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A bstract

W eshow thatthet� J Ham iltonian isnotin generalreduced to H t� J = H (~S;f),

where ~S and f stand forindependent([~S;f]= 0)SU (2)(spin)generatorsand spinless

ferm ionic (hole)�eld,respectively. The proofis based upon an identi�cation ofthe

Hubbard operatorswith the generatorsofthe su(2j1)superalgebra in the degenerate

fundam entalrepresentation and ensuing SU (2j1)path integralrepresentation ofthe

partition function Zt� J.
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I.Introduction

Itisby now widely accepted thatthet� J m odel,thatis,theone-band Hubbard m odel

in thelargeU -lim it,providesan adequate basisforthediscussion oftheessentialphysics

for layered cooper oxide com pounds[1,2]. An accurate description ofthe properties of

charge carriers in high-tem perature superconductors arising from their interaction with

the spin ofthe C u atom sseem sto be crucialforthe understanding ofsuperconductivity

in these m aterials.Since there occursa strong coupling between charge and spin degrees

offreedom [3],the problem ofa properseparation ofspin and charge degreesoffreedom

in thet� J m odelisofim portancein orderto getan insightinto an interplay ofm agnetic

and charge propertiesofrelevantsystem s.

A popularapproach hasso farbeen thatto introduce chargeless spinon and spinless

holon operatorsin thefram ework oftheslave ferm ion orslave boson m ethod.Thedraw-

back ofthis approach is,however,that a certain local(at every lattice site) constraint

on spinon and holon operators isto be im posed in orderto ensure the single occupancy

ofthe electrons.Although the spinon and holon degreesoffreedom are separated on the

m ean �eld level,they arestrongly coupled by thegauge�eld associated with uctuations

around a m ean �eld [4].Ithasbeen recognized thatwhile the rigorousim position ofthe

constraintseem sto pose a problem ,itsaveraging,e.g.,m ean �eld treatm entresultsin a

large error.

Itseem sthereforedesirableto attem ptto explicitly form ulatethet� J m odelin term s

ofindependentlocalspin and holon operatorsso thatno constraintwould be necessary.

Som e recentdevelopm entspointto the possibility to attain the goalstarting from a new
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kind ofspin-ferm ion representation forthe Hubbard operators[5,6]. Although thisrep-

resentation agreeswith therequired com m utation relationsfortheHubbard operators,it

im pliesthattheoriginalHilbertspaceistobeenlarged,and asaresultacertain constraint

seem s to be necessary anyway to get rid ofunphysicaldegrees offreedom . Besides,the

enlargem entisnotentirely �xed in thescope ofthisapproach.

In thepresentpaperweshow thatthet� J Ham iltonian isnotin generalreduced to a

polynom ialfunction ofindependentSU (2)(spin)and ferm ion (hole)variables,though that

happensin the so-called linear spin wave approxim ation. W e address the problem from

the generalpointofview,by considering the Hubbard operatorsasthe generatorsofthe

su(2j1)superalgebra and em ploying the ensuing SU (2j1)path integralrepresentation for

the partition function.TheSU (2j1)supersym m etry happensto bethe largestsym m etry

thatunderliesthe t� J m odel[7].In essence,ourapproach isnothing butthe geom etric

quantization (also called the coherent state m ethod) for quantum m echanics associated

with a sem isim pleLiealgebra [8,9,10].Itprovidesan e�ective,in thesenseitrequiresa

m inim alsetofvariables,description ofasystem with aHam iltonian thatcan beem bedded

into a given Lie (super)algebra.Asan exam ple,we m ay referto the SU (2)path-integral

representation ofa partition function thathasrecently been em ployed to form ulatea non-

operatorm ean-�eld diagram m atic techniquefortheHeisenberg m odel[11].Path integral

associated with su(2j1) supercoherentstates hasproved to be helpfulin orderto justify

the adiabatic approxim ation in the periodicAnderson m odelin the large U -lim it[12].

The proofofthe statem ent given in the abstract is quite sim ple,though it requires

thatsom e necessary notation isto beintroduced �rst,so thata bulk ofthe paperserves

to thatpurpose.Section II,aswellasAppendicesA,B and C are necessary to m ake the

proofgiven in section IIIquite transparentand plain. Section IV explains an exception

that is provided by the linear spin wave theory. Section V contains som e com m ents on

earlierresultsand concluding rem arks.

II.t� J m odel

W e startby expressing the t� J m odelin term softhe Hubbard operators[13]X�0i ,

de�ned as

X
�0
i = c

y

i�(1� ni;� �);

where ci� is the annihilation operator of an electron at site i with spin � = � , and

ni� � c
y

i�ci�.In term softhese,thet� J Ham iltoniansbecom es

H t� J = � t
X

ij�

X
�0
i X

0�
j + J

X

ij

~Q i
~Q j; (1)

wherethe electron spin operator

~Q i=
1

2

X

��0

X
�0
i ~���0X

0�0

i ;

and ~� = (�1;�2;�3)arethe Paulim atrices.

Forfurtherconvenience,though itisnotnecessary to proveourstatem ent,weperform

a �-rotation ofthespinson theB -sublattice which leadsto thechanges

X
0�
i ! X

0� �
i ; Q

�
i ! Q

�
i ; Q

z
i ! � Q

z
i; i2 B :
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Hencefrom now on thespin background ise�ectively a ferrom agneticoneand oneshould

not distinguish between sublattices anym ore. The originalHam iltonian (1) is then con-

verted into

H t� J = � t
X

ij

�

X
+ 0

i X
0�
j + X

� 0
i X

0+

j

�

+ J
X

ij

�

� Q
z
iQ

z
j +

1

2
(Q

+

i Q
+

j + Q
�
i Q

�
j )

�

(2)

X �0 projects the electron operator into the single-occupation state and in the basis

fj0i;j�ig takestheform

X
�0
= j�ih0j; X

��0
= j�ih�

0
j; (3)

wherej0istandsfora doped site (hole)and j�iforthestate having an electron occupied

with spin �.Itisclearthatthere areeightlinearly independentoperatorssince

X
00
+
X

�

X
��

= I; (4)

X �0 appearing as a ferm ionic operator,whereas X ��0 correspond to bosonic degrees of

freedom .In fact,representation (3)m eansthattheX -operatorsareclosed into theu(2j1)

superalgebra,which in view of(4) is reduced to the eight-dim ensionalsu(2j1) superal-

gebra. The latter is generated by even generators fB ;Q 3;Q + ;Q � g and the odd ones

fW + ;W � ;V+ ;V� g and the associated coherentstate in the so-called (q;q)representation

(see Appendix A)reads

jz;�i= (1+ jzj
2
+ ���)

� q
e
� �V� + zQ � jq;q;qi; (5)

wherejb;q;q3istandsforaeigenvectoroftheoperatorsB ;
~Q 2 and Q 3,respectively,and the

variables z and � param etrize the super-two-sphere SU (2j1)=U (1j1) = S(2j2),the N = 2

supersym m etric extension ofthe two-sphere S2 (forsom e details concerning a de�nition

ofS2j2 see Appendix C).

Resolution ofunity in the(q;q)representation space holds

Z

jz;�ihz;�jd�SU (2j1)(z;�)= I

=

qX

� q

jq;q;m ihq;q;m j+

q� 1=2X

� (q� 1=2)

jq+ 1=2;q� 1=2;m ihq+ 1=2;q� 1=2;m j;

provided

d�SU (2j1) =
d�zdz

2�i

d��d�

1+ jzj2 + ���
: (6)

Evaluating a partition function in the fjz;�ig basisresultseventually in the SU (2j1)

path integralrepresentation [14]

tr exp[� �H ]� ZSU (2j1) =

�(0)= � �(�)Z

z(0)= z(�)

D �SU (2j1)(z;�)exp[A ]; (7)
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whereD �SU (2j1)(z;�)standsforan in�nitepointwiseproductoftheSU (2j1)invariantm ea-

sures(6)and the classicalaction on S2j2 with a Ham iltonian function H cl= hz;�jH jz;�i

reads

A = q

Z
�

0

_�zz� �z_z+
_���� ��_�

1+ jzj2 + ���
dt�

Z
�

0

H
cl
(z;�)dt: (8)

A few im portantde�nitionsconcerning the notion ofan integration on superm anifolsare

given in Appendix C.

To explicitly evaluate H cloneneedstheSU (2j1)covariantsym bolsofthegenerators.

Theseare found to be(A cl� hz;�jAjz;�i):

Q
cl
3 = � q(1� jzj

2
)w; (Q

+
)
cl
= 2qzw; (Q

�
)
cl
= 2q�zw;

B
cl

= q(1+ jzj
2
+ 2���)w; (V

+
)
cl
= � 2qz��w; (V

�
)
cl
= 2q��w;

(W
+
)
cl

= � 2q�w; (W
�
)
cl
= � 2q�z�w; w = (1+ jzj

2
+ ���)

� 1
: (9)

Turning back to the t� J m odelone notices that the algebra of the X -operators

can explicitly beidenti�ed with thedegenerate(1=2;1=2)representation ofsu(2j1)in the

following way,

Q 3 =
1

2
(X

+ +
� X

� �
); Q + = X

+ �
; Q � = X

� +
; B =

1

2
(X

+ +
+ X

� �
)+ X

00

and

V+ = X
0�
; V� = � X

0+
; W + = X

+ 0
; W � = X

� 0
;

theeven (bosonic)statesj1=2;1=2;1=2iand j1=2;1=2;� 1=2ibeing identi�ed with thespin

up and spin down states,j+ i and j� i ,respectively,whereas the odd (ferm ionc) state

j1;0;0iwith thedoped state j0i.Dim ension ofthisrepresentation isequalto 3 asshould

be. Itisalso clear thatEq. (A.2)holdstrue and hence we have explicitly identi�ed the

algebra oftheHubbard operatorswith thedegeneratefundam ental(3� 3)representation

ofthesu(2j1)superalgebra.

It is worth m entioning that su(2j1) gives rise in a naturalway to the slave ferm ion

(slaveboson)representation fortheHubbard operators.Thelatterappearsastheso-called

oscillator representation ofthe su(2j1)algebra [15]. Forinstance,letX ��0;�;�
0= 1;2;3

bea m atrix corresponding to theoperatorX in the(1=2;1=2)representation.Considera

com positecreation operatordy = (ay;by;fy),wherea and bstand forbosonic�eldsand f

fora ferm ionic one.Then,theslave ferm ion representation reads

X =
X

��0

d
y

�
X ��0d�0;

X

�

d
y

�
d� = a

y
a+ b

y
b+ f

y
f = 1; (10)

where the last line is the com pleteness relation (4). In fact,this is nothing buta linear

Casim ir operator ofu(2j1) whose eigenvalue �xes a representation. The lowest possible

valuetaken by therhsand equalto 1 correspondsto thelowestpossibledim ension ofthe

reprsentation space.

Thesu(2j1)algebraicapproach providesalso a possiblegeneralization ofthestandard

t� J Ham iltonian to include particles with spin higher than 1=2,which is necessary to

properly form ulatea 1=sexpansion.O nepossibility m ightbeto considerspin selectrons,
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which would correspond tothefundam entalrepresentation ofthesu(2s+ 1j1)superalgebra

instead ofsu(2j1). An alternative procedure,since we are really interested in s= 1=2,is

to interpretthe holesto be siteswhich have spin s� 1=2 [3],so thatthe siteswithouta

"hole" acquirespin (s� 1=2)+ 1=2 = s.Thelatterpossibility am ountsto considering the

(q = s;q = s)representation ofsu(2j1) ratherthan the (q = 1=2;q = 1=2) fundam ental

one.Thehole space isthen identi�ed with the set

fjq+ 1=2;q� 1=2;m i; � q+ 1=2 � m � q� 1=2g

whereasthe"holeless" spin excitationsform the set

fjq;q;m i; � q� m � qg:

Thisrem ark clari�esthe physicalm eaning oftherepresentation index q.

III.SU(2j1)path integralfor the t� J m odel

W ith thenecessary background displayed above,oneeasily arrivesattheSU (2j1)path

integralrepresentation forthe partition function

Zt� J = tre
� �H t� J :

Theresultis

Zt� J =

Z

S2j2

Y

j

D �
(j)

SU (2j1)
exp[A t� J]; zj(0)= zj(�);�j(0)= � �j(�); (11)

where

A t� J = q
X

j

Z
�

0

_�zjzj � �zj_zj +
_��j�j �

��j
_�j

1+ jzjj
2 + ��j�j

dt�

Z
�

0

H
cl
t� Jdt (12)

The�rstterm oftheaction ispurely geom etricand reectsthestructureofS 2j2 whilethe

second isofa dynam icalorigin and in view of(9)isfound to be

H
cl
t� J = � t(2q)

2
X

ij

[�i
��jzj + �zi�i

��j]

(1+ jzij
2)(1+ jzjj

2)

+ Jq
2
X

ij

�
� (1� jzij

2)(1� jzjj
2)+ 2(zizj + �zi�zj)

�

(1+ jzij
2 + ��i�i)(1+ jzjj

2 + ��j�j)
: (13)

Toavoid an accum ulation ofindices,wewilloften drop thelatticesiteindication whenever

no confusion ispossible.

Representation (11-13) is the point we willstart from to prove the m ain statem ent

ofthe paper. W e willproceed as follows. Suppose we are given a Ham iltonian to be a

function (polynom ial)ofthespin generators ~S and spinlessferm ionic �eldsf;fy (forthe

notation see Appendix B),

H ~S� f
= H (~S;f):
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Then itfollows(see Appendix B)that

Z ~S� f
=

Z

S2
D �SU (2)

Z

D �F exp[A ~S� f
]; (14)

where

A ~S� f
= s

Z �

0

_�zz� �z_z

1+ jzj2
dt+

1

2

Z �

0

(
_���� ��_�)dt�

Z �

0

H
cl
~S� f

dt; (15)

and

H
cl
~S� f

= hzjSU (2)h�jF H ~S� f
j�iF jziSU (2):

The�rsttwo term sin A ~S� f
areofa geom etric origin,aswell.

Letusnow com pareEqs.(11)and (14).Ifitwerepossibleby a changeofvariablesto

bring som ehow the �rstequation to the form ofthe second one,itwould m ean thatthe

t� J Ham iltonian can bereduced to a certain H~S� f.Ifonefailed to do this,itwould not

in generalm ean thatH t� J coincideswith no H ~S� f
.Itm ay justm ean thatwehavefailed

to �nd a propertransform ation thatwould resultin a decom position

D �SU (2j1) ! D �SU (2)D �F

q

Z �

0

_�zjzj � �zj_zj +
_��j�j�

��j
_�j

1+ jzjj
2 + ��j�j

dt ! s

Z �

0

_�zz� �z_z

1+ jzj2
dt+

1

2

Z �

0

(
_���� ��_�)dt; (16)

wheres= s(q).Thisdecom position isnecessary to arriveatin view ofEq.(15).Itshould

be recognized thatboth linesofEq.(16)are to be ful�lled sim ultaneously. Itm ightalso

be possible that a corresponding change ofvariables does not exist in principle,though

both Eqs.(11)and (14)m ay contain thesam ephysicalinform ation,which would in turn

m ean thatthe path integralapproach failsto provide a de�nite answer,which in itselfis

very unlikely.

O nce,on theotherhand,onehassucceeded with Eq.(16)thenextstep to takewould

be to look ata form the t� J Ham iltonian istransform ed to in accordance with (16).If

thelattercoincided with thecovariantsym bolofa certain H ~S� f
,then onecould conclude

H t� J = H ~S� f
: (17)

Notethatthereisone-to-onecorrespondencebetween H ~S� f
and itscovariantsym bol[16].

In casethetransform ed ~H cl
t� J cannotbeidenti�ed with thecovariantsym bolofany H ~S� f

,

Eq.(17)doesnothold.Itisjustthe case forthet� J m odel.

To prove that,letusin Eq.(11)m ake two successive changesofvariables:

zi! zi

q

1+ ��i�i; and �i! �i

s

1+ jzij
2

2q
; (18)

which resultsin

Zt� J ! Zt� J =

Z

S2

Y

j

D �
(j)

SU (2)

Z Y

j

D �
(j)

F
exp[~A t� J]

~A t� J = q
X

j

Z
�

0

_�zjzj � �zj_zj

1+ jzjj
2
dt+

1

2

X

j

Z
�

0

(_��j�j �
��j
_�j)dt�

Z
�

0

~H
cl
t� Jdt: (19)
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Theim portantpointconcerning thisrepresentation isthatz(t)and �z(t)can beconsidered

totakevaluesin S2 in accordancewith Eq.(C.3)ofAppendixC.Hence,wehavesucceeded

in converting the SU (2j1)integral(11)into the SU (2)and the purely ferm ionic ones. It

isalso seen from (19)and (B.1,B.2)thats(q)= q,thatis,we have arrived attheSU (2)

representation with spin s= q.Tosum m arize,wehaveseparated spin and chargevariables

atthekinem aticallevel.In otherwords,apossibility ofthespin-chargevariableseparation

forany m odelexpressiblein term softheHubbard operatorsdependssolely on an explicit

form oftheHam iltonian.

Letuswrite down the function ~H cl
t� J explicitly:

~H
cl
t� J = � t(2q)

X

ij

�i
��jzj + �zi�i

��j
q

(1+ jzij
2)(1+ jzjj

2)

J
X

ij

"

�

 

� q
1� jzij

2

1+ jzij
2
+

��i�i

2

!  

� q
1� jzjj

2

1+ jzjj
2
+

��j�j

2

!

+
1

2

 
2qzi

1+ jzij
2
�
zi
��i�i

2

!  
2qzj

1+ jzjj
2
�
zj
��j�j

2

!

+ h:c:

#

(20)

W hat conclusion can be drawn from this representation? Som e term s can be viewed as

covariant sym bolsofspin-ferm ion interaction operators. Forinstance,the second line in

Eq.(20)issim ply a sym bolofthe operator(see Appendix B)

� J
X

ij

(S
z
i � ni=2)(S

z
j � nj=2);

whereni= f
y

ifi isthe hole num beroperator.Besides,itisclearthat

2qzi

1+ jzij
2
= hzijS

+

i jzii;

etc.O n theotherhand,there isno a polynom ialfunction f(~S)with the property

hzjfjzi= z;

aswellasthereisno such f(~S)thatwould giveriseto thesquarerootsin thet-dependent

term .Itisalso obviousthatthe change ofthe variables(B.5)isofno usein orderto get

rid ofthe unwanted term s,and we �nally conclude,there isno H ~S� f
such thatEq.(17)

would hold.

To com plete the proof,two rem arksare in order. First,we com pare in factclassical

actions (Lagrangians) (12) and (15) as wellas related integration m easures (invariant

volum e elem ents) rather than partition functions Zt� J and Z ~S� f
. This im plies that a

path integraldoes not seem to be indispensable for the above consideration. Classical

action can be obtained by standard m ethods. Nam ely,given a (super)coherentstate jzi

with z being a setofsupercoordinates,onecan obtain a corresponding action A with the

help ofequation

A = i

Z

hzj
d

dt
� H jzidt:

To evaluate thisexplicitly,representation

d=dt= _z@z + _�z@�z

7



isto beused.W eprefer,however,to em ploy thepath-integralform alism sinceitprovides

the m ostsim pleconsideration.

Second,itisnotsu�cientforourpurposesto m erely com pareHam iltoniansH cl
t� J and

H cl
~S� f

.Thepointisthatcanonicalequationsofm otion thatfollow from theHam iltonian

action principle�A = 0 and read

_z = fH
cl
;zg;

depend on both classicalHam iltonian and underlying geom etry. Here f;g standsforthe

Poisson brackets which involve di�erent sym plectic two form s ! for di�erent m anifolds.

Actually, the form ! de�nes a kinetic term in an action which can be written in the

form i
R
� where d� = !. That is why it is necessary to com pare either Lagrangians or

Ham iltonianspluscorresponding two-form s(invariantvolum e elem ents).

IV .Linear spin-wave approxim ation

As is shown in the preceding section it is in generalim possible to reduce the t� J

ham iltonian to thatofa spin-ferm ion interaction. Now we dem onstrate how thiscan be

achieved in theso-called linearspin-wave(LSW )approxim ation [17,18],which e�ectively

correspondsto sm alltransverse uctuationsofa spin around the z axis. Asisseen from

Eq. (B.3),thism athem atically m eansjzj2 � 1 (in fact,jzj2=2q � 1). The LSW theory

hasbeen successfully exploited in thet� J m odel,seethepaper[19]and referencestherein.

In thepath-integrallanguagetheLW S approxim ation consistsin converting theSU (2)

path integralrepresentation (B.1,B.2)underthe condition jzj2 � 1 into the bosonic one.

To proceed,oneshould expand theaction (B.2)up to thesecond orderin z;�z and perform

a change z ! z=
p
2q,the latter being needed to recover in the action the "at" kinetic

term :
1

2

Z �

0

(_�zz� �z_z)dt:

W ith allthishaving been perform ed,Eq.(11)becom es

Zt� J ! Z
LSW
t� J =

Z
Y

j

D �
(j)

B
(z)D �

(j)

F
(�)exp[A

LSW
t� J ]; (21)

where

A
LSW
t� J =

1

2

X

i

Z �

0

(_�zizi� �zi_zi)dt+
1

2

X

i

Z �

0

(
_��i�i�

��i
_�i)dt�

Z �

0

H
cl
LSW dt; (22)

and D �B (z)= D �zD z:O n theotherhand,

H
cl
t� J ! H

cl
LSW = � t

p
2q

X

ij

(�i
��jzj + �zi�i

��j)

+ Jq
X

ij

"

�zizi(1�
��j�j

2q
)+ �zjzj(1�

��i�i

2q
)� q(1�

��j�j

2q
)(1�

��i�i

2q
)

+ zizj(1�
��i�i

4q
)(1�

��j�j

4q
)+ �zi�zj(1�

��i�i

4q
)(1�

��j�j

4q
)

#

; (23)
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which m ay beregarded asthe covariantsym bolin the LSW lim itoftheoperator

H
LSW
t� J = � t

X

ij

(fif
y

jS
+

j + fif
y

jS
�
i )+ J

X

ij

h

� (S
z
i � ni=2)(S

z
j � nj=2)

+
1

2
S
+

i S
+

j (1�
ni

4q
)(1�

nj

4q
)+

1

2
S
�
i S

�
j (1�

ni

4q
)(1�

nj

4q
)

�

: (24)

Here fy and f stand for spinless hole operators, n = fyf, while ~S describes a local

spin,with [~S;f]= 0. It is im portant to recognized that when deriving (24) we have

not been forced to im pose any constraints (cf. Ref. [19]), since we have started o�

with Eq. (1)thatautom atically im pliesno double occupied con�gurationsand m ade no

algebraic identi�cations ofthe Hubbard operators with spin-ferm ion bilinears (cf. Ref.

[5]). Representation (23-24) coincides with that ofRef. [19], provided the m ean-�eld

approxim ation ni= �� 1,where� isthe concentration ofholes,isused.

V .C om m ents and conclusion

As was already m entioned,there exist paperswhere som e explicit representations of

the form

H t� J = H (~S;f)

have been obtained,e.g.,see [5,6]. For instance,in Ref. [5]the following spin-ferm ion

representation ofthe Hubbard operators

X
+ 0

= fS
+
S
�
; X

0+
= f

y
S
+
S
�
; X

� 0
= fS

�
; X

0�
= f

y
S
+

(25)

hasbeen suggested,which im pliesthe identi�cation

j+ i! j0F erm ion;S
z
= + 1=2i; j� i! j0F erm ion;S

z
= � 1=2i;

j0i! j1F erm ion;S
z
= + 1=2i: (26)

Note thatallthe Hubbard operatorsvanish on the state j1F erm ion;S
z = � 1=2i.

A sim ilar m ap has been em ployed in Ref. [6]except for a m odi�cation needed to

explicitly recover the tim e-reversed sym m etry ofthe t� J m odel. The latter is ofno

im portance for us here,so that later on we willkeep referring to [5],the m ore so,as a

trick suggested in [6]to consideran operatorasa half-sum ofthesam e operatortaken in

two di�erentrepresentationsseem sto posea problem .

Itcan be easily checked thatEqs. (25) recover correctly the algebra ofthe Hubbard

operatorswithin thesubspace(26).Nevertheless,operators ~S and f cannotbeconsidered

asthose describing independently a localspin and a holon.Thisresultsfrom the su(2j1)

(1=2;1=2)de�ning relation (4)which in term sof(25)reads

f
y
fS

+
S
�
+ ff

y
= 1: (27)

Thisconstraintistobeim posed in orderto singleoutthethree-dim ensionalsubspace(26)

and playsthesam e role asEq.(10)in the slave ferm ion representation does.

To illustrate thispoint,considerthe trueferm ionic correlator

G (t)= hf
y
(t)f(0)i jfyf S+ S� + ffy= 1= trfe

� itH
f
y
e
itH

fg jfyf S+ S� + ffy= 1; (28)

9



whereH standsforany Ham iltonian thatcan bewritten in term sofHubbard operators.

O n theotherhand,consider

~G (t)= hf
y
(t)f(0)i= trfe

� itH
f
y
e
itH

fg: (29)

Itiseasily seen that
~G (t)= G (t)+ F (t);

where

F (t)= h1F erm ion;S
z
= � 1=2je

� itH
f
y
e
itH

fj1F erm ion;S
z
= � 1=2i

= h0F erm ion;S
z
= � 1=2je

itH
j0F erm ion;S

z
= � 1=2i;

which m eansthattheunphysicalstatej1F erm ion;S
z = � 1=2i,ifnotexcluded by Eq.(27),

m akesa nontrivialcontribution.

Though athalf�lling constraint(27)turnsinto identity 1 = 1,itisto be taken into

consideration atanyholeconcentration �> 0.O therwise,astheabovem entioned exam ple

showsunphysicalstatesm ay a�ectthe situation drastically. In thisregard,basic results

ofRef.[5]where a m otion ofa hole hasbeen investigated in representation (25)without

the constraint,should have been revisited.

To look atallthisfrom a viewpointrelated to the path integral(11-12),considerthe

t-dependentterm in [5]:

� t
X

ij

fif
y

j

�

(
1

2
+ S

z
i)S

+

j + (
1

2
+ S

z
j)S

�
i

�

: (30)

It is easily seen that the �rst term in Eq. (13) would just correspond to this operator,

provided one would consider z and �z to belong to S2. But this is notthe case and one

m ustperform the change (18)�rstto bring the SU (2j1)integralto the SU (2)form . As

a result,one arrivesatthe �rstterm ofEq.(20)thaton no accountcorrespondsto (30).

Allthisam ountsto saying thatifonewrotedown a path integralfora partition function

with theHam iltonian (30)overD �SU (2)D �F and then perform ed thechange ofvariables

inverse to (18),

�! �

s

2q

1+ jzj2
; z !

z
q

1+ ���

;

then one would arrive atthe representation (11)with a Ham iltonian function describing

a system quitedistinctfrom the t� J m odel.

Forthesakeofcom pleteness,itshould bealsom entioned thatonecan facean assertion

thatspin-chargedegreesoffreedom areseparated in certain instances,e.g.,when H t� J is

treated on a m ean-�eld levelin a slave particle representation. Thisassertion iscorrect,

though hasnothingtodowith Eq.(17).Thepointisthattheabove-m entioned separation

holdsforauxiliary �eldsrelated toelectron spin and chargedegreesoffreedom .O nly som e

�xed com binationsofthose �eldscan beassociated with true spin variables.In the slave

ferm ion representation (10)onehas

1

2
(a

y
a� b

y
b)= Sz; ab

y
= S+ ; a

y
b= S� ; a

y
a+ b

y
b= 2s2 N

whereas,forexam ple,operatora taken in itselfcannotbeidenti�ed with a spin variable.

Itwould bethereforeappropriateto referthiscaseto asa spinon-chargeseparation rather

10



than the spin-charge one. Besides,this separation breaks down beyond the m ean-�eld

approxim ation.

To conclude,we have shown thatthet� J Ham iltonian cannotbein generalreduced

to thatdescribing an interaction oftwo independent�elds:localSU (2)spinsand spinless

ferm ions (holes), though this m ay occur in som e particular cases, e. g., in the linear

spin wave approxim ation. The consideration isbased upon a crucialfactthatthe t� J

Ham iltonian can be em bedded into a representation ofthe su(2j1) superalgebra,which

provides uswith the SU (2j1) path integralrepresentation ofthe partition function and,

hence,with an e�ective totalaction describing the system .
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A ppendix A

To m aketheexposition self-contained and forthereader’sconvenienceweplacein Ap-

pendicesA,B and C som einform ation concerning a de�nition ofthesu(2j1)superalgebra

and itsrepresentationsaswellasofrelated coherentstatesand path integrals.

Appendix A serves to recapitulate the necessary ingredients concerning the su(2j1)

superalgebra and associated coherentstatesbearing in m ind theirrelevance forthet� J

m odel.

To visualize a route in general, we start with som e prelim inary rem arks. G iven a

Lie (super)algebra g in an irreducible representation,one can construct associated (su-

per)coherent states j(� )i viewed as an overcom plete basis in the corresponding repre-

sentation ofa (super)group G ,with (� ) specifying a point in the G -hom ogeneous (su-

per)m anifold,an orbit ofG in the coadjoint representation [8,9,10]. G iven further a

Ham iltonian H that appears as an elem ent ofthe g-enveloping algebra,one m ay evalu-

ate a partition function in the coherent-state basis,which naturally leads to a relevant

coherent-state path integral[20,14]. The latter appears as a phase-space path integral

and provides a quantization ofH cl on a coadjoint orbit. The crucialpoint is that this

quantization respectstheunderlying dynam ical(super)sym m etry generated by g.

Asisknown,theSU (2j1)supergroup in thefundam entalrepresentation isthegroup of

(2+ 1)� (2+ 1)unitary,unim odularsuperm atriceswith theHerm itian conjugateoperation.

Itisgenerated by even generatorsfB ;Q 3;Q + ;Q � g and the odd onesfW + ;W � ;V+ ;V� g

which satisfy the following com m utation rules[21]:

[Q 3;Q � ]= � Q� ;[Q + ;Q � ]= 2Q 3;[B ;Q � ]= [B ;Q 3]= 0;

[B ;V� ]=
1

2
V� ;[B ;W � ]= �

1

2
W � ;[Q 3;V� ]= �

1

2
V� ;[Q 3;W � ]= �

1

2
W � ;

[Q � ;V� ]= V� ;[Q � ;W � ]= W � ;[Q � ;V� ]= [Q � ;W � ]= 0;

fV� ;V� g = fV� ;V� g = fW � ;W � g = fW � ;W � g= 0;

fV� ;W � g = � Q� ;fV� ;W � g = � Q3 � B :

Letjb;q;q3istand fora vectorofany abstractrepresentation ofsu(2j1),whereb;qand

11



q3 denote the eigenvaluesofthe operatorsB ;
~Q 2 and Q 3,respectively. W hen considering

thehighest-weightstate asthe�ducialstate j0i,thetypicalSU (2j1)coherentstate reads

jz;�;�i= N exp(� �W � � �V� + zQ � )jb;q;qi; (A.1)

where (z;�;�) 2 SU (2j1)=U (1)� U (1). W e willbe interested later on in the so-called

degenerate b= q representation which happensto be relevant forthe t� J m odel. Itis

speci�ed by

W � jq;q;qi= 0 (A.2)

and iscalled the(q;q)representation with thedim ension 4q+ 1 [21].Thisrepresentation

isspanned by 2q+ 1 vectors fjq;q;m i; � q � m � qg ofthe even (bosonic)sector and

2q vectors fjq + 1=2;q � 1=2;m i; � q + 1=2 � m � q � 1=2g that correspond to the

odd (ferm ionic)one. Both the second and third orderCasim iroperatorsare zero in this

representation.Thecoherentstate (A.1)isreduced in the (q;q)representation to

jz;�i= (1+ jzj
2
+ ���)

� q
e
� �V� + zQ � jq;q;qi; (A.3)

wherein we have evaluated the norm alization factorexplicitly.

A ppendix B

In thisAppendixwedescribetheSU (2)and standard "ferm ionic"path integrals,which

isnecessary to interpretproperly thetransform ed SU (2j1)path integral(19).

Considerthe SU (2)algebra

[Sz;S� ]= � S� ; [S+ ;S� ]= 2Sz:

Corresponding coherentstatesforthe UIR with s2 N =2; ~S2 = s(s+ 1)aregiven by

jziSU (2) = (1+ jzj
2
)
� s
e
zS+ js;� si;

where z 2 SU (2)=U (1)= S2,and Szjs;m i= m js;m i. G iven a Ham iltonian H = H (~S),

the partition function reads

ZSU (2) =

Z

z(0)= z(�)

D �SU (2)(�z;z)exp[A (�z;z)]: (B.1)

wherean e�ective SU (2)action

A = s

Z �

0

_�zz� �z_z

1+ jzj2
dt�

Z �

0

H
cl
(�z;z)dt; (B.2)

and H cl = hzjH jzi. The classicalcounterparts ofthe SU (2) generators are easily found

to be

S
cl
z = � s(1� jzj

2
)w

(0)
; (S+ )

cl
= 2szw

(0)
; (S� )

cl
= 2s�zw

(0)
; (B.3)
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where w (0) = (1 + jzj2)� 1:In Eq. (B.1) D �SU (2)(�z;z) stands for the in�nite pointwise

productofthe SU (2)invariantm easures,

D �SU (2) =

1Y

j

2s+ 1

2�i

d�zjdzj

(1+ jzjj
2)2

: (B.4)

Form ore detailssee Ref.[22].

TheSU (2)action on S2 reads

z ! gz =
uz+ v

� �vz+ �u
; (B.5)

where  

u v

� �v �u

!

= g 2 SU (2):

Asthesecond exam pleconsiderthem orefam iliarferm ionicoscillatoralgebragenerated

by

f; f
y
; f

y
f; I;

with ff;fyg = 1.Thecorresponding coherentstates

j�iF = (1+ ���)
� 1=2

e
�fy

j0iF ock

are param etrized by the generatorsoftheG rassm ann algebra Q 0 � Q1:

f�;��g = 0; �
2
= ��

2
= 0; �;��2 Q 1; 1;���2 Q 0:

Thesestatesgive riseto the following representation

ZF =

Z

�(0)= � ��(�)

D �F (
��;�)exp[A (��;�)]; (B.6)

where

A =
1

2

Z
�

0

(_���� ��_�)dt�

Z
�

0

H
cl
(��;�)dt; H

cl
= h�jH j�i; (B.7)

with fcl= �;(fy)cl= �� and (fyf)cl= ���.Here D �F standsfor

D �F =

1Y

j

d��jd�j (B.8)

that is clearly invariant with respectto a shiftby a G rassm ann param eter,� ! �+ �0;

com bined with the phasetransform ation,�! �ei�; �2 Q 0.
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A ppendix C

Suppose we are given two objects: a two-dim ensionalsphere S2 with localcom plex

coordinates �z;z and a G rassm ann algebra with two generators�and ��and with a generic

elem ent

f(�;��)= f0 + f1�+ f2
��+ f3

���;

wherefiarecom plex num bers.TheN = 2 superm anifold S2j2 isthepair(S2;A S2)where

S2 isthetwo-sphereand A S2 isasheafofsupercom m utative(G rassm ann valued)algebras

on S2 with a generalsection (elem ent)

h(�z;z;��;�)= h0(�z;z)+ �h1(�z;z)+
��h2(�z;z)+

���h3(�z;z); (C.1)

wherehi belong to C
1 (S2).W efollow herea generaldefenition ofa superm anifold given

by Berezin [23](see also Refs.[9]).

The pair(z;�)servesassupercoordinateson S2j2. The very sam e role,however,can

beplayed by any setofeven and odd generatorsofA S2,provided Eq.(C.1)stillholdsin

new variables.W e are interested in a reparam etrization ofthespeci�c type,

w = w(z;��;�); �w = �w(�z;��;�); �= �(�z;z;�); ��= ��(�z;z;��): (C.2)

Under som e restrictions on functions w(;);:::;��(;) Eq. (C.2) introduces a new set of

coordim ates on S2j2. The m ost im portant requirem ent for us is that the m ap (�z;z) !

spec(�w;w) isto be a di�eom orphism S 2 ! S2,where a spectrum ofany elem entofthe

G rassm ann algebra isde�ned by

specf = f j��= �= 0= f0 2 C:

Now we are in a position to de�nean integration on S 2j2.Fora function F (�w;w;��:�)

we have by de�nition [23]

Z

S2j2
F (�w;w;��;�)�(�w;w;��;�)d�wdwd��d�=

Z

�v;v2spec(�w;w )= S2

F (�v;v;��;�)�(�v;v;��;�)d�vdvd��d�; (C.3)

where�(�w;w;��;�)d�wdwd��d� istheSU (2j1)invariantvolum eelem ent(6)and v = w(z;o)

and �v = �w(�z;o)aredi�eom orphism sS 2 ! S2.Herean integration overd�vdvisunderstood

in a usualm anner,whereas an integration over d��d� is to be carried out in accordance

with the Berezin’convention. The lastpointto be noted isthatany change ofvariables

in the lhs ofEq. (C.3) gives rise to a superdeterm inant (Berezian) ofa corresponding

transform ation m atrix.

14



R eferences

[1] P.W .Anderson,Science 235,1196 (1987)

[2] F.C.Zhang and T.M .Rice,Phys.Rev.B 37,3759 (1988)

[3] C.L.K ane,P.A.Lee and N.Read,Phys.Rev.B 39,6880 (1989)

[4] P.A.Lee,Phys.Rev.Lett.63,680 (1989);P.A.Leeand N.Nagaosa,Phys.Rev.B 46,

5621 (1992)

[5] J.L.Richard and V.Yu.Yushankhai,Phys.Rev.B 47,1103 (1993)

[6] Y.R.W ang and M .J.Rice,Phys.Rev B 49,4360 (1994)

[7] P.B.W iegm ann,Phys.Rev.Lett.60,821 (1988)

[8] A.Perelom ov,"G eneralized coherentstatesand theirapplications" (Springer-Verlag,

Berlin,1986);A.B.Balantekin,H.A.Schm ittand B.R.Barrett,J.M ath.Phys.29,

1634 (1988);A.B.Balantekin,H.A.Schm itt and P.Halse,J.M ath.Phys.30,274

(1989)

[9] A.M .ElG radechi,J.M ath.Phys.34,5951 (1993);"G eom etric Q uantization ofan

O sp(1j2)O rbit" PreprintCRM -1882 (1994);A.M .ElG radechiand L.M .Nieto,"Su-

percoherent states,Super K �ahler G eom etry and G eom etric Q uantization" Preprint

CRM -1876 (1994)

[10] A.Pelizzola and C.Topi,Int.J.M od.Phys.B 5 (1991)3073

[11] E.A.K ochetov,Phys.Rev.B 52,4402 (1995)

[12] E.A.K ochetov,V.S.Yarunin and M .E.Zhuravlev,to bepublished

[13] J.Hubbard,Proc.R.Soc.London A 285,542 (1965)

[14] E.A.K ochetov,Phys.Lett.A 217,65 (1996);see also E.A.K ochetov,J.Phys.A 26,

3489 (1993)

[15] I.Barsand M .G �unaydin,Com m un.m ath.Phys.91,31 (1983)

[16] F.A.Berezin,Com m un.m ath.Phys.40,153 (1975)

[17] P.W .Anderson,Phys.Rev 86,694 (1952)

[18] R.K ubo,Phys.Rev 87,568 (1952)

[19] G .M artinez and P.Horsch,Phys.Rev B 44,317 (1991)

[20] E.A.K ochetov,J.M ath.Phys.36,1666 (1995)

[21] M .Scheunert,W .Nahm and V.Rittenberg,J.M ath.Phys.18,155 (1977)

[22] E.A.K ochetov,J.M ath.Phys.36,4667 (1995)

[23] F.A.Berezin,"Introduction to Superanalysis" (Reidel,Dordrecht,1987)

15


