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R esistivity in the spin—-gap state of the t-J m odel
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Being m otivated by recent experin entaldata on Y BaCuO , we calculate dc resistivitcy in the spin—
gap state of charge—spin-separated t-J m odelby using a m assive gauge theory of holons and spinons.

The result shows

temperature T as (T)/ Tfl c(T

(T) deviates downward from the T -lnear behavior below the spin-gap on-set
T )dg where themean eld value ofd is 1/2. To achieve

am ooth deviation from the T -linearbehavior, one needsd > 1. T he deviation becom es reduced w ith

ncreasing hole doping.
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M any quasitw o-din ensionalcupratesw ith high super—
conducting transition tem perature T, exhidbi anom alous
m etallic behavior above T, In Hall coe cient, m agnetic
susceptibility, etc. i'}'], which calls for a new theoretical
explanation, probably in a fram ework beyond the con—
ventional Ferm iHiquid theory. A nderson i_Z] pointed out
that charge-spin separation (CSS) phenom enon m ay be
a possible explanation.

In the tJ m odel of strongly-correlated electrons, the
CSS is naturally described by the slaveboson (SB) (or
slave—ferm ion) m ean eld theory M FT ).W hen one incor-
porates uctuations ofM F'’s, they behave as gauge elds
coupled to holons and spinons and the system possesses
a U (1) gauge symm etry. The CSS can be interpreted as
a decon nem ent phenom enon of this gauge theory. The
system is expected to have a con nem ent-decon nem ent
(CD) phase transition and the transition tem perature
Tcss can be estinated [3], below which the CSS takes
place.

T he observed T -linear behavior of dc resistivity (T)
i_d] has been taken as one of signals of the universal
anom aly In the m etallic phase of high-T. cuprates. Lee
and N agaosa Ey] showed (T) / T for ferm jons and
bosons interacting w ith a m assless gauge eld. T his sys—
tem has som e relation to the uniform RVB M FT of the
t-J m odel in the SB representation.

R ecent experin ents on YBaCuO by Tto et al. t_é] and
others reported that (T ) deviates downward from the
T -linear behavior below certain temperature T ¢ T.).
This T coincides w ith the tem perature determm ined by
NM R and neutron experin ents {j] at which a spin gap
starts to develop. So i is quite Interesting to calculate
In the spin—gap state ofthe SB t-J m odel.

The e ective theory used in Ref. ] is nadequate for
this purpose, since it assum es no soin gap, containing
only one gauge eld associated w ith the hopping am pli-

tudes of holons and spinons. In Ref. ii_%], we Introduced
muliple gauge elds, and argued that, when a soin gap
develops, these gauge elds becom e m assive due to a
gauge version of Anderson-H iggs m echanisn . Below we
use an e ective gauge eld theory ofholons and spinons
em erged from these considerationsand calculate forthe
regionTo< T < T tocbtalh / Tfl c(@ TJf g, near
T where d is the critical exponent of gaugefoson m ass,
ma / (I TF.Thisreduction re ectsthe factthatm 2

suppresses gauge—- eld uctuations and inelastic scatter—
Ings between gauge bosons and holons and spinons. The
MFT givesd= 1=2, but to obtain a m ore reliable , one
needs to calculate d by renom alization-group m ethod.

The SB tJ Ham iltonian is given by
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X1
fy is the ferm ionic spinon operator with spin (= ";#)
at site x of a 2d lattice g], and by is the bosonic holon
operator. The direction index i 1;2) is used also as
unit vectors.
The MFT is obtained by decoupling both t and J
temm s. For de nienesswe follow Ubbens and Lee @],
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The partition function 2 ( ) [ (T) '] in path-
Integral form alisn is given by integrating out two M F'’s,
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the hopping am plitude, xi,_andRVB am plitude, y; de—
ned on the Iink (x;x + 1) f_lQ‘];
Z
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In the CSS state (T < Tcss), h xi1 6 0. The spin—
gap state m ay realizes in CSS and is characterized by
a ocondensation of i, h xi1 & 0. Let us param eterize
exp (Byi)r x1 = ( F Vii, Vis
exp (B xi), assum Ing uniform RV B . If one ignores phase

uctuations by setting Ayx; = By; = 0, spjripn excita—
tionshas the energy E k),E? (k)= £(3J =4) ,cosk;
rg+f ,( Yooskig?;where r isthe chem icalpo-
tential to ensure hf), fun + £, fyi= 1 (
W e ntroduce also g for /b1 =
soin gap  (cosk; cosk) .

Under the gauge transformm ation, bg = exp @ x)o,
£2 = exp(@ x)fx , the phases of M F’s transbm as
Adi=RAxit x  x+iyBJi= Byt x+ xii. Their
behavior can be studied by the e ective lattice gauge
theory Apgt (U;V) that is obtained by integrating over
by and f; , eg., by hopping expansion. ForT < T <
Tcssy Argr contains only U'’s interacting via the con-—
ventional gauge couplings ke “Uyx,Ux:+2:U),,,U07,.
T heir quadratic term s for A ,; show that A,; behaves as
amasslessgauge eld.ForT.< T < T , developsand
new couplings ke 2 2V}, ,,Ux:21Vx2 Uy are gener—
ated. Thisgives rise to amasstem ofA,;, m2A2; with
mZ = 2 ?.Also, the quadratic B; are also m assive.

T he holon partA}: of the e ective low -energy contin—
uum eld theory A, isobtained as

xi = Uxir Uxi

is doping).
. There appears a

Z
1
A? = ddx b@ )b Pbf i @
2mB
where D ; @ igA; we introduced the gauge coupling

constant g = 1 for convenience), and @mg) ' = ta?
(@ is the lattice spacing). The spoinon part Ag m ay be
w ritten as
Z
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wih @Cmg) ! = 37 a?=8. Here we Introduced the con—
tinuum version of the soin gap
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where kg ( pZmFF r) is the Fem i momentum of
soinons and kg 2 @1 )=a at T T (Tr is the

Fem item perature). In @), w e use the renom alized spin

gap " (T) de ned ash yii= ( }"(T), instead of tsM F
valle to take Into acocount the e ect of phase uctua—
tionsof y; e ectively. Below we calculate the resistivity
ofthe system A. = A% +AF {11

The propagator of the gauge eld, D ij&X; )

M (x; )A4(0;0)i, isgenerated by uctuationsofspinons
and holons, ie,Diyy= (g + B ).lj1 , where
FE i3 &Xi ); hg 1 x; )EFs 50;0)i1p:
+ 133 &) ()ps; (7)

representing one-particlke-irreducble (1P B diagram s of

spinon and holon loops. Jr 1 Cmy )t fif @;f +
Hegand Jg;  (@mg) ! £i@;b+ H g are currents cou-
plkd to A, and np = (@ )=4 and ng = =&. In

the C oulom b gauge, the propagatorat m om entum g and

M atsubara frequency ;1 2 = iswritten as
eites
D@ V= 4 ?3 D @i 1);
D@ D=fFf ¢ @D+ 5@ g : @®)

Since we shallneed D later in calculating (T), we
obtain D below in the random -phase approxin ation as
D’ (B + E)!. When the spin gap is su ciently
anall, itse ectto } isevaluated by perturbation giving

rise to a m ass term as discussed above;
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Weused therelation, ¢ ' np=my and w k=mg.

T he super uid densiy of spinons is calculated for small
s¢ kK)=ksT) as
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where fy ()  fexp( ) 1§. Egs.ds1) above are

obtained for am all g( =a). For large g’s, they should
be replaced by anisotropic expressions due to s k).
T hese anisotropy can be ignored as long as the spin gap
is su ciently small

From the linearresponse theory and Io eLarkin for-
mulk [[4], the dc conductivity ( 22) IS ex—
pressed as

11 =
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where 7,
and holon, respectively. Soonehas ' = '+ |
In the spin-gap state, the spinon conductivity diverges
r ! 1 duetoasuper ow generated by RVB condensa—
tion h 4316 0. This is an analog of the wellknown fact
In the BCS theory that the electron resistivity vanishes
below T. due to a super ow generated by C ooperpair
condensation. A ctually, Ag has the sam e structure as
the BCS model. Thus the total resistivity = ! i
the spin-gap state is equal to the resistivity of holons,
= Bl .E ectsofspinonsto certainly exist and show
up through the dressed propagatorD (g; ;) In calculating
B -
N ow we calculate the response function "y . By solving
the Schw ingerD yson equation approxim ately follow ing
the steps in Ref. [_l-;)!], we arrive at

“r;z areresponse functions ofelectron, spinon,
1
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representing diagram s containing self-
B (@ n), IS necessary to keep gauge

B & ni 1)/
energy of holons,
invariance,
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However, In the perturbative calculation, this com bina—
tion vanishes in the dc lin it by the sym m etry under sum —
m ations. W e expect this term dose not contribute to the
dc resistivity, and neglect it hereafter.
B @ n; 1), rpresenting vertex diagram s, contributes
to sy
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W e consider the underdoped region, ng ng (
1); and tem peratures around ! E=mg. As
sum ng that D (g; ;1) In g dom nates in the region
near the static limit ; = 0, we use the upper ex—
pressions in 6’_9,;;]: In the dean inator of D , the dis—
sipation temm , =2 )ji1Fa, n ng +  ng, Iis
]au:gerthan‘cheq2 tem , =012 m), m ! m.' 4+
fz G )=C@my ), as ong as ; 6.0, since their ratio is
small, @@=m)=f n=@& )g O ( ng=ng).

So the n%sum is dom inated at 0= ,.Then we get
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To calulate ~p 33 (0; 1) we insert (I7) into {3) and

do the g-integraland n-sum as In C_1-§' to get

~ ng i,
B 1507 1) y— - ; (19)
mp C(T)1+1 *(T)
where lim |, (C'(T) is nite.
_Affer analytic continuation ; > 0! i and using
{0), we nally obtain the resistivity,
m 1
R -
8% 9
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ForT < T < Tcgs, ng (T) = 0 and this result repro—

duces the T -linear behavior of R ef. E]. For T near and
below T , one expects the behavior § (T)j/ T TV,
w ith a critical exponent d, and we have y / Tfl
c(T T flg. Note also that the downward deviation of
(T ) from the T -linearbehavior is reduced w ith Increas—
Ing the doping . In Figl, we plot (T) of :_(-2_'0) w ith



various values of d. The M FT value d = 1=2 is not con—
sistent w ith the experin ent. T o achieve sm ooth deviation

from the T -linear behavior, one needsd > 1. This sug—
geststhat uctuation e ect ofphasesof 4; is in portant

to obtain a realistic curve of (T ). O ne could produce a
reliable curve of (T') by inserting experim ental data of
“(T) into @@), but the availabl experin ental data are
not enough for this purpose.

T he data [@'] show that onemay t ina form Cy+
C1T forT < T. This Inplies spinon contrbution to ,
caloulated as ' / T*>=n; [] [[3], is neglighbly small
com pared w ith Bl / T=ng due to higher power n T
and a sn allcoe cient. Fl = 0forT < T asexplained,
but the discontinuity at T = T i ' isnot cbservable
due to its an allness.

T he constant part Cgy, surviving below T ,m ay be at—
tributed to scatterings of charged hopnsw ith in purities.
They m ay be described by H i p = Vil by, where V,
is a random potential. A ctually, standard calculations
show that it generates T -independent contribution to ,

s}/ 1=np at intem ediate T's {l5].

AsT goesvery ow, ¢ isdom inated by them asstemm,

@ 1)=g° ’ n T)=mr;whik & does not change.
The Landau dam ping term from holons is am aller than
them ass temm above. T his case has been studied In Ref.
{3), giving the resuk ' / T? . Thus, in (T), weak-
Iocalization e ect by Impurities, y 1 Gy log(T);
dom nates over inelastic scatterings by gauge bosons.
This siuation is in contrast wih the e ective gauge
theory of two-dimn ensional electrons at half- lled Lan-
dau level, in which the transversem ode ofChem-Sin ons
gauge eld remainsmasskessdown to T = 0 and renor—
m alizesCy 1, f_l-é]

5=0.05
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FIG. 1. Pt of the resistivity (T) divided by
0 2 kT mep=@"ng) r "@) ’ o@ T=T )*
d = 1=2;1;2). For de niteness we chose = 0205,

0=2ksT = and 3m=@mryr )= 05.
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