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A com parison ofm icroscopictheoriesofsuperconductivityin thelim itofstrongelectron correlations

ispresented.W e considerresultsforthe two-dim ensionalt-J m odelobtained within the projection

technique for the G reen functions in term s ofthe Hubbard operators and the slave-ferm ion repre-

sentation for the RVB state. It is argued that the latter approach resulting in the odd-sym m etry

p-wave pairing forferm ionsisinadequate.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

A m echanism ofhigh-tem perature superconductivity

in cuprates is stillunresolved since strong electron cor-

relationsin copper-oxygen planespreventfrom applying

wellestablished m ethods ofband structure calculations

developed for conventionalm etals. An im portant role

ofelectron correlationsin cuprateswasinitially stressed

by Anderson1 who proposed to considerthem within the

fram ework of the Hubbard m odel or the so-called t-J

m odelwhich followsfrom theHubbard m odelin thelim it

ofstrong correlations. To study these m odels,a lot of

num ericalwork have been done2;3 though the obtained

results are stillcontroversial. For instance,a robust d-

wave pairing was observed for the t-J m odel4,while a

long-rangeorderwasnotfound in the originalHubbard

m odel.5

In analyticalapproaches m ostly a m ean-�eld theory

(M FA) wasapplied in studies ofthe Hubbard m odelor

thet-J m odel.Theresonatingvalencebond (RVB)state

in thet-J m odelwasproposed by Baskaran etal.6 where

superconductivity wasobtained asa resultofspin corre-

lations induced by the superexchange interaction. Sim -

ilar results were found by Cyrot7 for superconducting

pairing m ediated by superexchangeinteraction.To over-

com etheproblem ofstrong correlationsin thet-J m odel

and nonferm ioniccom m utation relationsforthephysical

electron operators a num ber ofauxilary �eld represen-

tationswasproposed (see,e.g.,8� 32). However,in these

m ethodsusually a spin-chargeseparation isassum ed for

spinon and holon �elds which violates rigorous restric-

tionsim posed by nonferm ioniccom m utation relationsas

the "no double occupancy" constraintwhich m ay result

in unphysicalconclusions.

A reliableanalyticalapproach to dealwith strong cor-

relations in the Hubbard or the t-J m odelis based on

the G reen function m ethods in term s of the Hubbard

operators which rigorously preserve the non-ferm ionic

com m utation relations33. Here we m ay m ention ourre-

sultsbased on theM ori-typeprojection techniqueforthe

G reen functions34� 36 and thediagram techniquecalcula-

tionsbyIzyum ovetal.37;38.Theseapproachesenableone

togobeyond M FA bytakingintoaccountself-energycor-

rections.Forinstance,a num ericalsolution oftheDyson

equation in36 revealed anon Ferm i-liquid behaviorin the

norm alstate at low doping and the d-wave supercon-

ductivity m ediated by theexchangeand spin-
uctuation

pairing. In the recentpaper39 a m icroscopicaltheory of

superconductivity in CuO 2 layerwithin thee�ectivetwo-

band p-d Hubbard m odelin the strong correlation lim it

wasdeveloped.Ithasbeen proved thattheM FA forthe

Hubbard m odelresultsin theantiferrom agneticexchange

d-wavepairing which isequivalentto pairing observed in

the t-J m odelin M FA.

In thepresentpaperwecom paretheresultsforthet-J

m odelobtained within theG reen function (G F)m ethod

in term s ofthe Hubbard operators34� 36 and by apply-

ingtheslave-ferm ion hard-boson representation27 forthe

RVB state. It willbe shown that the latter approach

resultsin an odd-sym m etry p-wavepairing forthe spin-

less ferm ions asin the path-integralrepresentation in32

which contradictstoknown num ericaland analyticalcal-

culations. Itcastsdoubtson the validity ofspin-charge

separation approach in studyingsuperconductingpairing

in the t-J m odel.

In thenextSection wepresentbrie
y theresultsofthe

projection technique forthe G F36 forthe t-J m odel. In

Sec.3 superconducting pairing within the slave-ferm ion

representation for the Hubbard operatorsis considered.

Results and discussions are given in Sec.4. Concluding

rem arksarein Sec.5.

II.G R EEN FU N C T IO N M ET H O D

A .D yson Equation for the t-J M odel

In the present Section we consider superconducting

pairing in the t-J m odel by applying the G F tech-

nique34� 36. The t-J m odelin the standard notation1;42

reads:

H t� J = � t
X

i6= j;�

~a+
i�
~aj� + J

X

hiji

(SiSj �
1

4
ninj); (1)
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where ~a
+

i� = a
+

i�(1 � ni� �) are projected operators for

physicalelectrons,ni =
P

�
~a+
i�
~ai� isthenum beropera-

torand S�i = (1=2)
P

s;s0
~a+is�

�
s;s0~ais0 are spin-1/2 opera-

tors.Heretise�ectivetransferintegraland J isantifer-

rom agneticexchangeenergyforapairofnearestneighbor

spins, hiji;i> j.

To takeinto accounton a rigorousbasistheprojected

characterofelectron operatorswe em ploy the Hubbard

operator technique. The Hubbard operators (HO ) are

de�ned as X
��

i = ji;�ihi;�j for three possible states

ji;�i ata latticesitei:foran em pty site ji;0i and fora

singly occupied site ji;�i by an electron with spin �=2

(� = � 1;�� = � �).They obey thecom pletenessrelation

X
00

i +
X

�

X
��
i = 1; (2)

which rigorously preserves the constraint ofno double

occupancy.Thespin and density operatorsin Eq.(1)are

expressed by HO as

S
�
i = X

���
i ; S

z
i =

1

2

X

�

�X
��
i ; ni =

X

�

X
��
i : (3)

The HO obey the following m ultiplication rule

X
��

i X

�

i = ��
X
��
i and com m utation relations

h

X
��

i ;X

�

j

i

�

= �ij

�

��
X
��
i � ���X


�

i

�

; (4)

where the upper sign stands for the the Ferm i-like HO

(as,e.g.,X 0�
i )and the lowersign forthe Bose-like op-

erators(asthe spin and num beroperatorsin Eq.(3)).

ByusingtheHubbardoperatorrepresentationwewrite

the Ham iltonian ofthe t-J m odel(1)in a m ore general

form :

H t� J = �
X

i6= j;�

tijX
�0
i X

0�
j � �

X

i�

X
��
i

+
1

4

X

i6= j;�

Jij
�
X

���
i X

���
j � X

��
i X

����
j

�
: (5)

The electron hopping energy for the nearest neighbors,

tij = t, and the second neighbors, tij = t
0

, on a 2D

square lattice,and the exchange interaction Jij = J for

thenearestneighbors43 can beconsidered asindependent

param eters if,starting from a m ore realistic for copper

oxides three-band p-d m odel44,we reduce it to the t-J

m odel42.In thatcase the param eters t;t0 and J can be

evaluated in term softhe originalparam etersofthe p-d

m odel(see,e.g.,45;46). W e introduced also the chem ical

potential� which can be calculated from the equation

forthe averagenum berofelectrons

n = hnii=
X

�

hX ��
i i: (6)

To discuss the superconducting pairing within the

m odel(5)weintroducethe Nam bu notation forHO :

	 i� =

�
X 0�
i

X ��0
i

�

; 	 +

i� =
�
X

�0
i X

0��
i

�
;

and considerthe m atrix G F

Ĝ ij;�(t� t
0)= hh	 i�(t)j	

+

j�(t
0)ii=

�
G 11
ij� G 12

ij�

G 21
ij� G 22

ij�

�

(7)

where Zubarev’snotation forthe anticom m utatorG F is

used47.

By di�erentiating the G F (7) over the tim e twe get

forthe Fouriercom ponentthe following equation

!Ĝ ij�(!)= �ijQ̂ � + hhẐi� j	 j�ii!; (8)

where Ẑi� = [	 i�;H ], Q̂ � =

�
Q � 0

0 Q ��

�

with Q � =

hX 00
i + X ��

i i. Since we considera spin-singletstate the

correlation function Q � = Q = 1� n=2 dependsonly on

the averagenum berofelectrons(6).

Now,we project the m any{particle G F in (8) on the

originalsingle{electron G F

hhẐi� j	
+

j�ii=
X

l

Ê il�hh	 l� j	
+

j�ii

+ hhẐ
(irr)

i� j	 +

j�ii; (9)

wheretheirreducible(irr)partofthem any{particleop-

erator Ẑi� isde�ned by the equation

hfẐ
(irr)

i�
;	 +

j�
gi= hfẐi� �

X

l

Ê il�	 l�;	
+

j�
gi= 0;

which resultsin the de�nition ofthe frequency m atrix

Ê ij� = hf[	 i�;H ];	 +

j�giQ
� 1

: (10)

Now wecan introducethezero{orderG F in thegeneral-

ized M FA which isgiven by the frequency m atrix (10)

Ĝ
0

ij�(!)= Q f!�̂0�ij � Ê ij�g
� 1
: (11)

To derive the Dyson equation for the single-electron

G F (7)wewritedown an equation ofm otion fortheirre-

ducible partofthe G F in (9)with respectto the second

tim e t0 for the right{hand side operator 	
+

j�(t
0). Then

perform ing the sam e projection procedure asin Eq.(9)

weobtain the Dyson equation forthe G F in theform

Ĝ ij�(!)= Ĝ
0

ij�(!)+
X

kl

Ĝ
0

ik�(!)�̂kl�(!) Ĝ lj�(!); (12)

wheretheself{energy operator�̂kl�(!)isde�ned by the

equation

T̂ij�(!)= �̂ij�(!)+
X

kl

�̂ik�(!) Ĝ
0

kl�(!) T̂lj�(!): (13)

Herethe scattering m atrix isgiven by

2



T̂ij�(!)= Q
� 1hhẐ

(irr)

i� jẐ
(irr)

+

j� ii! Q
� 1
: (14)

From Eq.(13)itfollowsthatthe self-energy operatoris

given bytheirreduciblepartofthescatteringm atrix(14)

thathasno partsconnected by the singlezero-orderG F

(11):

�̂ij�(!)= Q
� 1hhẐ

(irr)

i� jẐ
(irr)

+

j� ii(irr)! Q
� 1

: (15)

Equations(11),(12)and (15)give an exactrepresenta-

tion forthesingle{electron G F (7).However,tosolvethe

self-consistentsystem ofequationsone hasto introduce

an approxim ation forthe m any{particle G F in the self-

energy m atrix (15)which describesinelasticscatteringof

electronson spin and charge
uctuations.

B . Self-C onsistent Equations

Herewederivea self-consistentsystem ofequationsin

M FA.To calculatethe frequency m atrix (10)weusethe

equation ofm otion forthe HO :

�

i
d

dt
+ �

�

X
0�
i = �

X

l;�0

tilB i��0X
0�

0

l

+
1

2

X

l;�0

Jil(B l��0 � ���0)X 0�
0

i ; (16)

whereweintroduced the operator

B i��0 = (X 00

i + X
��
i )��0� + X

���
i ��0��

= (1�
1

2
ni+ S

z
i)��0� + S

��
i��0��: (17)

TheBose-likeoperator(17)describeselectron scattering

on spin and charge
uctuationscaused by thekinem atic

interaction (the �rstterm in (16))and by the exchange

spin-spin interaction (the second term in (16)).

By perform ing com m utations in (10) we get for the

norm aland theanom alouspartsofthefrequency m atrix:

E
11

ij� = � ��ij + �ij

X

l

ftilhX
�0
i X

0�
l i=Q

+
1

2
Jil(Q � 1+ �

cs
il=Q )g

� tij(Q + �
cs
ij=Q )�

1

2
JijhX

�0
j X

0�
i i=Q (18)

E
12

ij� = � ij� = �ij

X

l

tilhX
0��
i X

0�
l � X

0�
i X

0��
l i=Q

�
1

2
JijhX

0��
i X

0�
j � X

0�
i X

0��
j i=Q : (19)

Here in calculation of the correlation function for the

norm alcom ponentofthe frequency m atrix:

X

�0

hB i��0B j�0�i=

h(1�
1

2
ni+ S

z
i)(1�

1

2
nj + S

z
j)+ S

�
iS

��
ji

= h(1�
1

2
ni)(1�

1

2
nj)i+ hSiSji= Q

2 + �
cs
ij ;

weintroducethecharge-and spin-
uctuation correlation

functions

�
cs
ij =

1

4
h�ni�nji+ hSiSji;

with �ni = ni � hnii. Further we neglect the charge


uctuations, h�ni�nji ’ 0,but take into account spin

correlations given by spin correlation functions for the

nearest(�1s)and thenext-nearest(�2s)neighborlattice

sites:

�1s = hSiSi+ a1i; �2s = hSiSi+ a2i; (20)

wherea1 = (� ax;� ay)and a2 = � (ax � ay).In a para-

m agnetic state assum ed here they depend only on the

distancebetween the latticesites.

In the k-representation forthe G F

G
��
� (k;!)=

X

j

G
��

oj�(!)e
� ikj

;

wegetforthe zero-orderG F (11):

Ĝ
(0)

� (k;!)= Q f!�̂0 � ("k � ~�)̂�3 � ��k �̂1g
� 1

= Q
!�̂0 + ("k � ~�)̂�3 + � �

k �̂1

!2 � ("k � ~�)2� j��
k
j2
; (21)

where �̂0; �̂1; �̂3 are the Paulim atrices. The quasipar-

ticle energy "k and the renorm alized chem icalpotential

~� = � � �� in the M FA are de�ned by the frequency

m atrix (18)

"k = � ~t(k)�
2J

N

X

q


(k � q)Nq�; (22)

�� =
1

N

X

q

t(q)N q� � 2J(n=2� �1s=Q ); (23)

where J(q) = 4J
(q); t(k) = 4t
(k) + 4t0
0(k)

with 
(k) = (1=2)(cosaxqx + cosayqy) , 
0(k) =

cosaxqx cosayqy ,while the renorm alized hopping inte-

gralisgiven by

~t(k)= 4t
(k)Q (1+ �1s=Q
2)

+ 4t0
0(k)Q (1+ �2s=Q
2): (24)

Theaveragenum berofelectronsin Eqs.(22),(23)in the

k-representation iswritten in the form :

nk;� = hX �0
k X

0�
k i= Q N k� :

Itshould be pointed outthatthe renorm alization ofthe

hopping param eter (24) caused by the spin correlation

3



functions (20) are essentialat low doping when short-

range antiferrom agnetic correlationsare strong. Forin-

stance, for hole doping � = 1 � n ’ 0:05 and Q =

(1+ �)=2 ’ 0:53 the correlation functionsareestim ated

as36: �1s ’ � 0:3;�2s ’ 0:2; which resultsin com plete

suppression ofthe nearestneighborshopping,while the

next-neighborhopping isquite large:

teff = tQ [1+ �1s=Q
2]’ 0;

t
0
eff = t

0
Q [1+ �2s=Q

2]’ 0:9t0:

For large doping the antiferrom agnetic correlations are

suppressed and the nearest neighbor hopping prevails:

teff=t
0
eff ’ t=t0� 1.

The superconducting gap � �
k
in Eq.(21) is de�ned

by the anom alous com ponent ofthe the frequency m a-

trix (19):

� �
k =

2

N Q

X

q

[t(q)�
1

2
J(k � q ]hX0��

� qX
0�
q i; (25)

There are two contributionsin Eq.(25)given by the k-

independentkinem aticinteraction t(q)and theexchange

interaction J(k � q). The kinem atic interaction gives

no contribution to the d-wave pairing in M FA,Eq.(25)

(see34),and wedisregard itin thefollowing equations48.

The anom alous correlation function in Eq.(25) can be

easilycalculated from theanom alouspartoftheG F (21):

hX 0��
� qX

0�
q i= � Q

� �
q

2E q

tanh
E q

2T
; (26)

which resultsin theBCS-typeequation forthegap func-

tion:

� �
k =

1

N

X

q

J(k � q)
� �
q

2E q

tanh
E q

2T
; (27)

where E k = [("k � ~�)2+ j� �
k j2 ]1=2 is the quasiparti-

cle energy in the superconducting state. Aswasproved

in39,the retardation e�ectsforthe exchangeinteraction

are negligible and therefore there isno restriction in in-

tegration overthe energy in Eq.(27). Itm eansthatall

electrons in the conduction band participate in the su-

perconducting pairing contrary to the BCS equation for

the electron-phonon m odelwherethe energy integration

and pairing arerestricted to a narrow energy shellofthe

orderofthe phonon energy closeto the Ferm ienergy.

Theequation (27)isidenticalto theresultsin M FA of

thediagram technique37,whilethegapequationobtained

in40 hasan additionalfactorQ = (1� n=2) which isspu-

rious.Thisfactorappearsifweapplyasim pledecoupling

procedurein theequation ofm otion (16)forG F instead

ofthe projection technique given by Eq.(10). W riting

the bosonic operators in the exchange interaction as a

product oftwo ferm ionic operators: X ���
i = X ��0

i X 0�
i

and perform ing decoupling ofthe ferm ionicoperators:

hhX ��0
l X

0�
l X

0��
i � X

��0
l X

0��
l X

0�
i jX �0

j ii! ’

hX 0�
l X

0��
i � X

0��
l X

0�
i ihhX ��0

l jX �0
j ii! ; (28)

weobtain thesam eequation (27)forthegapfunction but

with the additionalQ -factor atthe righthand side. In

the decoupling we m issthe norm alization factorforthe

correlation functionsin thedenom inatorofthefrequency

m atrix,Eq.(10),which cancelsoutwith Q in thenum er-

atorofthecorrespondingG F (21).So,a rigorousway to

apply M FA with a proper account ofprojected charac-

terofHO isto usetheprojection techniqueasdiscussed

above.

Theself-energycontribution (15)in thesecond orderof

thethekinem aticinteraction isconsidered in36 whileitis

om itted in 37.Asdiscussed in36;39,itm ediatesthespin-


uctuation pairingandresultsin �nitelife-tim ee�ectsfor

the quasiparticle spectrum giving rise to an incoherent

contribution to thesingle-particledensity ofstates.Here

weshallnotdiscussfurthertheseself-energy e�ectssince

forcom parison the G F approach with the slave-ferm ion

technique it willbe su�cient to consider only M FA for

the gap equation (27).

III.SLAV E-FER M IO N A P P R O A C H

A .Slave-ferm ion representation

A num ber ofauxilary �eld representations has been

proposed so far (see, e.g.,8� 32). In the slave-boson

m ethod8� 10 theprojected electron operatorisexpressed

as a product ofthe auxiliary Bose �eld for the charge

degree of freedom (holon) and the Ferm i�eld for the

spin degree offreedom (spinon). The m ain problem in

thisapproach istheso called constraintim posed by pro-

jected characterofelectronic operatorsin the t-J m odel

which prohibitsdoubleoccupancy ofany latticesite.To

treattheconstraintasite-dependentLagrangem ultiplier

isintroduced.However,to solvetheproblem theM FA is

usually applied and the Lagrange m ultiplier is taken to

beindependenton thelatticesiteso thelocalconstraint

is replaced by a globalone with uncontrollable conse-

quences. In the slave-ferm ion m ethod the chargedegree

offreedom isrepresented by spinlessferm ion operators,

while to describe the spin degree offreedom the Bose

�eld (Schwingerbosons13� 22 orspin operators23� 27)are

used. The Schwinger boson representation though be-

ing physically m eaningfulforthe Heisenberg m odel11;12

givespoorresultsforthe doped case:the antiferrom ag-

netic ground state persists up to very high doping and

it does not reproduce the large Ferm isurface as in the

slave-boson m ethod.In the slaveferm ion and spin oper-

atorrepresentation them agneticpropertiesofthem odel

aredescribed in a m orereliableway (see,e.g.,25;29;31).

Below we consider the slave-ferm ion hard-core (CP1)

boson representation proposed in27 and later on em -

ployed in28� 31 to investigate di�erent physicalproper-
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ties ofcuprates within the t-J m odel. It has som e ad-

vantagesincetheconstraintofno doubleoccupancy can

be ful�lled withoutintroducing the Lagrangem ultiplier.

To decouple the charge and spin degreesoffreedom for

physicalelectronsthe HO in the theory27 isrepresented

asa productofa spinlessferm ion h
+

i forthechargede-

gree offreedom (holon) and a hard-core boson bi� for

the spin degreeoffreedom (spinon):

X
0�
i = h

+

i bi�; X
�0
i = hib

+

i�; (29)

which havethe following com m utation relations:

h
+

i hj + hjh
+

i = �i;j; bi�b
+

j� � b
+

j�bi� = �i;j(1� 2b
+

i�bi�):

Thehard-corebosonsarePaulioperatorswhich com m ute

on di�erent lattice sites and anticom m ute on the sam e

lattice site prohibiting double occupancy.The Pauliop-

eratorscan be also represented by the spin-lowering S
�

i

and spin-raising S+i operatorsforspin-1=2 :

b
+

i"
= S

+

i ;bi" = S
�

i ; or b
+

i� = S
�
i;bi� = S

��
i:

The on-siteelectron localconstraint

X

�

X
�0
i X

0�
i =

X

�

X
��
i = hih

+

i

X

�

b
+

i� bi�

= hih
+

i = 1� h
+

i hi � 1 (30)

issatis�ed heresinceforthePaulioperatorsatanylattice

site wehavethe equation

X

�

b
+

i� bi� = S
+

i S
�

i + S
�

i S
+

i = 1; (31)

and thespinlessholon num ber n
(h)

i = h
+

i hi can beequal

to 1 or0.

However,the spin-charge separation im posed by the

representation (29) results in extra degrees offreedom :

a spin 1=2 is assigned to any lattice site including an

em pty site,while in the HO representation,Eq.(2),we

have only 3 states: an em pty state and a �lled state

with spin � 1=2.To curethisdefectoneshould introduce

a projection operatorto exclude the unphysicalstates27

(The sam e applies to other slave-ferm ion spin operator

representationsasin23� 26).O therwisethecom m utation

relationsfortheoriginalHO ,Eq.(4),and theirrepresen-

tation,Eq.(29),willgive di�erentresults.Forinstance,

forthe physicalelectronswhich aredescribed by HO we

have

fX 0�
i ;X

�0
i g= X

00

i + X
��
i = 1� X

����
i ;

and
X

�

hfX 0�
i ;X

�0
i gi= 2� hnii= 1+ �; (32)

where the hole doping concentration � = 1� n. Ifwe

use the representation (29)then we can write the com -

m utation relationsas

fX 0�
i ;X

�0
i g= fh

+

i bi� ;hib
+

i�g

= h
+

i
hi+ (1� 2h+

i
hi)b

+

i�
bi�

and
X

�

fh
+

i bi� ;hib
+

i�g= 1� h
+

i hi; (33)

while directcalculation ofthe sum over� gives

X

�

fh+i bi� ;hib
+

i�g = h
+

i hi

X

�

bi�b
+

i�

+ hih
+

i

X

�

b
+

i�bi� = fh+i ;hig = 1; (34)

where we have used Eq.(31). Forthe average valuesin

Eqs.(33),(34)weget,respectively,

X

�

hfh+i bi� ;hib
+

i�gi= 1� hh+i hii= 1� �;

X

�

hfh+i bi� ;hib
+

i�gi= 1; (35)

which contradictsto therigorousresultforHO ,Eq.(32).

So the double counting ofem pty sitesresultsin contro-

versialequation foran averagenum berofelectronswhich

isthereforevalid only with accuracy of� �.

B .M ean-�eld approxim ation

Let us consider the resonating valence bond (RVB)

state in the original Ham iltonian (5) as proposed by

Baskaran et al.6. For this we should write the Bose-

like spin operators in the exchange energy in H t� J (5)

asa productoftwo single-particle Ferm i-like operators:

X ���
i = X �0

i X 0��
i and introducethe singletoperators

b
"

ij � bij =
1
p
2
(X 0+

i X
0�

j � X
0�

i X
0+

j ): (36)

Then usingM FA forthesingletoperatorsin theexchange

interaction ofthe t-J m odelwe get the RVB e�ective

Ham iltonian:

H J =
1

2

X

i6= j

Jij(X
+ �

i X
� +

j � X
+ +

i X
� �

j )= �
1

2

X

i6= j

Jijb
+

ijbij

’ �
1

2

X

i6= j

Jij
�
B
+

ijbij + b
+

ijB ij � jBijj
2
�
; (37)

whereweintroduced the RVB orderparam eter:

B
(")

ij � Bij = hbiji=
1
p
2
hX

0+

i X
0�

j � X
0�

i X
0+

j i: (38)

Hereweshould pointoutthatin M FA (37)a decoupling

oftheHubbard operatorson thesam elatticesiteisused:

X
+ �

i X
� +

j = X
+ 0

i X
0�

i X
� 0

j X
0+

j

) hX
+ 0

i X
� 0

j iX
0+

j X
0�

i ; (39)
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which isnotuniqueand resultsin uncontrollableapproxi-

m ation sincetheHubbard operatorsobey them ultiplica-

tion rule: X
��

i X
�


i = X
�


i ,and any interm ediate state

� can be used in the decoupling.

To obtain a self-consistentequation for the orderpa-

ram eterweassum ea spin-chargeseparation asitisusu-

ally donein theslave-particlem ethodsby applying a de-

coupling ofspinon and holon degrees offreedom intro-

duced in Eq.(29):

B ij =
1
p
2
hh

+

i bi"h
+

j bj# � h
+

i bi#h
+

j bj"i

’ hh+i h
+

j i
1
p
2
hbi"bj# � bi#bj"i� F

+

ij ’ij; (40)

bij =
1
p
2
(h+i bi"h

+

j bj# � h
+

i bi#h
+

j bj")’ h
+

i h
+

j ’ij: (41)

W ithin these approxim ations we obtain the e�ective

Ham iltonian forholons

H h ’ �
X

i6= j

~tij hih
+

j � �
X

i

hih
+

i

�
1

2

X

i6= j

~Jij (hhjhiih
+

i h
+

j + hjhihh
+

i h
+

j i); (42)

wherethee�ectivehopping param eterand theexchange

energy aregiven by

~tij = tijhb
+

i"
bj" + b

+

i#
bj#i= tij hS

+

i S
�

j + S
�

i S
+

j i

~Jij = Jijj’ijj
2 = Jij

1

2
jhbi" bj# � bi# bj"ij

2
: (43)

To obtain a phase diagram for the RVB order param e-

ter B ij = F
+

ij ’ij as a function oftem perature T and

holedoping � oneshould solvea self-consistentsystem of

equationsforthe both orderparam eters,holon Fij and

spinon ’ij ones. Here we consider only equations for

the holon order param eterby suggesting that there ex-

istsa region of(T;�) wherethespinon orderparam eter

isnonzero.

Introducing k-vectorrepresentation forthecorrelation

functions:

Fij = hhihji=
1

N

X

k

ei(k(i� j))F (k)

=
i

N

X

k

sin(k(i� j))hhk h� ki; (44)

’ij =
1
p
2
hbi" bj# � bi# bj"i=

1

N

X

k

ei(k(i� j))’(k)

=
2i

N

X

k

sin(k(i� j))
1
p
2
hbk" b� k#i; (45)

the Ham iltonian (42)can be written in k-spaceas

H h =
X

k

("(k)� �h)h
+

k
hk

�
1

2

X

k

f�(k)h +

� k
h
+

k
+ � + (k)hk h� kg; (46)

where the chem icalpotentialfor holons �h = � � and

theholon spectrum "(k)accordingto Eq.(43)iswritten

in the form (cf.Eq.(24)):

"(k)= ~t(k)= 4t
(k)2hS+
i
S
�

i+ a1
i

+ 4t0
0(k)2hS
+

i S
�

i+ a2
i; (47)

Hereweassum ed thatthespin correlation functionshave

s-wavesym m etry,e.i., �i;i� ax = �i;i� ay .W e also intro-

duced the holon gap function de�ned by the equation

�(k)= � �(� k)=
1

N

X

q

~J(k � q)hhq h� qi: (48)

In Eqs.(47),(48) we used notation "(k);�(k) for the

holon spectrum and the holon gap to distinguish them

from thatonesofphysicalelectronsin Sec.2.2.

The norm aland anom alous correlation functions can

be easily calculated forthe BCS-typeHam iltonian (46):

hh+q hqi=
1

2

�

1�
"(q)� �h

E (q)
tanh

E (q)

2T

�

; (49)

F (q)= hhq h� qi=
�(q)

2E (q)
tanh

E (q)

2T
; (50)

where the quasipartical spectrum E (k) = [("(k) �

�h)
2 + j�(k)j2]1=2 .From theseequationsfollow theself-

consistentequationsforthegap function and theaverage

num berofholes� which de�nesthe holon chem icalpo-

tential�h:

�(k)=
1

N

X

q

~J(k � q)
�(q)

2E (q)
tanh

E (q)

2T
; (51)

� =
1

N

X

q

hh+q hqi

=
1

N

X

q

1

2

�

1�
"(q)� �h

E (q)

�

tanh
E (q)

2T
: (52)

Theseequationsareidenticalto theresultsobtained in32

wherethepath-integralrepresentation forthet-J m odel

wasapplied and an e�ectiveBCS-typeHam iltonian anal-

ogousto Eq.(46) wasderived. Starting from the M FA

forRVB orderparam eterasin Eq.(37),the authorsin-

troduced M FA forthespinon auxilary �eld thatresulted

in the spin-chargeseparation asin ourEq.(41). There-

fore,wehaveproved thattheresultsofthepath-integral

representation forthet-J em ployed in Ref.32 areequiva-

lentto the M FA forthe slaveferm ion -hard-coreboson

approach considered in thissection.

C .H olon G reen functions

To avoid uncontrollable approxim ation caused by the

decoupling oftheHubbard operatorson thesam elattice
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sitein Eq.(39)used in M FA forRVB statein theHam il-

tonian (37),in thepresentsection weconsiderprojection

technique forthe holon G F forthe spinon-holon m odel.

By using the spinlessferm ion hard-coreboson represen-

tation (29)wewritetheHam iltonian ofthet-J m odel(5)

asfollows:

H t� J = �
X

i6= j

tijhih
+

j (S
+

i S
�

j + S
�

i S
+

j )

� �
X

i

hih
+

i �
1

4

X

i6= j

Jij hihjh
+

j h
+

i

� (S+i S
�

j � S
�

i S
+

j )(S
+

j S
�

i � S
�

j S
+

i ): (53)

To obtain equation forthe holon G F we apply the pro-

jection technique described in Sec.2.1. By introducing

the m atrix G F forholon operators:

Ĝ
h
ij(t� t

0)=

�
hhhi(t)jh

+

j (t
0)ii hhhi(t)jhj(t

0)ii

hhh
+

i (t)jh
+

j (t
0)ii hhh

+

i (t)jhj(t
0)ii

�

;

wecan obtain equation ofm otion fortheG F asdiscussed

in Sec.2.1 (see Eqs.(8){(11)).Forthe zero-orderG F in

M FA wegetthe following result:

Ĝ
(h;0)(k;!)=

!�̂0 + (~"(k)� �h )̂�3 + ~�(k)̂� 1

!2 � (~"(k)� �h)
2� j~�(k)j2

; (54)

wherethe the holon dispersion and the gap function are

given by the equations:

~"(k)= ~t(k)�
1

N

X

q

f~J0(k � q)� ~J0(0)ghh+q hqi; (55)

~�(k)=
1

N

X

q

~J0(k � q)hhq h� qi: (56)

In com parison with M FA forRVB state considered pre-

viously,in the G F approach we obtain additionalrenor-

m alization for the holon dispersion,Eq.(47),while the

gap equation has the sam e form ,Eq.(48),but with a

di�erentrenorm alized exchangeinteraction:

~J0ij = Jij
1

2
hjS

+

i S
�

j � S
�

i S
+

j j
2i

= Jij(
1

4
� hSzi S

z
ji): (57)

By using equation of m otion m ethod instead of M FA

for RVB state we m anaged to take into accountspinon

correlations in the e�ective holon interaction (57) and

obtained a sim ple form ula for it by using the identi-

ties: S
+

i
S
+

i
= 0;S�

i
S
+

i
= (1=2)� Szi in the lastequa-

tion. From Eq.(57)we getthe following estim ation for

the e�ective exchange energy for the nearestneighbors:
~J0 ’ (0:5� 0:25)J ifwe assum e the AFM Ne�elphase:

hSzi S
z
ji= � 1=4 orcom pletely neglectAFM correlations:

hSzi S
z
ji= 0,respectively.

IV .R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

A .Spectraldensity

Spectraldensity forphysicalelectron excitationsin the

lower Hubbard subband within the t-J m odelwhich is

de�ned by the equation

A �(k;!)= �
1

�
Im hhX 0�

k jX �0
k ii!+ i�; (58)

satis�esthe sum rule:

X

�

+ 1Z

� 1

d! A �(k;!)=
X

�

hfX 0�
i ;X

�0
i gi

= 2Q = 1+ �: (59)

In theM FA fortheG F in term softheHO ,Eq.(21),we

get:

A �(k;!)= Q uk �(! � Ek) + Q vk �(! + Ek); (60)

where

uk =
1

2
(1+

("k � ~�)

E k

); vk =
1

2
(1�

("k � ~�)

E k

): (61)

In M FA the spectral density (60) satis�es the sum

rule (59)but have no incoherentbackground which ap-

pearsifonetakesintoaccounttheself-energy corrections

asshown in Ref.36.

In the spinon-holon representation (29) the spectral

density,asfollowsfrom Eq.(35),doesnotobey thesum

rule(59):

X

�

+ 1Z

� 1

d! A (sh)
� (k;!)=

=
X

�

+ 1Z

� 1

d! f�
1

�
Im hhh+

i
bi� jhib

+

i�
ii!+ i�g

=
X

�

hfh+i bi� ;hib
+

i�gi= 1� � (or1): (62)

M FA forthe spinon-holon G F in Eq.(62)resultsin the

spin-charge separation which de�nes the spectralden-

sity (62) as a convolution ofthe anticom m utator holon

and the com m utatorspinon G F28:

A
(sh)
� (k;!)=

1

N

X

q

1

2�2

Z + 1

� 1

Z + 1

� 1

d!1d!2

! � !1 � !2

� [tanh(!1=2T)+ coth(!2=2T)]

� Im hhh+q jhqii!1
Im hhS��

k� q jS
�
k� qii!2

: (63)

In this representation the spectral density of physical

electron excitations is given by a superposition of the
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spectraldensity for spinless ferm ion (holon) excitations

and a background produced by spin excitations28. In

M FA theholon spectraldensity in thepaired statebelow

Tc isde�ned by the G F (54):

A
(h)(k;!)= �

1

�
Im hhh+

k
jhkii!+ i�

= ~uk �(! + ~E (k))+ ~vk �(! � ~E (k)); (64)

where ~E (k)= [(~"(k)� �h)
2+ j~�(k)j2]1=2 isthe quasi-

particleenergyand ~uk;~vk aregiven byEq.(61)butwith

quasiparticle energies for holons. The spectraldensity

ofelectron excitationsism easured in the angle-resolved

photoem ission (ARPES) experim ents which provide in-

form ation concerning the sym m etry ofthe gap function.

As discussed below, the sym m etry of superconducting

gap function � k de�ned by Eq.(27) appears to be d-

wave,while the holon gap function �(k) in Eq.(51)

hasodd sym m etry ofthep-typeasin thetripletpairing.

Thisp-wavegap sym m etryhasneverobserved in ARPES

experim entsin cuprates.

B .G ap sym m etry

Form odelswith strongelectroncorrelationsthes-wave

com ponentofsuperconductinggap m ustbestronglysup-

pressed dueto on-siteCoulom b correlations.Forthet-J

m odelit followsfrom the constraintofno double occu-

pancy on a singlesitegiven by the identity:

ĥci;� ĉi;� �i=
1

N

X

k

ĥck;� ĉ� k;� �i= 0; (65)

forthe physicalelectron operators ĉi;� = ci;�(1� ni;� �).

Since theanom alouscorrelation function ĥck;� ĉ� k;� �iis

proportionalto thegap function �(k),Eq.(65)im poses

a certain constraint on the sym m etry ofthe gap func-

tion.In particular,forthesolution (26)in M FA Eq.(65)

reads34;35:

hX 0�
i X

0��
i i=

1

N

X

q

hX 0�
q X

0��
� qi

=
Q

N

X

q

� �
q

2E q

tanh
E q

2T
= 0: (66)

ForatetragonallatticetheFerm isurface(FS)isinvariant

underthe C4-axisrotation in the k-space and therefore

to satisfy thecondition (66)for E q > 0 thegap function

� �
q should change its sign along the FS.It m eans that

the sym m etric s-wave solution, � s(kx;ky) / (cosqx +

cosqy),doesnot�tEq.(66),while the d-wave solution

with B 1g or B 2g sym m etry,� d(kx;ky) = � �d(ky;kx),

satisfy the condition (66). In general,Eq.(66) should

be considered as a constraint on the sym m etry ofthe

gap function in thesuperconducting phaseand solutions

which violatethisconstraintshould be disregarded.

Now weconsiderthesym m etryofthespinon and holon

orderparam eters.Thecondition (65)fortheRVB order

param eterreads

B ii =
1

N

X

k

B (k)=
1

N

X

k;q

’(k � q)F+ (q)= 0; (67)

which also im posesa constrainton the sym m etry ofthe

spinon and holon order param eters. Since the sym m e-

try ofthe holon pairing order param eter,Eq.(44),for

spinlessferm ionsisodd,im posed by theiranticom m uta-

tion relations,itresultsin the odd sym m etry ofthe gap

�(k) in Eq.(48). For a tetragonallattice the sym m e-

try isgiven by the odd two-dim ensionalirreducible rep-

resentation E u which can be m odelled by the function:

�(k)/ � �
p (k)= (sinkx � sinky) asin thep-wavetriplet

pairing.The sam e holdsforthe spinon orderparam eter

in Eq.(45),’(k)/ ��p (k).

The RVB orderparam eter B ij = hbiji= ’ijF
+

ij
asa

productoftwo antisym m etricorderparam eterswith E u

sym m etry has either A (s-wave) or B 1g (d-wave) sym -

m etry. Nam ely,ifwe adopt only the nearest neighbor

pairing forboth the orderparam eters:

’ij = ’i;i+ ax f(�j;i+ ax � �j;i� ax )� (�j;i+ ay � �j;i� ay )g;

F
+

ij = F
+

i;i+ ax
f(�j;i+ ax � �j;i� ax )� (�j;i+ ay � �j;i� ay )g;

then forthe Fouriertransform ofthe RVB orderparam -

eterweget

B (k)=
X

q

’(k � q)F+ (q)= 2b
X

q

fsin(kx � qx)

� sin(ky � qy)gfsinqx � sinqyg

= � b(coskx � cosky) (68)

where b = ’i;i+ ax F
+

i;i+ ax
and the sign + (� ) in the

lastline correspondsto the sam e (di�erent)signsin the

�rst line. The solution (68) satis�es the condition (67)

for both the s- and d-wave sym m etry:
P

k
B (k) /P

k
(coskx � cosky)= 0.

However,the explicitsolution forthe holon orderpa-

ram eter (50) shows its m ore com plicated k-dependence

which provesthatthefrequently used m odelforthenear-

estneighborpairing isinadequate.Forthe solution (50)

the condition (67)forthe RVB orderparam eterreads:

X

k;q

’(k � q)F+ (q)=

=
X

k;q

’(k � q)
� + (q)

2E (q)
tanh

E (q)

2T
= 0; (69)

which also im poses a requirem ent on the sym m etry of

the singlet (RVB) order param eter which should have

only the d-wave sym m etry, B (kx;ky)= � B (ky;kx),to

satisfy thiscondition.

It is interesting to com pare results for the gap equa-

tion derived in M FA forthe t-J m odeland thatone for
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the Hubbard m odel. By applying the projection tech-

niquefortheG F fortheHubbard m odelonecan getthe

following equation forthe gap function (see,e.g.,39):

� ij� / hX 02

i N ji= hci#ci"N ji; (70)

where we have used the identity for the Hubbard oper-

ators, X 02
i = X

0#

i X
#2

i = ci#ci" . From Eq.(70)follows

thatthe pairing occurson onelatticesitebutin thedif-

ferentHubbard subbands. By using equation ofm otion

fortheG F hhX 02
i (t)jN j(t

0)ii theanom alouscorrelation

function hX 02
i N ji can becalculated withoutany decou-

plingthatresultsin thesam egap equation asin theM FA

forthe t-J m odel39: � ij� = Jij hX
0�
i X 0��

j i=Q where we

have used the notation ofthe presentpaper. Therefore

thesym m etryconstraintconsidered aboveisalsoapplica-

bleforthegap solutionsobtained in theHubbard m odel.

C .Superconducting T c

In the present section we com pare the pairing tem -

perature Tc de�ned by the gap equation for physical

electrons (27) and that one for holons, Eq.(51). W e

study Tc asa function ofcorresponding chem icalpoten-

tial � = �=W for a given value ofthe pairing interac-

tion � = J=W where allenergiesare m easured in units

ofthe renorm alized halfbandwidth forpairing ferm ions

W = 4~t:

e(k)=
"(k)

W
= 
(k)+ �


0

(k); d(k)=
�(k)

W
; (71)

where � = t0eff=teff .The gap Eqs.(27),(51)(or (56))

can be written in the form

d(k)=
4�

N

X

q


(k � q)d(q)

2[(e(q)� �)2 + d(q)]1=2

� tanh
[(e(q)� �)2 + d(q)]1=2

2T
; (72)

Let us consider Tc(�) for di�erent pairing sym m etry,

d(k)= d� ��(k):

s� wave: �s(k)= (coskx + cosky);

d� wave: �d(k)= (coskx � cosky);

p� wave: �
�

p (k)= (sinkx � sinky): (73)

ByintegratingEq.(72)with thecorrespondingsym m etry

param eter ��(k) we obtain Eq.(72) for T = Tc in the

sam eform forany sym m etry:

1

�
=

1

N

X

k

(��(k))
2

1

2(e(k)� �)
tanh

e(k)� �

2T
(�)
c

=
1

2

Z + 1

� 1

d�

� � �
N �(�)tanh

� � �

2T
(�)
c

; (74)

ifweintroducean e�ectivedensity ofstate(DO S)forthe

corresponding sym m etry,� = s;d;p:

−1 −0.5 0 0.5 1
ε

0

2

4

6

8

N
α
(ε

)

FIG .1. E�ective density ofstates, Eq.(75),for s (solid

line),d (dot-dashed line)and p (dashed line)sym m etry.

N �(�)=
1

N

X

k

(��(k))
2
�(� � e(k)); (75)

which isnorm alized

Z + 1

� 1

d� N�(�)= 1; since
1

N

X

k

(��(k))
2 = 1:

Theresultsofcalculation ofthee�ectiveDO S,Eq.(75),

fordi�erentsym m etry � = s;d;p ispresented on Fig.1

for t0 = 0. From this dependence it is easy to draw a

conclusion thattheTc(�)function willfollow thedepen-

dence N �(�) forcorrespondingsym m etrysincethee�ec-

tivecoupling constantV ’ �N �(�)reachesitsm axim um

value atthe m axim um value ofN �(�). In the logarith-

m icapproxim ation a solution forTc(�),Eq.(74),can be

written in the conventionalBCS form :

Tc ’
p
�(W � �)exp(� 1=V ); V ’ J N�; (76)

butwith theprefactorproportionalto theFerm ienergy,

� = EF which can resultin high-Tc. The highestTc(�)

appearsforthed-wavepairing and thelowestTc(�){ for

thep-wavepairingsincein theform ercasethevan Hove

singularity givesa strong contribution forDO S ([�d(k =

(� �;0))]2 = 4),while in the lattercase itiscom pletely

suppressed ([�p(k = (� �;0))]= 0).Thisestim ation can

bechecked byadirectnum ericalsolution ofEq.(74)(see,

e.g.35;36 and 49 forthe p-wavesym m etry).

V .C O N C LU SIO N

In thepresentpaperweconsidersuperconductingpair-

ingm ediated bytheexchangeinteraction which isgeneric

9



forsystem with strong electron correlationsascuprates.

The m echanism ofthe exchange pairing is the lowering

ofkinetic energy ofelectron pairsdue to theircoherent

hopping between di�erentHubbard subbands.Sincethe

excitation energy ofthishopping ism uch largerthen the

Ferm ienergy the retardation e�ectsin the exchange in-

teraction are negligible39 which results in pairing ofall

electrons (holes) in the conduction band and a high-Tc
proportionalto the Ferm ienergy,Eq.(76).

To obtain estim ation for the superconducting Tc it

is tem pting to use a m ean-�eld approxim ation for the

exchange interaction within the t-J m odel. However,

m eaningfulphysicalresults can be obtained only ifone

takesinto accountstrong electron correlationson a rig-

orous basis which is provided by the Hubbard opera-

tor technique. Any auxilary �eld representations ap-

plied within M FA inevitably violates rigorous com m u-

tation relations for HO which m ay result in unphysical

conclusions.In thepresentpaperwehaveproved thisby

com paring the resultsforsuperconducting gap equation

derived within the slave ferm ion -hard-core boson rep-

resentation,Eq.(29),and HO technique for the G reen

functions(Sec.2.1).In theform erm ethod theprojected

characterofphysicalelectron operatorsisneglected that

resultsin doublecountingofem ptystatesandviolationof

thesum rule,Eq.(62).Thespin-chargeseparation which

occursin M FA,Eqs.(40),(41),resultsin separateequa-

tionsfortwo orderparam etersforspinonsand holonsin-

stead ofoneequation forphysicalelectronsasin theG F

m ethod.Thegap equation (51)forspinlessferm ionshas

only antisym m etricsolutionswhich resultsin thep-wave

gap forthe quasiparticle excitationsin superconducting

state neverobserved in ARPES experim entsin cuprates

and m uch lowerTc then forthe d-wave pairing given by

Eq.(27)forphysicalelectrons.

The obtained results within M FA for the spinless

ferm ion {hard corebosonsin Sec.2appearstobeidenti-

calto the path-integralrepresentation forthe t-J m odel

em ployed in Ref.32.Thereforethelatterresultshavethe

sam e
awsasdiscussed abovewhich castsdoubtson ap-

proachesbased on theideaofspin-chargeseparation.Vi-

olation ofthe localconstraintin the two-band Hubbard

m odelm ay lead also to unphysicalresults,as shown in

Ref.50.
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