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A bstract

W e study the tJ m odelw ith the nclusion ofthe so called three-site term which
com es out from the t=U ! 0 expansion of the Hubbard m odel. W e nd that this
singlet pairhopping term hasno qualitative e ect on the structure ofthe purem ean

eld phase diagram for nonm agnetic states. In accordance w ith experin ental data
on high-T. m aterials and som e num erical studies, we also nd w ide regions of phase
coexistence whenever the coupling J is greater than a critical value J.. W e show
that J. varies linearly w ith the tem perature T, going to zero at T = 0.
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In a recent paper []]we have presented a new nite tem perature phase diagram for the
nonm agnetic phases (diner and ux) In the 2-dim ensional tJ m odel below half- 1ling,
which show sthe existence ofbroad areas ofphase coexistance ([din er- ux or ux-unifomm ),
In accordance w ith experin ental and num erical data on the possibbility of ssparation into
holerich and holepoor regions @, 3, @41.

It is well known that one can cbtain the tJ model in the strong coupling regin e
@) 1) of the oneband H ubbard m odel:
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below half- lling. Tn (l]) Latin indices label sites, the ¢; ’s are annihilation operators for

a fermion on site iand spin =";#,n; = ¢ ¢ and (ij) denotes a sum over ordered
nearest neighbor (hn. pairs.

T he strong coupling lin it of {]) can be studied either by direct perturbation m ethods
E] or by canonical transform ations m ethods [d] (see also ﬂ, ] for a detailed review ). To
Iowest order In U , the H am iltonian that describes the Hubbard m odel on the subspace
w ith no doublk occupancies (n; 1) isgiven by:
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and the symbolhiji denotes a sum m ation over unordered pairs of nn. and (ijl) denotes
a summ ation where i$ 1, and both iand larenn. to j. The soin operators are de ned
as

Si=

1X
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wih ~ = (1; »; 3) being Paulim atrices.

The e ective Ham iltonian contains a direct hopping term T4, that gives nonvanishing
contribbution only if the electron Jum ps from site i to an empty nn. site j. So we expect
the e ective hopping coe cient t to be reduced by a factoroforder , being the doping
fraction []. On the contrary H ), which gives rise to a spin dynam ics described by the
standard AFM H eisenberg m odel, has not to be renom alized, since S; S5 isnonzero only
if both the sites i and j are singly occupied. H @ is proportionalto +F and describes
a double hopping process. Thus, one would be tem pted to believe that it has to be



renom alized by a factor of 2. However, it is not di cul to see that the three-site
hopping term H @ gives nonzero contribution only for the siuation in which the nal
site 1 is em pty and the Intemm ediate site j is singly occupied. Then this tem should be
renom alized by a factorof (1 ). Sin ilar conclusions can be reached w thin di erent
approaches [14, L1, [9].

For low doping the three—site term is am allerby a factor as com pared w ith the AFM
tem and by a factor £FU as com pared w ith the direct hopping temm . That iswhy it is
usually ignored and one is kd to the tJ m odel [[3]. H owever, the Hubbard H am iltonian
is often studied in a range of the param eter t=U not so am all, especially n applications
to high T, m aterials for which one assum es t=U 0d. In this regin e the rok of the
threesite tetm cannot be neglected a priori.

N um erical works have recently shown that the the three-site temm  is essential to avoid
discrepancies betw een the one-particlke spectra ofthe H ubbard and tJ m odel in the inter-
mediate U regim e [[4]. A ccording to [[4], only after the nclusion of the three-site tem ,
the tJ m odel can correctly describe the photoean ission experin ents on cuprate oxides.

T he threesite term describes the hopping ofa singlkt pair, which can be either rigid or
wih a I ofthe soins. Both these processes preserve the local singkt bond and m ay be
relevant for superconducting correlations, favoring superconducting states at the expense
of an antiferrom agnetic phase [Q].

T herefore, according to the discussion above, we approxin ate the e ect of the
G utzw iller propctor by renom alizing each temn of the Ham iltonian @) wih suiabl
factors depending on . Ournew starting point is hence the H am ilttonian:
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w here we have ntroduced the four ferm ion m atrix
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Tn [, we exam ined the so-called nonm agnetic phases for the t-J m odel, rst proposed
by A eck and M arston [[5], In the mean eld approxin ation and we have presented a
nite tem perature phase diagram (I versus the doping ). In this paper we shall study
how the phase diagram changes if we include the three-site hopping tem .

To study the Ham itonian (J) we can parallel the discussion in f]], where we have
chosen to represent the partition function In the grand canonicalensamble by m eans ofa
functional integral over G rassm ann elds and decoupled the four-ferm ion interaction by
m eans ofa H ubbard-Stratonovich transform ations over the auxiliary eldsU;;( ) = Uji-’i( ).
In the static approxin ation Uiy ( ) UY;, the partition function reduces to:
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being the cham ical potential.

W e consider, as n [[§], a pattemn of link variables U;4 that adm its a symm etry for
translhtions along the diagonal so that them atrix U depends only on the four param eters
U; 0= 1; ;4) shown in Fig. [l| of [1]. A s for the pure t-J m odel, them atrix U can be
easily diagonalized in m om entum space: ifwe inclide the threesite term it haseigenvalues
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W enotice thatboth the expression forthe partition fiinction (3) and forthe eigenvalies
of U {[3) are form ally identical to the one for the pure tJ m odelwe gave in []], the only
di erences being In the de nition ofthem atrix A and ofthe param eters ;’s that appear
In . Thus, to study nonm agnetic phases in them ean eld approxin ation, we can borrow
from the discussion of 1.

W e rst discuss In detail the num erical solutions to the selfconsistency equations for
the case J=t= 1. For high tem perature and/or high doping the free energy ism inim ized
by the unibmm phase, characterized by U; U 2 R ,i= 1;:::;4. For tem perature
Iowerthan T = J=4 we nd two phases: dimer and ux. The form er corresponds to two
solutions of the form U; 6 U, = U3 = Uy ; U5 2 € with §;,J J,jand is stable in the
lower range of dopings. In the ux phase the link variables U; are allequalto a com plex
valie Ue! wih 6 0. It is the lowest energy state in a range of doping that roughly
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Figure 1:
M ean eld phase diagram for the tJ m odel (open circles)
and w ith the inclusion of the three-site term (solid triangles).

corresoonds to that of high-T. superconductivity. The puremean eld diagram is shown
Ih Fig. 1l (solid trangls).

Since the hole m cbility is enhanced by the addition of the threesite hopping tem ,
we expect disordered phases be favored w ith respect to the ordered ones. M oreover, the
three—site tem being proportional to (1 ), this e ect should Increase with doping
In the r=gion we considered. This is n fact what we nd In ourmean eld calculation.
Fig. 1 shows the shifts of the phase boundaries for the usual tJ m odel (open circles)
after the nclusion of the three—site term (solid triangles). The region of stability of the
din er phase shrinks In favor of ux phase, whik the uniform con guration extends to
considerably lower dopings at the expense ofthe ux one.

A swe have cbserved also n ], forT = 0 ourmean eld calculations are consistent
w ith the ones carried out within a slave boson form alisn in [[§, [I7]. Tn particular, we
agree with [[]]1 .n nding a rst order phase transition between the diner and the ux
phases. Contrary to [I1], we nd that the ux-uniform phase transition is of the second
order for any tem perature. This can be seen from either Fig. 3 orFig. 5 of flll. In Fig.
3 of f] it is possible to cbserve that, increasing , the angle , which distinguishes the
ux phase from the uniform , decreases continuously from =4 to 0. In Fig. 5 of [}, it is
easy to see that, at the transition point, there is no jum p in the chem ical potential, but



only a cusp. At this regard, we can also observe that the slope of these curves becom es

steeper as the tem perature decreases. For T = 0 this behaviour gives rise to num erical

problem s and probably this is the reason why in [[7] the authors ound a jamp in the

cheam ical potential and hence concluded that the ux-uniform boundary line describes a
rst order phase transition.

The diagram of Fig. 1 is constructed w ithout taking into acoount the possibility of
coexistence of di erent phases. Indeed we nd two ranges, belonging respectively to the
din er and the ux phase, where ¢~ > 0 [, [§] which clearly indicate an nstability to-
wards phase ssparation. By m eans of the M axwell construction on the chem ical potential
B], we obtain two di erent regions corresponding to diner- ux and ux-unifom phase
coexistence. In the fom er, the holepoor holerich) part is in the diner ( ux) phase
whilk in the Jatter the holepoor (holerich) part corresoonds to the ux (uniform ) phase.
The nalphase diagram is shown in Fig. 2.
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Figure 2:
T he phase diagram after taking into account phase separation.

Phase separation for nonm agnetic phases is also discussed in [[]]. In the range of
dopings relevant to high-T. superconductivity, the authors of [[7] found a w ide region of
phase ssparation between a half- lling dim er phase and a holerich uniform phase, whilke
we nd a an aller region of phase separation between a half- 1lling dim erphase and a ux
phase corresponding to 0:09. This discrepancy is due to a di erent behaviour of the
chem icalpotentialasa function of . Indeed, w thin the largeN slaveboson form alism the



electronic chem ical potential gets shifted by the m ean value of the Lagrange m ultiplier
that enforces the constraint, whik in the approach we adopted such a tem is absent.
Phase ssparation is a relevant issue because there is a considerable experin ental evidence
that m any high-T. superconductors have a regin e In which phase ssparation between an
AFM holepoor region and a superconducing hole—rich region occurs [Ld]. A lso, according
to BQ]an instability tow ard phase ssparation m ight explain the unusualproperties of the
nom al state and superconductivity in copper oxides. This is why the above m entioned
discrepancies between di erent approaches deserve a desper nvestigation, which we plan
to describe In a future work.
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Figure 3:
T he region of antiferrom agnetic couplings w here phase separation occurs.
T he dotted line refers to a calculation w ithout the threesite term .

W e want nally to give our contribution to the open question about the possibility
that phase ssparation disappears once J=t is Iowered below a crtical value J.=t. The
determm nation of this quantity is In portant n order to understand if the tJ m odel can
exhit phase separation in the regin e of high-T. superconductors where 03 < J=t <
05. Theoretical studies, for T = 0, based on di erent techniques, lead to contradictory
results. Ushg a high tem perature expansion the authors of {l§] nd the m odel phase
sparates only for J=t > 1, ie. outside the region interesting for superconductivity.
Sin ilar results have been obtained in som e num erical works @]. On the contrary other
authors nd that phase ssparation occurs for allvalues of J=t. In particular thishasbeen
done by m eans of quantum M onte Carlo calculations PJ], a combination of num erical



and analytical results [, Q] and the above m entioned slave-boson approach @B, [[7]. W e
calculated num erically the crtical value J.~t for several tem peratures (T = 0 included)
by cbserving the disappearance of the instability regions where (é— > 0.

The resuls, plotted In F ig. 3, show that J.=t varies linearly w ith the tem perature and
vanishes for T = 0, both for the standard tJ m odel (dotted line) and w ith the inclision
of the three—site term (solid line). Thus, at zero tem perature we nd phase ssparation
for all values of the interaction strength, in accordance with [, L7, 23]. T addition, we
can also conclude that at nite tem perature there is always a nonzero crtical value J =t
below which phase ssparation disappears. In particular there is no phase ssparation in
the region Interesting for superconductiviy for tem peratures higher than T 007t.

Lastly, we observe that in one dim ension som e exact diagonalization and M onte C arlo
results P3] suggest that the inclusion of the three-site term suppresses phase separation,
which is instead present when such a term isnot added R4, R3]. T his seem s not to be the
case In two din ensions, at least at mean eld lkevel. Indeed, our calculations show that
phase separation is still present and the e ect of the threesite term is not so dram atic.
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