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A bstract

W estudy thet-J m odelwith theinclusion oftheso called three-siteterm which

com es outfrom the t=U ! 0 expansion ofthe Hubbard m odel. W e �nd thatthis

singletpairhoppingterm hasnoqualitativee�ecton thestructureofthepurem ean

�eld phase diagram fornonm agnetic states.In accordance with experim entaldata

on high-Tc m aterialsand som enum ericalstudies,wealso �nd wideregionsofphase

coexistence whenever the coupling J is greater than a criticalvalue Jc. W e show

thatJc varieslinearly with the tem peratureT,going to zero atT = 0.
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In arecentpaper[1]wehavepresented anew �nitetem peraturephasediagram forthe

nonm agnetic phases (dim er and 
ux) in the 2-dim ensionalt-J m odelbelow half-�lling,

which showstheexistenceofbroadareasofphasecoexistance(dim er-
uxor
ux-uniform ),

in accordancewith experim entaland num ericaldata on thepossibility ofseparation into

hole-rich and hole-poorregions[2,3,4].

It is wellknown that one can obtain the t-J m odelin the strong coupling regim e

(U � t)oftheone-band Hubbard m odel:

H = � t
X

(ij)

X

�

c
y

i�cj� + U
X

i

ni"ni# (1)

below half-�lling.In (1)Latin indiceslabelsites,theci�’sare annihilation operatorsfor

a ferm ion on site iand spin � =";#,ni� = c
y

i�ci� and (ij) denotes a sum over ordered

nearestneighbor(n.n.) pairs.

Thestrong coupling lim itof(1)can bestudied eitherby directperturbation m ethods

[5]orby canonicaltransform ationsm ethods[6](seealso [7,8]fora detailed review).To

lowestorderin t=U,theHam iltonian thatdescribestheHubbard m odelon thesubspace

with no doubleoccupancies(ni� 1)isgiven by:

cH = Th + H
(1)+ H

(2) (2)

where

Th = �
X

(ij)�

tij(1� ni��)c
y

i� cj�(1� nj��) ;�� = � � (3)

H
(1) =

X

hiji

Jij

�

~Si�~Sj �
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4
ninj
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;Jij = 4
jtijj
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U
; (4)

H
(2) = �

1

U

X

(ijl)

X

��

tijtjl(1� ni��)c
y

i� cj� nj�� nj�� c
y

j� cl�(1� nl��) (5)

and thesym bolhijidenotesa sum m ation overunordered pairsofn.n.and (ijl)denotes

a sum m ation where i6= l,and both iand laren.n.to j.Thespin operatorsarede�ned

as

~Si=
1

2

X

��

c
y

i�~���ci� ; (6)

with ~� = (�1;�2;�3)being Paulim atrices.

The e�ective Ham iltonian containsa directhopping term Th thatgivesnonvanishing

contribution only iftheelectron jum psfrom siteito an em pty n.n.sitej.So weexpect

thee�ectivehopping coe�cienttto bereduced by a factoroforder�,� being thedoping

fraction [9]. On the contrary H (1),which givesrise to a spin dynam icsdescribed by the

standard AFM Heisenberg m odel,hasnottoberenorm alized,since ~Si�~Sj isnonzero only

ifboth the sites iand j are singly occupied. H (2) is proportionalto jtj2 and describes

a double hopping process. Thus, one would be tem pted to believe that it has to be
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renorm alized by a factor of�2. However, it is not di�cult to see that the three-site

hopping term H (2) gives nonzero contribution only for the situation in which the �nal

site lisem pty and the interm ediate site j issingly occupied. Then thisterm should be

renorm alized by a factorof�(1� �).Sim ilarconclusionscan bereached within di�erent

approaches[10,11,12].

Forlow doping thethree-siteterm issm allerby a factor� ascom pared with theAFM

term and by a factorjtj=U ascom pared with thedirecthopping term .Thatiswhy itis

usually ignored and oneisled to thet-J m odel[13].However,theHubbard Ham iltonian

isoften studied in a range ofthe param etert=U notso sm all,especially in applications

to high Tc m aterials for which one assum es t=U � 0:1. In this regim e the role ofthe

three-siteterm cannotbeneglected a priori.

Num ericalworkshaverecently shown thatthethethree-siteterm isessentialto avoid

discrepanciesbetween theone-particlespectraoftheHubbard and t-J m odelin theinter-

m ediateU regim e[14].According to [14],only aftertheinclusion ofthethree-site term ,

thet-J m odelcan correctly describethephotoem ission experim entson cuprateoxides.

Thethree-siteterm describesthehoppingofasingletpair,which can beeitherrigid or

with a 
ip ofthespins.Both theseprocessespreserve thelocalsingletbond and m ay be

relevantforsuperconducting correlations,favoring superconducting statesattheexpense

ofan antiferrom agneticphase[10].

Therefore, according to the discussion above, we approxim ate the e�ect of the

Gutzwiller projector by renorm alizing each term ofthe Ham iltonian (2) with suitable

factorsdepending on �.Ournew starting pointishencetheHam iltonian:

H = t�
X

(ij)

X

�

c
y

i�cj� �
J

4

X

ijkl

X

��

c
y

i� cj� A ji;klc
y

l� ck� (7)

wherewehaveintroduced thefourferm ion m atrix

A ji;kl=

8
><

>:

1 ifin.n.j and i= k,j= l

�(1� �) ifin.n.j,k n.n.l,j= land i6= k

0 otherwise

: (8)

In [1],weexam ined theso-called nonm agneticphasesforthet-J m odel,�rstproposed

by A�eck and M arston [15],in the m ean �eld approxim ation and we have presented a

�nite tem perature phase diagram (T versusthe doping �). In thispaperwe shallstudy

how thephasediagram changesifweincludethethree-sitehopping term .

To study the Ham iltonian (7) we can parallelthe discussion in [1],where we have

chosen to representthepartition function in thegrand canonicalensem bleby m eansofa

functionalintegraloverGrassm ann �eldsand decoupled the four-ferm ion interaction by

m eansofaHubbard-Stratonovichtransform ationsovertheauxiliary�eldsUij(�)= U
y

ji(�).

In thestaticapproxim ation Uij(�)� Uij,thepartition function reducesto:
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Z =

Z

[D U �
ijD Uij]exp

8
<

:
�
�

J

X

ijkl

U
�
ij A ji;klUkl

9
=

;
expf� Seffg (9)

Seff � � 2Tr
n

log
h

� G�1 + �U
io

; (10)

where

[G �1 ]
ij

nn0 = (i!n + ��)�ij�nn0 (11)

[U]
ij

nn0
=

8
<

:

[t� +
X

pq

Upq A pq;ji]�nn0 ifin.n.j

0 otherwise
; (12)

� being thechem icalpotential.

W e consider,as in [15],a pattern oflink variables Uij that adm its a sym m etry for

translationsalongthediagonalsothatthem atrix U dependsonly on thefourparam eters

Uj (j= 1;� � � ;4)shown in Fig.1 of[1].Asforthepuret-J m odel,them atrix U can be

easilydiagonalized inm om entum space:ifweincludethethree-siteterm ithaseigenvalues

E k = � j�kj (13)

�k � �1e
ikxa + �

�
2
e
�ik ya + �3e

�ik xa + �
�
4
e
ikya

with thede�nitions

�1 � t� + U1 + �(1� �)(U�2 + U3 + U
�
4) (14)

�2 � t� + U2 + �(1� �)(U�1 + U �
3 + U4) (15)

�3 � t� + U3 + �(1� �)(U1 + U �
2
+ U �

4
) (16)

�4 � t� + U4 + �(1� �)(U�
1
+ U2 + U �

3
) (17)

W enoticethatboththeexpression forthepartitionfunction(9)andfortheeigenvalues

ofU (13)areform ally identicalto theoneforthepuret-J m odelwegavein [1],theonly

di�erencesbeing in thede�nition ofthem atrix A and oftheparam eters� j’sthatappear

in �k.Thus,tostudynonm agneticphasesin them ean �eld approxim ation,wecan borrow

from thediscussion of[1].

W e�rstdiscussin detailthenum ericalsolutionsto theself-consistency equationsfor

thecaseJ=t= 1.Forhigh tem peratureand/orhigh doping thefreeenergy ism inim ized

by the uniform phase,characterized by Ui � U 2 IR+ ,i= 1;:::;4. For tem perature

lowerthan T = J=4 we �nd two phases:dim erand 
ux.The form ercorrespondsto two

solutionsofthe form U1 6= U2 = U3 = U4 ; Uj 2 C with jU1j� jU2jand isstable in the

lowerrangeofdopings.In the
ux phasethelink variablesUi areallequalto a com plex

value Uei� with � 6= 0. Itis the lowest energy state in a range ofdoping thatroughly
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δ

T

Figure1:

M ean �eld phasediagram forthe t-J m odel(open circles)

and with the inclusion ofthe three-siteterm (solid triangles).

correspondsto thatofhigh-Tc superconductivity.Thepurem ean �eld diagram isshown

in Fig.1 (solid triangles).

Since the hole m obility is enhanced by the addition ofthe three-site hopping term ,

we expectdisordered phasesbe favored with respectto the ordered ones.M oreover,the

three-site term being proportionalto �(1 � �),this e�ect should increase with doping

in the region we considered. Thisisin factwhatwe �nd in ourm ean �eld calculation.

Fig. 1 shows the shifts ofthe phase boundaries for the usualt-J m odel(open circles)

afterthe inclusion ofthe three-site term (solid triangles). The region ofstability ofthe

dim er phase shrinks in favor of
ux phase,while the uniform con�guration extends to

considerably lowerdopingsattheexpense ofthe
ux one.

Aswe have observed also in [1],forT = 0 ourm ean �eld calculationsare consistent

with the ones carried outwithin a slave boson form alism in [16,17]. In particular,we

agree with [17]in �nding a �rstorderphase transition between the dim erand the 
ux

phases. Contrary to [17],we �nd thatthe 
ux-uniform phase transition isofthe second

orderforany tem perature. Thiscan be seen from eitherFig. 3 orFig. 5 of[1]. In Fig.

3 of[1]itispossible to observe that,increasing �,the angle �,which distinguishes the


ux phase from theuniform ,decreasescontinuously from �=4 to 0.In Fig.5 of[1],itis

easy to see that,atthe transition point,there isno jum p in the chem icalpotential,but
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only a cusp. Atthisregard,we can also observe thatthe slope ofthese curvesbecom es

steeperasthe tem perature decreases. ForT = 0 thisbehaviourgivesrise to num erical

problem s and probably this is the reason why in [17]the authors found a jum p in the

chem icalpotentialand hence concluded thatthe 
ux-uniform boundary line describesa

�rstorderphasetransition.

The diagram ofFig. 1 isconstructed withouttaking into account the possibility of

coexistence ofdi�erentphases. Indeed we �nd two ranges,belonging respectively to the

dim erand the 
ux phase,where
@�

@�
> 0 [1,18]which clearly indicate an instability to-

wardsphaseseparation.By m eansoftheM axwellconstruction on thechem icalpotential

[4],we obtain two di�erentregions corresponding to dim er-
ux and 
ux-uniform phase

coexistence. In the form er,the hole-poor (hole-rich) part is in the dim er (
ux) phase

whilein thelatterthehole-poor(hole-rich)partcorrespondsto the
ux (uniform )phase.

The�nalphasediagram isshown in Fig.2.

δ

T

Figure2:

The phasediagram aftertaking into accountphase separation.

Phase separation for nonm agnetic phases is also discussed in [17]. In the range of

dopingsrelevantto high-Tc superconductivity,theauthorsof[17]found a wideregion of

phaseseparation between a half-�lling dim erphaseand a hole-rich uniform phase,while

we�nd a sm allerregion ofphaseseparation between a half-�lling dim erphaseand a 
ux

phasecorresponding to � � 0:09.Thisdiscrepancy isdueto a di�erentbehaviourofthe

chem icalpotentialasafunctionof�.Indeed,within thelarge-N slave-boson form alism the
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electronic chem icalpotentialgetsshifted by the m ean value ofthe Lagrange m ultiplier

that enforces the constraint,while in the approach we adopted such a term is absent.

Phaseseparation isarelevantissuebecausethereisaconsiderableexperim entalevidence

thatm any high-Tc superconductorshavea regim ein which phaseseparation between an

AFM hole-poorregion and a superconducing hole-rich region occurs[19].Also,according

to [20]an instability toward phaseseparation m ightexplain theunusualpropertiesofthe

norm alstate and superconductivity in copperoxides. Thisiswhy the above m entioned

discrepanciesbetween di�erentapproachesdeservea deeperinvestigation,which weplan

to describein a futurework.

T

J/
t

Figure3:

The region ofantiferrom agneticcouplingswherephaseseparation occurs.

The dotted line refersto a calculation withoutthe three-siteterm .

W e want �nally to give our contribution to the open question aboutthe possibility

that phase separation disappears once J=tis lowered below a criticalvalue Jc=t. The

determ ination ofthisquantity isim portantin orderto understand ifthe t-J m odelcan

exhibit phase separation in the regim e ofhigh-Tc superconductors where 0:3 < J=t <

0:5. Theoreticalstudies,forT = 0,based on di�erenttechniques,lead to contradictory

results. Using a high tem perature expansion the authors of[18]�nd the m odelphase

separates only for J=t > 1, i.e. outside the region interesting for superconductivity.

Sim ilarresultshave been obtained in som e num ericalworks[21].On the contrary other

authors�nd thatphaseseparation occursforallvaluesofJ=t.In particularthishasbeen

done by m eans ofquantum M onte Carlo calculations [22],a com bination ofnum erical
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and analyticalresults[2,3]and the above m entioned slave-boson approach [4,17]. W e

calculated num erically the criticalvalue Jc=tforseveraltem peratures(T = 0 included)

by observing thedisappearanceoftheinstability regionswhere @�

@�
> 0.

Theresults,plotted in Fig.3,show thatJc=tvarieslinearly with thetem peratureand

vanishesforT = 0,both forthestandard t-J m odel(dotted line)and with theinclusion

ofthe three-site term (solid line). Thus,atzero tem perature we �nd phase separation

forallvaluesofthe interaction strength,in accordance with [3,17,22]. In addition,we

can also conclude thatat�nite tem peraturethere isalwaysa nonzero criticalvalueJc=t

below which phase separation disappears. In particularthere isno phase separation in

theregion interesting forsuperconductivity fortem peratureshigherthan T � 0:07t.

Lastly,weobservethatin onedim ension som eexactdiagonalization and M onteCarlo

results[23]suggestthattheinclusion ofthethree-siteterm suppressesphaseseparation,

which isinstead presentwhen such a term isnotadded [24,25].Thisseem snotto bethe

case in two dim ensions,atleastatm ean �eld level. Indeed,ourcalculationsshow that

phaseseparation isstillpresentand thee�ectofthethree-siteterm isnotso dram atic.
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