum ed to be along the
z direction, and the am plitude m is detem Ined by the selfconsistency condition. Because
the am plitude uctuation ism assive, we neglect it and consider only the variation of phase
and direction 1 (7 j= 1) of the order param eter corresponding to the G oldstone m odes of
this SDW state [L4].
U
§’~i( )= 2mm( )oos( &7 )+ 2k xy) ©)

wheren;( )and (; ) areassum ed tobe slow Iy varying, and wenow em ploy the continuum
approxin ation.
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Here R = R L = L ) rpresents the right going (left going) branch of Fermm ion w ith

# #
the linearized dispersion ¥ k m easured from the Fem iwavenumber k , and the external
electrom agnetic eld @A ;Ay) is introduced. W e Introduce the polar coordinate ( ; ) as
R = (s sh ;sn sih ;o00s ). Cormrespondingly we em ploy the rotating fram e whose z-

axis coincides with n [[71/[§]. Explicitly this rotation can be accom plished by introducing
the SU (2) rotation m atrix
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is the spin 1/2 spinor and b is corresponding to the gauge choice. By using this U, one can
easily obtain U ?UY= n ~.Then thecrosstem In eq.(7) can bew ritten asm R ~¥el, =
mRY ,I where R e!UYR and I & UYL represents the form jons in the rotated
frame. The phason eld (r; ) appears as the chiral gauge transformm ation. Hence we
expect the chiral anom aly.

The chiral anom aly appears as the result of the gauge invarant regularization of the
diverging integrals. O ne usefiil way to treat this anom aly is the Fujkawa’s m ethod P1] (
e Appendix) . By using thism ethod and also taking care of the spin degeneracy factor of
2, the Jaccbian for the change of integral variables is obtained as

A
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whereE x; )= @A, QA isthe electric eld. The above equation describes the accel-
eration of the phason In tem s of the electric eld @]. Besides this Jacobian factor, the
Lagrangian in eq.(7) becom es
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where the rst and second tem s represent the spin wave degrees of freedom .
The coe cient of ,, on the other hand, describes the connection between the neighboring
rotating fram e. Hence we regard it asthe U (1) gauge eld, ie.,

a = a ¢ ay @ cos + Qb: 13)

The "electric eld" e is related to the Skym ion (instanton) num ber density » (& @n)
ase= @ a, GQap= ~n @ @n).From egs.(11l) and (12) there are two m assive D irac
ferm jons coupled w ith the ntemalgauge eld a , ie., up soin electron with m assm couples
w ith +%a while down spin electron with mass m oouplesw ith %a . Hence the e ective
action Sk ]fora isgiven as

e SB )= 7 (fa =2g;m)Z € a=2g; m) 14)

Because we are em ploying the Euclidean form alism and clglcm]ate the partition fiinction, the
com plex phase factor iscom Ing from the contour integral A (r;) den the st quantization
form alisn . Then the relation Z (f a=2g;m ) = [ (fa =2g;m )] holds. Now the chiral
anom aly isagain relevant. By the chiralgauge transformation R ! & R, L ! e * = wih

= ,the s%ofthe m ass is inverted, ie., m ! M- T he Jacobian for this transformm ation
isdJ = exp]| Zl dxd e®; )]= expi Ql;whereQ = dxd = d& @n)=4 isan integer
called the Skym jon number. This relation together w ith eq.(14) gives

e ®Fl=¢ %y (fa 2g;m)F (L5)

which states that the negative Interference occurs between the topological sectors w ith even
and odd Skym ion numbers. This topological term was rst derived by Haldane for the
H eisenbery antiferrom agnet summ ing up the Berry phase tem s of the individual spins [g].
O ur derivation generalizes his results to (i) itinerant antiferrom agnet and (ii) incom m ensu-
rate case. W e have shown that the chiralanom aly for A describes the acceleration by the
ekctric eld E whik that ora the topologicaltem . O ne m ay wonder the validity of the
continuum approxin ation em ployed to derive eq.(15). To check this point we have studied



the Berry phase for the adiabatic change of the gauge eld a for ssveral noninteracting
electron system s in 1D on a lattice. W e found that, although the phase of Z (fa =2g;m )
depends on the m ode], the relations Z (fa =2g;m ) = exp (1 Q)Z (fa =2g; m ) and eg.(15)
are always valid. That is, while the Berry phase itself is regularization-dependent, our
calculations leading to eq.(15) is universal

W e now proceed to com plete our dervation of the e ective Lagrangian for’ and n. For
that purpose, we expand the e ective action in tem s of the derivative P3]. W e em ploy
the gauge Invariant reqularization schem e and expand with respect to @ and the spin
wave part ofUQ UY neglecting the derivative tetm s of A and a . This procedure can be
perform ed by expanding the T rln with respect to these quantities, and the lowest order
tem is given by
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BecuaseV already contains the dervative, we regard V as if it isa constant m atrix to obtain
the second order tem s w ith respect to the derivative. A nother com m ent on the Integral in
eq.(16) is that we preserve the Lorentz invariance, ie., the symm etry between ! and w k.
Then the nalresuk is
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which isthe sum ofthe standard phason Lagrangian plus the nonlinear m odelw ith topo-—
logical term . W e have considered the slow Iy varyIng and n w ithout assum ing the an all
am plitude of these uctuations.

Som e rem arks arenow in order. In our Lagrangian eg.(19) there isno U appearing, which
m eans that eq.(19) descrlbbes the noninteracting ferm ions. T his drawback can be easily xed
by taking into account the forward scattering, ie., g, and g; tem s In the tem inology of
g-ology, as follow s. N ote that the density of the right-going (eft-going) ferm ions g (1) is
givenby x =@ =@ %) (=@ =@ w)).The brward scattering tem isU (g + 1)?
which istranslated toU @, + @ V=@ w )?, which should be added to eq.(19). T herefore
we cbtain the action related to as

z
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This action is rew itten In tem s of the charge exponent K and the renom alized charge
velocity v as

1
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whereK = (1+U=2 w) 2 andv = w (L+ U=2 w ) ™. Thusthe Hubbard interaction

U m anifests iself through the forward scatterings in the renomn alization of the charge
exponent K and charge velocity v . The soin part, on the otherhand, isnota ected by U .
T hese features are In consistent w ith the exact analysis at least in the anallU 1 it where
our approach is expected to be valid.

Now the Lagrangian is actually equivalent to that of non-Abelian bosonization which
respects the U (1) SU (2) symmetry [IP]. Note that the gauge eld a representing the
Skym ion num ber density is not coupled w ith the charge phase . The actions for soin and
charge are com pletely decoupled. In the case ofattractive U H ubbard m odel, the appropriate
startingm ean eld solution isthat ofthe singlet superconductivity w here the gap is opened.
T herefore only the charge degrees of freedom is keft which is described by the Jossphson
phase which is canonical conjugate to the phason eld described above and the Lagrangian
of essentially the sam e form as In the repulsive case is obtained. T he charge exponent K ,
however, is larger than unity w ith the dom inant superconducting uctuations.

T he periodicity of the lattice has been neglected thus far. This corresponds to the
com m ensurability pinning of the phason. At half- lling it is well known that the phason
degrees of freedom is absent because Q = 2ky isequivalentto Q = 2k . Thercsfore the
system is insulating, and only the spin degrees of freedom , ie., n are kft as the low lying
m odes. This is exactly the M ott lnsulator In one-din ension. For other com m ensurability,
eg. quarter lling case, the com m ensurability pinning can be described in the follow ing way.
LettheQ = 2ky = G=N with G beingthe reciprocal lattice vectorand N an integer. Because
the charge density lnduced by the SDW is due to the ssocond order e ect and proportionalto
cws@Qx+ 2 ),2M Q = (2M =N )G M ;N : Integers) should be somemultiple of G in order
that 2M -th order energy contributes. In this case there appears a com m ensurability energy
as

dxVoy coskM &)+ J; @2)

where V,, is som e potential energy and  is som e phase. The integer 2M isno lss than 4,
and V,y is irrelevant when the exponent K is near unity, ie., weak coupling. In which we
are interested In this paper.

W e now apply our sam iclassical m ethod to the doublechain (twoband) model. Our
Interest here is the possible coexistence of the m etallic conduction and the soin gap in the
m odels w ith repulsive interactions only fB]. Now consider the doublk-chain Hubbard m odel
coupled w ith the interchain hopping t; and the exchange interaction J. F irst consider the
case oft, = 0. W e can ©llow the discussion above and the saddl point con guration %~ ©®?
is ’vi(A) = ’vi(B) / mé&, cosRky x;) depending on the sign of the exchange J. Here A and
B are chain indices. The e ective action for the phason and the spin wave is the sam e as
eq.(19) for each chain and there appears the interchain coupling.
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B ecause of this coupling the low lying collective m odes also satisfy this relation ~ = ~®) =
tB) ie,mn=n®"= pBland = @)= ©)gndthee ective action orthephason and
the spin wave is again the sam e as eq.(19) exospt the change of the Berry phase tem , ie.,
1Q becomes2i Q (fordJ > 0)or0 (ford < 0). In both cases the goin gap opens and the
phason m ode gives them etallic conduction. B ecause of the soin gap, this state w ith the soin
gap is stable against at least the an all Interchain hopping t, . C onsidering that the energy
gain due to the spin gap fomm ation is of the order of {7, jwhik the kinetic energy of the
doped carriers ( concentration ) isofthe orderof tor £, the soin gap state is expected
to be stabk as Iong as max(Gt ) << T, Jj In the next section we study the various
correlation functions In this spin gap state. For this purpose, the sam iclassical m ethod
presented above is not convenient because the canonical conjigate eld to the phason
eld hasbeen already integrated over when the e ective action is derived. H owever the
considerations above uniquely detemm ine the strong coupling xed point which is translated
Into the lJanguage of Abelian bosonization. The e ect of the Interchain hopping t; willbe
again discussed and it w illbe shown that it is irrelevant at the strong-coupling xed point
corresoonding to the spin gap state.

IIT. SPIN GAP STATE IN ABELIAN BOSONIZATION

In this section we wlate the soIn gap state discussed In the previous section to the
strong-coupling xed point In the Abelian bosonization schem e. W e start w ith the ollow Ing
Ham iltonian in the Abelian bosonization form alim [H].

H=HA+HB+Ht?+HJ? (24)

where
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wih i= A ;B being the chain index and
Z
Hy = &8 dx 2% 2P+ M) 2+ he:; 26)

Hy;, = & dxS3 &) Sg &): @7

?

+(i) ( ii) ) isthe phase variable describing the charge (soin) degrees of freeedom , and P +(i) ™ Jr(i) )
is its canonical conjagate m om entum . P,% M1 ) is related to the phase variabke © ( V) as

) () i @
p= ddx =2 M= ddx =2 ). In tem s of these phase variables, the eld operators

of the electrons and the soin are represented as
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U sing these expressions the interchain interactionsH ;, iswritten In term s of ®and @ as
J, 1
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w here the rapidly oscillating parts w ith the wavenumber 4k does not contribute to the
Integral.
Tt is obvious from egs.(6) and (30)—(32) that the phason eld In the previous section
is nothing but ; for each chain. The director of the soin n is related to the soin phases
. Now we try to dentify the soin gap state discussed in the previous section in temm s
of Abelian bosonization. The soin gap state is characterized by the fact that the relative
uctuations of the spin eldsn’s and charge ’son the two chains are m assive, ie., xed.
Let us st consider the case of half- lling w ith the charge degrees of freedom being
quenched. This correspondsto xing in) In e9.(33), and the systam is described by only the
soin phases ’s. Several authors have studied this probkm [B{8], and i is concluded the
SoIn gap openseven for in nitestin al iJ, j. This can be understood as the interchain singlet
fom ation for antiferrom agnetic AF) J, and as the Haldane gap E] for ferrom agnetic ')
J, . In tem s of the A belian bosonization m ethod these soin gap states are described as the
m assive phase of iA) + JfB) and ®’ ®) Hrboth F and AF J. [B[1]. This is because
sP's® 1 s®5®) gives rise to cos( *’ )y and S®'S®) givesrise to cos( &+ B
+ + z z + +

and cos( +(A) JfB)). Tt is Inpossble to x both the canonical conjigate pair ®) &)

and iA) P),andtheqajngapstatejsrea]jzedby xng ®) ®) and iA)+ JEB).

From the above construction, the relative direction of S®) and S®’) is xed, ie. <
SPISP) >, < s®s® >, and < S»'SP) > are all nonzero, while there appears no spin
moment (< S®'>= « §B) >= 0). Therefore this state is identi ed as the spin gap state
ra®) and n®’ in the previous section where the relative phase of them is xed.



Now ltustum to the doped case. The rst question in this case iswhether the soin gap
survives the doping ornot. W hen the interchain Interactions are treated perturbatively, the
sin ple pow er counting argum ents give the follow ing conclusions. A s can be seen in eq.(33),
the cosine type interactions in H ;, discussed above are multiplied by cos( +(A) +(B )) and
their exponents are increased by 2 . T herefore the interchain hopping H¢, ism ore relevant
than H ;. , and the conventional treatm ent is rst to diagnalize H , to obtain the bonding
and antibonding bands and Jater to take into account the interactions. However we are
Interested In the situation where J, is reasonably large, and the electron number is near
the half- 1ling, ie., near the M ott Insulator. Let Dbe the concentration m easured from
half- ling. Then the characteristic energy due to the phase uctuation @ dsmax )
where t is the Intrachain hopping. On the other hand, the stabilization energy due to the

FoIn gap fom ation is of the order of {J, j. Hence ifmax (Gt ) i j it is allowed to
consider rst the exchange interaction H ;, and later treat the interchain hoppingH¢, asa
perturoation.

In the case oft;, = 0, the e ect ofthe doping is sum m arized in the factor cos( +(A) +(B))

which appearsin eq.(33) . Ifthis factorgivesthe nieexpectation value, ie., the com bination

+(A) +(B ' is xed and m assive, the dynam ics of the spIn phases ’s ram ains essentially the

sam e and the spin gap persists. O n the other hand, ifthe spin gap persists, ie., ®) &)

and f“+ JfB) ram ain  xed, cos( +(A) +(B)) alone is the relevant perturoation and +(A) +(B)
is xed, which m eans that the spin gap state is selfconsistent. T his state is identical w ith
the spin-gap xed point found by K hveshchenko and Rice [[4]. This is also denti ed w ith
the doped spin gap state in section IlIwhere ®) ®)is xedand< mn®) &’ > isnonzero.
Because r +(A) (r +(B )) is the slow Iy varing part of the charge density on the chain A 8) B,
thism eans that the charge balance between the two chains iskept. If the carrers are doped

w ith di erent concentration, +(A) +(B ' is proportional to the cordinate x along the chain

and cos( +(A : +(B ) ) does not contribute to the ntegral. T he soin gap disappears in m ediately
and it is expected that the system is described as the m assless Tom onaga-Luttinger liquid
in this case £4,23].

This spin gap state has stability against sn all interchain hopping t; because Hy, is
the irrelevant perturbation in this case, ie., its expectation value vanishes and correlation
function decays exponentially. A Iso it should be noted that the two chains need not be
exactly equivalent. Ifthe chem icalpotentialdi erence  between the two chainsare an all
enough com pared w ith §J, 7 the stabilization energy of the gap form ation prefers the equal
concentration of the holes on each cham.

Now we consider the physical properties of the doped soin gap state. A s has been
discussed above, this state is characterized asthe xed and m assive state ofthe com binations

f”+ +(B), ®) (B),and +(A) +(B).mthjsstatethecanonicaloonj.1gate elds to those

xed ones, ie., +(A) +(B), @)y (B),and ®) (B),areunoertajnandthejracponentjated

operators have zero expectation value and exponentially decaying correlation finctions. T he
only m asskess m ode is then ®ry @ ), ie., the Inphase charge uctuations. From these
considerations the fllow ing conclusions are derived inm ediately P41.

(1) Am ong num erous order param eters constructed as the product ofthe two ferm ion elds,
only the interchain singlet superconductivity O 2¢ given below show s the powerJdaw behavior

while all the others show exponential decay.
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(34)

(2) W hen one goes further to the product of four ferm ion  elds, the 4ky charge density wave

02B2B given below show s the power-aw behavior.
OABAB _ a)y @8y @) @)
0 - R RO 0L
1 2 : @) ®) : ®) ®) . @) ®)
:2— exp 4ik x iy + o) 1 o 4+ 1) 1 o( )

(3) TheexponentsK s¢c andK cpy Porthe two order param eters de ned In egs.(34) and (35)
respectively are detemm ined by the only m assless eld &)y (B), and satis es the duality
relation K g¢ Kpw = 1 P8l. And i is noted that the wavenum ber 4k; is corresponding
to the "2ky " of the soinless hard core boson. N ote that the 2ky charge density wave of the
ferm jon does not show power-law correlation. Therefore this spin gap state In the doublk
chain system isdistinct from the LutherEm ery type state in the singlechain state P729].
The LutherEm ery state for negative U Hubbard m odel is understood as the uctuating
singlet superconducting state as has been discussed In sention IT. These two facts m eans
that the low energy dynam ics of the spin gap state is described as the bipolaron along the
lung of the lJadder. This is also consistent w ith the above conclusion that the spin gap
persists only when the two chains are doped equally. R ecent num erical study of the double—
chain Hubbard m odel [L1] suggests that K s is2 whichmeansK¢py = 1=2, ie., theCDW
is dom lnating. However we have m ore chance to obtain superconducting state in the tJ
ladder m odel because the naive expectation is that the product of two ferm ion operators
have an all scaling din ensions than that of four ferm ion operators. In this picture the charge
carriers in the soin gap state is the charge 2e bipolaron.

IV.DISCUSSION

In this section we discuss the In plications of the above results for higher dim ensions.
T he Stratonovich-H ubbard transform ation (egs. (1)—(4) ) and the rotating fram e m ethod (
egs.(8)—(9) ) can beused In any dim ensions. In eg.(4) there occurs a com petition between the
kinetic energy t and the localm agnetic eld 2U ~;=3. The fom er prefers the nonm agnetic
state due to the Fem i degeneracy, whilke the latter lnduces the m agnetic m om ents. The
criterion for the weak and strong correlation is the relative m agnitudes of these two, ie.,
the bandw idth W zt (z: number of the nearest neighbor sites) and the average strength
ofthe localm agnetic ed F = 2U0 < F;j> =3.

W hen F << W the laboratory fram e w ith the xed soin axis is the approprate coordi-
nate in which the kinetic energy H am iltonan is easily diagonalized. T he Jocalm agnetic eld
is a an all perturbation which slightly induces the m agnetic m om ents. This can be treated
as a weak scattering of the ferm ions due to the localm agnetic eld. The density of states
rem ains essentially the sam e as the noninteracting case.

W hen F >> W , on the other hand, the form ion soin at site i is foroed to be paraliel
to the direction of the localmagnetic eld m; = *;=F;]j. Therefore one must take into
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acoount the Jocalm agnetic eld rstby em ploying the rotating fram ewhose S ?-axis concides
wih n; = (0os sin ;sin sin ;oos ). This can be done sim ilarly to egs.(8) and (9) by
Introducing the 2 2 unitary m atrix U;.

nw #
U, eli?eiivghi.2z_ U B (36)
Zig;  Zyn
where
A\l ) . #
Ziu elODJ_ i):2 COSEI
Zi = = i+ 1)=2 ; (37)
Zig e’ + COSEl
Then we de ne the ferm ion eld in the rotated fram e as
Cj-" Cj-"
Cig * e

The Jocal "m agnetic eld" is always along the + z direction for the new fem ion c. In this
case the density of states for the ferm ions ¢ and c¢ is split Into two according to their soins
w ith the gap of the order of F' . This is nothing but the upper and lower Hubbard bands
w ith the bandw idth ofthe order of W . N ote that we do not assum e the m agnetic ordering.
For each Hubbard band, the num ber of available states is that of the lJattice sitesN . Then
for the half- lled case, only the up-soin band, ie., lower Hubbard band, is occupied, and
the systam becom es the M ott insulator. W hen the holes are doped, there appears the an all
hole pocket near the top of the lower H ubbard band. In this case the upper H ubbard band
is irelevant for the low energy behavior of the system , and we neglect i f©or the m om ent.
Then the system is described by the spinless ferm fon £; = ¢, and its con jigate. The original
elkectron eld ¢; isgiven from eJ.(38) as

o =z £ 39)

which isexactly the slave-ferm jon decom position f[8]. The Iow energy dynam ics is described
In tem s of the spinless ferm ion for charge degrees of freedom and the spin eld n (orz ).
In this case the gauge eld is coupled w ith the spinless ferm ion.

T he above discussion did not include the detailed band structure and the shape of the
Fem isurface in them om entum space. W hen the nesting condition is satis ed, it ispossbl
that the gap opens up even when F << W if one chose the spatial pattem of ~; appro-
priately. The onedin ensional system discussed above is the typical exam ple of this case,
where the "Fem i surface" is the two points w ith perfect nesting. W e concentrate on the
Fourier com ponentsof ~#; near Q = 2k, and the low lying excitations are exhausted by
the collective m odes. T hese collective m odes are nothing but the varables describbing the
Tom onaga-Luttinger liquid, and the soin-charge ssparation occurs when the forward scat-
terings are taken into acoount. T herefore it represents the e ects of the correlation on the
collective coordinates. W hen the nesting condition is well satis ed, this scenario rem ains
basically the sam e even In higher dim ensions. O f course the long range ordering gener—
ally occurs In higher diem nsions and the collective m odes can be treated In tem s of the
standard random phase approxin ation (RPA) when the uctuations are snall. However,
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near or above the transtion tem perature, or In the case where the Iong range ordering is
suppressed by som e reason, eg., frustration In the Interactions, the uctuations are large
and one had better describe the system in the rotating fram e sin ilarly to the case of strong
correlation. T herefore the system w ith the nested Fem i surface share som e features w ith
the strongly correlated system when the Jong range ordering is absent, and w ill contribute to
the understanding of the role of the collective m odes in the physics ofthe strongly correlated
system s.
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APPENDIX A:FUJIKAWA'SMETHOD FOR CHIRALANOMALY

In this appendix we give a brief description of Fujkawa’s m ethod PJ] applied to the
D irac farm ions in (1+ 1)-din ensions. Here we take the unit v = 1 and ket r = ( ;x) be

R
the two-dim ensional coordinate. (r) = L ((i)) is the two-com ponent spinor, and (r) =
LY (@);RY(r)]. W e take the chiral representation where 5 = ,. Then the chiral gauge

transform ation is given by

! ‘m=e9° (@
@! ‘o= @e 9 A1)
W e are Interested In the Jacobian corresponding to the change of integration variabls, ie.,

chiral gauge transform ation given above. For this puyoose ]et#us expand (r) in tem s of
0; D,

the eigenfunction ’ , (r) of the D irac operatorD = D . 0 withD =@ + iA
14
D/'n = n'n @ @2)
and
X
(r) = an'm (@) @A 3)

m

T he the finctional integralD  (r) can be replaced by dap . Then also the transmed °
can be expanded In tet sof ', as

‘my= &7, @: @4)

wih a° being given by
7
X ) X
ad = Fr'! e D 0 2 Crundn: @5)

n n

C oresponding to this change of integral variables
mdagl= Ejetcmn]l nda, : (A 6)

Assum ing small (r), the detem inant is explicitly given by
z
detCpnl '=det nn+ i &r @7 @ 54 (@)
z X
exp i dr @ Y@ s ,@
Z n
exp i Fr @G () : @)

The function G (r) is calculated as
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G= "I s 4@
n
X 3 2
= Iim ri(r) se ©=M)*y (x)
M1
Z 2
d’k . . .
= Im Tr e e (DzM)ZeJkr; A 8)
M1 @ )2

where we have Introduced the gauge invariant convergence factor e =" 5 rem ove the
ultraviolt divergence. Now we exam ine D2. tis easy to obtain

BD?= @ + )+ @+ A+ Fo ®9)

whereFg = @ Ay, (A istheelkctric eld. Then the function G (r) can be calculated as

Z 2
. d’k X 2y 2 2
G@x)= Im Tr 5 EXP &k +A )y=M Fo1 =M
M1 @ )2 -
Z 2
, 2F o1 d°k X 5 o
= exp +A )M
Mt1 M2 @ ) _ ;X(k )
Foi
= — 10
2 A 10)
Putting eq.(® 10) into eq.@ 7) we cbtain
z
Foi1 (r
HetCh,]1'= exp i J°r (r)ozli() : @11)

Sin ilar calculation can be done also forD  and the sam e factor as eq.(A 11) is cbtained.
T hen the Jacobian J for the chiral gauge transfom ation is given by

Z
J=exp i d&r (r)FL(r) ; @a12)

which is Fujkawa’s Jacobian.
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