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Abstract. We compare the role of the three-site terms added ta-themodels in theSU(2) and
the Ising cases in the extremely low doping regime, i.e. waiasimgle hole added to the strongly
interacting half-filled system becomes a polaron. We shawiththe realistic Ising case the three-
site terms play a vital role in the polaron movement and shoelver be neglected unlike in the
SU(2) case.
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INTRODUCTION

The Hubbard model is regardedtag model which can describe many of the spectacu-
lar phenomena observed in transition metal oxides (TMO)ch &1$ e.g. Mott insulating
ground states, antiferromagnetism, and perhaps even dngpetrature superconductiv-
ity [1]. Usually, however, it is theé-J model which is used to explain these phenomena
[1]. This model: {) is easier to solve than the Hubbard model [#), ¢an be easily re-
duced to the Heisenberg model for the half-filled doping agratle naturally predicts the
antiferromagnetic ground state of undoped TMi®) (s believed to give qualitatively
similar predictions as the Hubbard model for it merely falfofrom a perturbative ex-
pansion of the Hubbard model in the physical regime of stintegactions [3].

A priori, one can have some doubts concerning the statedeabnl correspondence
between these two models. Actually, in a rigorous pertivba&xpansion of the Hubbard
model one obtains the so-called three-site terms, in aatditi the kinetic and magnetic
terms in thet-J model [3]. These terms are often neglected in the small dppEgime
(close to the Mott insulating ground state) when they arehmamsaller than the two-J
model terms and only yield a small longer range hopping.addé was shown in Ref.
[4] that the inclusion of the three-site terms in this stadd8lJ(2) symmetric case of
thet-J models does not change qualitatively the low-energy pkysithe system.

However, a different situation can arise when the Isingtlohthet-J model is taken
and theSU(2) symmetry is broken, which is quite often done for computai@urposes
in e.g. more elaborateJ models [5]. Could the three-site terms play an importarg rol
and entirely change the solutions in the Ising limit? In ffaper we answer this question
by comparing the role of the three-site terms added to-th@odels in theSU(2) and the
Ising cases, cf. [6]. We perform calculations in the extrgnt@v doping regime namely
for the case of a single hole added to a half-filled orderedmpistate of the models, i.e.
when a single hole couples to the excitations of the ordeegd & a polaronic way.
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t-JMODELSWITH THREE-SITE TERMS

In order to see how the three-site terms arise in the petiorbdoeory and why they are
often neglected we introduce (a generalized version ofHiligbard model:

H=-t Y 29¢,cjp+U Zn.ln.z, (1)
i),
g0
where we definedj; = ciTacig, o = 1,2 — a quantum number with two values (not
necessarily a spin quantum number), afjﬁef is a hopping element between staten
sitei and states’ on sitej. Hence, this model allows for e.g-dependent values of the
hopping elements. As already mentioned, usually in realsststems the hoppingis

much smaller than the on-site interactldrso that we can safely perform a perturbative
expansion in the kinetic terms [3]. We obtain the effectivantltonian:

ao ~T 704035020 t
Hett=—t > f cw/— J Z J‘I‘ *Z7 lcJ 16,Ci0sNiG3N5,Cig,Cjay)  (2)

Iv]() |01 .....
0,0 TONK ()
=t Z ——J Yy (- ——J S () (3)
|701,...,47 i,01__ 4,
aa j()=j'() R J#i'(0)
H:J ﬁ;s

wherec = ¢! (1—niz) andJ = 4t2/U.

The first two terms in Eq. (3) form a generalized version of ttdemodel H;_j)
whereas the last one is the three-site teHgs). The physical interpretation of these
terms is the following:i{ the first term describes the hopping of electrons with ndotkou
occupancies allowed and this term contributes to the toiigy of the system dstJd,
whered is the number of doped holes (by definition we have no holekarhalf-filled

case), i{) the second ternt] J(1— 5)2 describes the electron which makes a virtual
hoppingt from site j to an occupied sitewhich costs energy and then comes back to
site |, (i) the third term1 Jo describes the situation when the electron does not return
to the same sitg but goes to the sit¢’ provided this site is unoccupied (hence in the
half-filled case this term vanishes). Since in the low dopegimed <« 1 andJ < t, then
naturally the last term has the smallest contribution taole energy of the system and
this is the reason why (as explained in the introductiorg @ften neglected.

Let us also note the reasons for introducing the generalieesion of the Hubbard and
t-J models. Firstly, it enables us to treat the Ising andShg2) cases on equal footing
(see below). Secondly, it is possible to obtain the Isingtlfnom this model in such a
way that it coincides with the model describing the coresdaglectrons in the systems
with partialtyg orbital degeneracy (with actiwe, zxorbitals in the ferromagnetic plane)
as e.g. in thal! system of SFVO, [7]. This means that this specific Ising limit would
not only correspond to a standard Ising spin approximdiigtrwould also constitute a
realistic physical model [6].
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FIGURE 1. Spectral densityA(k, w) of the model Eq. (5) with = 0.4t along thel — M
(from bottom to top) direction of the 2D Brillouin zone withb(with) the first two terms of the
three-site terms Eq. (6) shown on the left (right) panepeesvely.

POLARON IN THE SU(2) CASE

In the SU(2) symmetric case the quantum numbers=1, | describe physical spins.

Then
/ 10
235:<o 1)’ “)

where the hopping is restricted to the nearest neighboes @it). Substituting Eq. (4)
to Eq. (3) we obtain for the-J part

oAt 1
Hig=—t S (€6 +¢ &, +he)+I 5 (SSj— Zfify). (5)
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where§" = éiTTGii’ S = éilém, § = 3(fix —fi}). The three-site terms part reads

1 O
Has = _ZJ { Z}(c}}nwc” + chnmc” — C}L,Tcacnc” — c].t,ici“}ciicm), (6)
i)
where we sum over all possible configurations of three adjasibes{j’ij} (with i
denoting the middle site).

In the half-filled case it is easily seen that the ground sithtee model is a quantum
antiferromagnet (AF). The calculation of the ground stdtthe model with one addi-
tional hole in the AF is more complicated and one needs tohessdlf-consistent Born
approximation (SCBA) [8]. The hole spectral densitik, w) obtained in this way for
the two-dimensional (2D) lattice is shown in Fig. 1(a) [Figb)] without [with] three-
site terms included, respectively. In both figures we seeite fihough strongly renor-
malized dispersion of the lowest peak. This sugests a faomat amobile polaroras a
hole moves by dressing up with spin excitations and acgaitagge but finite effective
mass. The inclusion of the three-site terms Eq. (6) merebyngty increases the spectral
weight of the incoherent part for particullavalues in the Brillouin zone, cf. Fig. 1(b).
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FIGURE 2. Spectral densityA(k, w) of the model Eq. (8) withJ = 0.4t along thel — M
direction (from bottom to top) of the 2D Brillouin zone withio(with) the first two terms of the
three-site terms Eq. (9) shown on the left (right) panepeesvely.

POLARON IN THE ISING CASE

To obtain the Ising limit from the model Eq. (3) which at thersatime serves as the
realistic model for correlated electrons witly degeneracy (see last paragraph of the
second section) we assurae= yz zxand

o.o./ o O 0 o'/ _ 1 0
2l = < 0 1) and 7y = ( 0 o>’ (7)

where the hopping is between the nearest neighbour siteg #hex andy directions
depending on the value of [6]. Substituting Eq. (7) to Eq. (3) we obtain for thd part
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whereT;? = 3(fiia — fiip). The three-site terms part reads
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where the three-site hop can be either straight (alomg/ direction) or along the corner
[e.g. first hop along the direction and then along theohe, cf. the last term of Eq. (9)].
In the half-filled case the ground state of the modelgkaasicalstate with alternating
orbitals occupied on each site (Ising AF in the spin langlabee ground state of the
model with one additional hole in the Ising AF can again bewaled using the SCBA.
The hole spectral densitidgk, w) for the 2D case are shown in Fig. 2 with and without
three-site terms included. We see that in the g@teoutthe three-site terms the polaron
isimmobile[8] whereasaddingthe three-site terms yields a smdispersion



CONCLUSIONSAND FINAL DISCUSSION

In conclusion, we studied a problem of a single hole dopeal tié half-filled ground
state of two different cases of thel model. On one hand, in tH&J(2) case we noticed
a quite big quantitative difference in the polaron behavimiween the models with and
without the three-site terms. However, the polaron was ydwaobile and the inclusion
of the three-site terms did not change qualitatively the-émergy physics of the system,
cf. [4]. On the other hand, in the Ising case the polaron becambile onlyafter
including the three-site terms in the model.

This means that for &J model in the Ising limit to become more realistic one should
include the three-site terms even in the extremely low dppagime. In particular, one
should also include these terms for the models describiagpghsystems such as e.g.
SrLVO4 where the Ising limit arises not as an approximation to3hk2) case but as a
genuing-J model.

As a postscriptunone can discuss the reason why the three-site terms play&ny r
in the Ising limit of thet-J model despite the fact that they are very small in the low
doping regime (as stated in the introduction and explidtigven in the second section).
We suggest the following answer: if there is a strong contipaetbetween two processes
in the system (e.g. the magnetic interaction and the hol@ingpn thet-J model) then
the neglected third term (e.g. the three-site hopping) eaide about the ground state
of the system. This is because it is the difference betweesethwo larger terms in the
Hamiltonian which matters and with which the magnitude ef tieglected term should
be compared.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

| would like to thank the organising committee of the coursetheir financial support.

| thank Andrzej M. OIl&, Maria Daghofer and Peter Horsch for the extremely frhitfu
discussion during the common work on this subject. | am atstiqularly grateful to
Andrzej M. Ole for his invaluable help and ideas. This work was supporigzhit by
the Foundation for Polish Science (FNP) and by the Polishisitinof Science under
grant No. N202 068 32/1481.

REFERENCES

. M. Imada, A. Fujimori, and Y. Tokur&ev. Mod. Phys/0, 1039 (1998).
The Hilbert space associated with thgHamiltonian is smaller than for the Hubbard one:Nblattice

sites the dimension of the Hilbert space for the half-filledeis [L.]Z for the Hubbard and

(N/2)1(N/2)

2N for thet-J model.
. K. A. Chao, J. Spatek, and A. M. GigPhys. Rev. B8, 3453 (1978).
J. Bata, A. M. OI§, and J. ZaaneRhys. Rev. B2, 4597 (1995).
. T. A. Costi and A. Liebscihys. Rev. LetB9, 236404 (2007).
M. Daghofer, K. Wohlfeld, A. M. Olg, E. Arrigoni, P. HorschPhys. Rev. Lettl00, 066403 (2008).
A. Nozaki, H. Yoshikawa, T. Wada, H. Yamauchi, and S. TanBkys. Rev. B3, 181 (1991); Y. Imai,
I. Solovyev, and M. Imad&®hys. Rev. Le@®5, 176405 (2005).
G. Martinez and P. HorscRhys. Rev. B4, 317 (1991).

N =

Nookw

©



