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A com parison ofm icroscopic theories of superconductivity in the lin it of strong electron correlations
is presented. W e consider resuls for the two-dim ensional t-J m odel obtained w ithin the profction
technique for the G reen functions in tem s of the H ubbard 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 for ferm ions is inadequate.

I. NTRODUCTION

A mechanian of high-tem perature superconductivity
In cuprates is still unresolved since strong electron cor-
relations in copper-oxygen planes prevent from applying
well established m ethods of band structure calculations
developed for conventional m etals. An im portant rok
of electron correlations in cuprates was initially stressed
by A nderson® who proposed to consider them w ithin the
fram ework of the Hubbard m odel or the so-called t-J
m odelw hich ©llow s from the H ubbard m odelin the lim i
of strong correlations. To study these m odels, a ot of
num erical work have been done?” though the obtained
results are still controversial. For instance, a robust d—
wave pairihg was cbserved for the tJ m odel’, whik a
long-range order w as not found in the original H ubbard
m odel®

In analytical approaches m ostly a m ean— eld theory
M FA) was applied in studies of the Hubbard m odel or
the t-J m odel. T he resonating valencebond RV B) state
in the tJ m odelw as proposed by B askaran et al® where
superconductivity was cbtained as a resul of spin corre—
lations Induced by the superexchange interaction. Sin —
ilar results were found by Cyrot’ for superconducting
pairing m ediated by superexchange interaction. To over-
com e the problem of strong correlations in the t-J m odel
and nonfermn jonic com m utation relations for the physical
electron operators a number of auxilary eld represen-
tations was proposed (see, eg.? 3?). However, in these
m ethods usually a spin-charge separation is assum ed for
soinon and holon elds which violates rigorous restric—
tions In posed by nonferm ionic com m utation relations as
the "no double occupancy" constraint which m ay result
in unphysical conclusions.

A reliable analytical approach to dealw ith strong cor-
relations in the Hubbard or the tJ m odel is based on
the G reen finction m ethods In tem s of the Hubbard
operators which rigorously preserve the non-ferm ionic
comm utation relations®®. Here we m ay m ention our re-
sultsbased on the M oritype pro gction technique for the
G reen finctions®® 3% and the diagram technique calcula—
tionsby Izyum ov et al373® | T hese approachesenable one

to gobeyond M FA by taking Into account selfenergy cor—
rections. For instance, a num erical solution ofthe D yson
equation M*® revealed a non Fem iliquid behavior in the
nom al state at low doping and the d-wave supercon—
ductivity m ediated by the exchange and spin— uctuation
pairihg. In the recent paper’® a m icroscopical theory of
superconductivity in CuO , layerw ithin the e ective two—
band p-d Hubbard m odel in the strong correlation lim it
was developed. It hasbeen proved that theM FA for the
Hubbard m odelresults in the antiferrom agnetic exchange
d-w ave pairing w hich is equivalent to pairing observed in
thetd modelin M FA .

In the present paper w e com pare the resuls for the t-J
m odel obtained w ithin the G reen function GF) m ethod
in tem s of the Hubbard operators’® 3¢ and by apply—
ing the slave-ferm jon hard-boson representation?’ forthe
RVB state. Ik will be shown that the latter approach
results in an odd-sym m etry p-wave pairing for the spin-
less form ions as In the path-integral representation in>?
w hich contradicts to known num ericaland analyticalcal-
culations. It casts doubts on the validity of spin-charge
separation approach in studying superconducting pairing
In the tJ model.

In the next Section we present brie y the resultsofthe
proction technique or the GF3° for the t-J m odel. Tn
Sec.3 superconducting pairing w ithin the slave-ferm ion
representation for the Hubbard operators is considered.
Resuls and discussions are given in Sec.4. Concluding
rem arks are in Sec.b5.

II.GREEN FUNCTION M ETHOD
A .Dyson Equation for the t-0J M odel

In the present Section we consider superconducting
pairing in the tJ model by applying the GF tech—
nique®? 3%, The t-J m odel in the standard notation'?4?
reads:

X X
He 7= t al a5 +J
6 3; hiji

1
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where & = a; (I np ) are projcted operators for
physical electrons, oy = ai a; isthe number opera-
torand 8; = (1=2) . al, o;508is0 Are spin-1/2 opera-

tors. Here t is e ective transfer integraland J is antifer—
rom agnetic exchange energy fora pairofnearest neighbor
soins, hiji; i> j .

To take into acocount on a rigorous basis the pro fcted
character of electron operators we em ploy the Hubbard
operator technique. The Hubbard operators HO) are
de ned as X; = Jj; ihi; j for three possiblk states
J; 1 ata lattice site i: oran em pty site 3;0i and fora
singly occupied site ji; i by an electron wih soin =2
(= 1, = ). They cbey the com pleteness relation

X
X%+ x, =1; @)

1 1

which rigorously preserves the constraint of no double
occupancy. The spin and density operators in Eq.(l) are
expressed by HO as

1X X
S; =X, ; Si=- X; ; ni= X, @ @
The HO obey the HOllowing muliplication rule
X, X; = X, and commutation relations
h i
Xi ;Xj = i3 Xi Xi H (4)

w here the upper sign stands for the the Ferm ilke HO
@s,e.g, X f ) and the lower sign for the Bose-like op—
erators (as the soin and num ber operators in Eqg. (3) ).

By using the H ubbard operator representation wew rite
the Ham iltonian of the t-J m odel (1) in a m ore general
fom :

X X
Hy ;= 35X 3 °x J X,
i6 5; i
lX
+Z Jij Xl Xj Xl Xj : ®)
i J;

T he electron hopping energy for the nearest neighbors,
tis = t, and the second neighbors, i3 = t, on a 2D

square lattice, and the exchange interaction Ji53 = J for
the nearest neighbors®3 can be considered as ndependent
param eters if, starting from a m ore realistic for copper
oxides three-band p-d m odel’*, we reduce it to the t-J
m odel’?. In that case the param eters t;t° and J can be
evaliated In tem s of the original param eters of the pd
model (see, eg.*%%). W e Introduced also the chem ical

potential which can be calculated from the equation
for the average num ber of electrons
X
n=In;i= X, i: (6)

To discuss the superconducting pairing w ithin the
m odel (5) we Introduce the N am bu notation for HO :

and consider the m atrix GF

0

“ gll glz
Gy € O=th s ©F F & L

Gijl Gijz (7)

)ii=

w here Zubarev’s notation for the anticomm utator GF is
used?’ .

By di erentiating the GF (7) over the tine t we get
for the Fourier com ponent the follow Ing equation

16y ()= 0+ J o5 s @®)

Q
0 Q
X 2%+ X, i. Since we consider a spin-singlet state the
correlation function Q = Q =1 n=2 dependsonly on
the average num ber of electrons (6).
Now, we profct the m any{particle GF In (8) on the
origihal single{electron G F

whereZ; = [ 3 ;H]1,Q wih Q =

X
By j ji= Enpmo, 3 oid
1
+wh Y 5t g ©)

w here the irreducble (irr) part of the m any{particlk op—
erator ZAi is de ned by the equation
X

N (irr) |

heZ ;L gi= hfZ; Eg 15 {gi=0;

1

w hich results in the de nition of the frequency m atrix

By =hfl s ;H); §giQ ' (10)
Now we can introduce the zero{order GF in the general
ized M FA which is given by the frequency m atrix (10)

Gh ()=0Qf!n sy Eiygl: a1

To derive the D yson equation for the singl-electron
GF (7) wewrite down an equation ofm otion for the irre—
ducble part ofthe GF in (9) w ith respect to the second

tine t” or the right{hand side operator } (). Then
perform ing the sam e profction procedure as In Eq. (9)
we obtain the D yson equation for the GF in the form

X
)y=238% 1)+

ij

% )
k1l

S " M6y () a2

w here the self{energy operator "1 (1) isde ned by the
equation

X
")+

k1

A

Ty ()= "y “a (MG )Ty () a3)

H ere the scattering m atrix is given by



+

'fij (1)=0 1anx\jfirr) jz/\j(:lrr) Jl| 0 1: 14)

From Eq. (13) it Pllow s that the selfenergy operator is
given by the irreducible part ofthe scatteringm atrix (14)
that has no parts connected by the single zero-order G F
11):

“u o= tEEET A o T as)
Equations (11), (12) and (15) give an exact representa—
tion forthe single{electron GF (7). How ever, to solve the
selfconsistent system of equations one has to Introduce
an approxin ation for the m any{particle GF in the self-
energy m atrix (15) which describes inelastic scattering of
electrons on spin and charge uctuations.

B . SelfC onsistent E quations

Here we derive a selfconsistent system ofequations in
M FA . To calculate the frequency m atrix (10) we use the
equation ofm otion forthe HO :

'd+ x? XtB x 0’
= i = 4151 04
dt Lo
1X 0 0
+§ JnB1 o Xy 7 (16)
1;0

w here we Introduced the operator

B o= (XEO+ X, ) o +Xy 0
1 z
= (1 Eni+ S{) o +8; o : @7)

T he B oselike operator (17) descrbes electron scattering
on spin and charge uctuations caused by the kinem atic
Interaction (the st term in (16)) and by the exchange
soin-spin Interaction (the second term in (16)).

By perform ing comm utations in (10) we get for the
nom aland the anom alousparts ofthe frequency m atrix:

X

Ei = gt o ftarX "X [ 30
1
E Ccs
+ 2Jj_1(Q 1+ 4=0)g
cs 1 O0x 0 4
5 Q+ 5=Q) EJithj X3 170 (18)
12 % 0 %0 0 x0
ESF = 4 = 3 tX; X, X; X 70
1
1 0 0 0 0
EJijhx.l X § X; Xy =0 : (19

Here in calculation of the correlation function for the
nom al com ponent of the frequency m atrix:

X
l'Bi OBj 0o 1=

0

1 L1 . .
h Eni+ Sl)(l Enj+ Sj)+ Si Sjl

_ } . E Y QL= 2 cs
=hl Sn)@ Snyi+ MiSsi= 07 +

ij 7

w e Introduce the charge—and soin— uctuation correlation
functions

o= }h n; nyi+ hS;Ssi;
i3 g 23l 7
wih n = n; hnyi. Further we neglect the charge

uctuations, h n; n;i’ 0, but take into account spin
correlations given by spin correlation functions for the
nearest ( ;5) and the next-nearest ( ,5) neighbor lattice
sites:
1s = BSiSita,17 26 = BSiSira, 17 (20)
wherea; = ( &; g)anday= (& g ). In a para—
m agnetic state assum ed here they depend only on the
distance between the lattice sites.
In the k—representation for the GF

X L
G &il)= Gy (e *I;
J
we get for the zero-orderGF (11):
CO;1)=0fl% (& ~3  hg "
A+ M ~)A + A
_ 2o (" )3 _ x L, 1)
! M ~F J.7F

where %; ™N; 75 are the Paulim atrices. T he quasipar-
ticle energy "x and the renom alized chem icalpotential
~ = In the M FA are de ned by the frequency

m atrix (18)
2J X
"« = tk) N &k 9Ng ; (22)
q
1 X
=y t@Ng  20@=2 1=0); @3)
q
where J(@) = 47 @); tk) = 4t k) + 42 °k)
w ith k) = (1=2)(cosaq + cosayg) , °k) =

cosay Gk Ccosay g, , whilke the renom alized hopping inte-
gralis given by
ls:Q 2)

2s=0%): 24)

tk)=4t k)Q 1+
+ 42 k) @+

T he average num ber of electrons in Egs. (22), (23) In the
krepresentation is w ritten in the fom :

ng, =M,’%2 i= QN

7

Tt should be pointed out that the renom alization of the
hopping param eter (24) caused by the soin correlation



functions (20) are essential at low doping when short-
range antiferrom agnetic correlations are strong. For in—
stance, for hole doping =1 n'’ 005 and Q =
1+ )=2'" 053 the correlation fiinctions are estin ated
as’®: 15’ 03; 3’ 02; which results in com plete
suppression of the nearest neighbors hopping, while the
next-neighbor hopping is quite large:

teer = tQ L+ 15=0°%1" 0;

Lorr =00+

26=02%1" 09¢%:
For large doping the antiferrom agnetic correlations are
suppressed and the nearest neighbor hopping prevails:
terr=ters * =° 1.

The superconducting gap , I Eg. (21) is de ned
by the anom alous com ponent of the the frequency m a—
trix (19):

2 X
NQ

1 0 0 =
k t@) EJ(k aIX " Xg 4 @25)

q

T here are two contributions in Eq. (25) given by the k-
Independent kinem atic interaction t(q) and the exchange
Interaction J &k g). The kinam atic interaction gives
no contribution to the d-wave pairing in M FA , Eq. 25)

(see®*), and we disregard it I the fllow ing equations’®.
T he anom alous correlation finction in Eqg. (25) can be

easily calculated from the anom alouspartoftheGFE (21):

Eq

i= Q—2X tanh ;
2T

2F 4 e

which results in the BC S—type equation for the gap func—
tion:

; Ik

1 X
N @7)

q)—q ‘canhE—q ;
. 2FE 4 21’

where Exy = [("« ~F+ j , FI2 isthe quasiparti-
cle energy In the superconducting state. A s was proved
in3?, the retardation e ects for the exchange interaction
are negligble and therefore there is no restriction in in-
tegration over the energy in Eq. (27). It means that all
electrons In the conduction band participate n the su—
perconducting pairing contrary to the BC S equation for
the electron-phonon m odel w here the energy integration
and pairing are restricted to a narrow energy shellofthe
order of the phonon energy close to the Fermm ienergy.

T he equation (27) is identicalto the results in M FA of
the diagram technique®’, w hile the gap equation obtained
in*® hasan additionalfactorQ = (I n=2) which is spu-
rious. T his factorappears ifwe apply a sin ple decoupling
procedure in the equation ofm otion (16) for GF instead
of the progction technique given by Eq. (10). W riting
the bosonic operators in the exchange interaction as a
product of two fem jonic operators: X; = X;°X?
and perform ing decoupling of the ferm ionic operators:

Hx, %% ) x?
) x!

X, %% ) x ) o9x %,

x? x{ inx,© 9x 04 ; ©8)
we obtain the sam eequation (27) forthe gap fiinction but
w ith the additional Q —factor at the right hand side. In
the decoupling we m iss the nom alization factor for the
correlation fiinctions in the denom inator ofthe frequency
m atrix, Eq. (10), which cancelsout w ith Q in the num er-
ator of the corresponding GF (21). So, a rigorousway to
apply M FA wih a proper account of progcted charac—
ter of HO is to use the profction technique as discussed
above.

T he selfenergy contribution (15) in the second orderof
the the kinem atic interaction is considered ¢ whik i is
om itted in 37. A s discussed :n3%3%, it m ediates the spin—

uctuation pairing and resultsin nite lifetim ee ects for
the quasiparticle spectrum giving rise to an incoherent
contribution to the singleparticle density of states. Here
we shallnot discuss fiirther these selfenergy e ects since
for com parison the GF approach w ith the slave-ferm ion
technique it will be su cient to consider only M FA for
the gap equation 7).

III. SLAVE-FERM ION APPROACH
A . Slave-ferm ion representation

A number of auxilary eld representations has been
proposed so far (see, eg.? 3?). In the slaveboson
m ethod® ° the procted electron operator is expressed
as a product of the auxiliary Bose eld for the charge
degree of freedom (holon) and the Fem i eld for the
soin degree of freedom (spinon). The main problem in
this approach is the so called constraint in posed by pro—
“ected character of electronic operators in the t-J m odel
w hich prohibits double occupancy of any lattice site. To
treat the constraint a site-dependent Lagrangem ultiplier
is Introduced. H ow ever, to sole the problem theM FA is
usually applied and the Lagrange m ultiplier is taken to
be independent on the lattice site so the local constraint
is replaced by a global one w ith uncontrollable conse—
quences. In the slave-ferm ion m ethod the charge degree
of freedom is represented by spinless ferm ion operators,
while to descrbe the spin degree of freedom the Bose

eld (Schw ingerbosons'® 22 or spin operators’® ?7) are
used. The Schw Inger boson representation though be—
ing physically m eaningfill for the H eisenberg m odel!i1?
gives poor resuls for the doped case: the antiferrom ag—
netic ground state persists up to very high doping and
it does not reproduce the large Fem 1 surface as In the
slave-boson m ethod. In the slave ferm ion and spin oper—
ator representation the m agnetic properties of the m odel
are descrbed 1n a m ore reliable way (see, eg.2>2%31),

Below we consider the slave-ferm jon hard-core (CP1)
boson representation proposed in?’ and later on em -
ployed n?® 3! to mvestigate di erent physical proper—



ties of cuprates w ithin the t-J m odel. It has som e ad—
vantage since the constraint of no double occupancy can
be fiul lled w ithout Introducing the Lagrange m ultiplier.
To decouple the charge and soin degrees of freedom for
physical electrons the HO in the theory?’ is represented
as a product of a spinless ferm ion hJir for the charge de—
gree of freedom (holon) and a hard-core boson by for
the soin degree of freedom (spinon):

b; @9)

0 _ 47t . 0 _ .
X;y =h/b; X;"=h;b ;

1

w hich have the follow Ing com m utation relations:

hihj+ hshi = 45 bib  Bb = 5350 25b):
T he hard-corebosonsare P aulioperatorsw hich com m ute
on di erent lattice sites and anticom m ute on the same
lattice site prohdbiting double occupancy. The Pauli op—
erators can be also represented by the spin-lowering S;
and spin-raising S; operators for spin-1=2 :

b, =S ;bw=S8,;

1

or b, =S;;b =5

T he on-site electron local constraint

X X X
x, %7 = X; = hh] b b
=hh]{ =1 Hh; 1 (30)

issatis ed here since forthe P aulioperatorsat any lattice
site we have the equation

X

b, by =8S/s, +S,58] =1; (31)

and the spinless holon num ber n "’ = h! h; can be equal
to 1l orO0.

However, the spin-charge separation in posed by the
representation (29) results n extra degrees of freedom :
a spin 1=2 is assigned to any lattice site including an
em pty site, whilk in the HO representation, Eq. @), we
have only 3 states: an empty state and a lked state
wih spin  1=2. To cure this defect one should introduce
a pro fction operator to exclide the unphysical states’’
(T he sam e applies to other slave-ferm ion soin operator
representations as in?® 2°). O therw ise the com m utation
relations for the orignalHO ,Eqg. (4), and their represen—
tation, Eq. 29), willgive di erent resuls. For instance,
for the physical electrons w hich are described by HO we
have

f%f;xiogzxf%xi =1 X, ;
and nfx ! ;x,%i=2 mi=1+ ; 32)
w here the hole doping concentration =1 n. Ifwe

use the representation (29) then we can w rite the com —
m utation relations as

£x 0

iX;°g=fhib jhb g

= hXTL hi+ 1 2K hyb, b
and fhi b ;hyb, g=1 K hy;  (33)
while direct calculation ofthe sum over gives
X X
fh] b ;h;b g=h] hy b b
+ hih] b, by = fh] ;hig= 1; (34)

where we have used Eq. (31). For the average values in
Egs. (33),(34) we get, respectively,
X

hfth{ by ;h;bl gi= 1 My hii=1 ;

X

hfth{ by ;h;b; gi= 1; (35)

w hich contradicts to the rigorousresult orHO ,Eq. (32).
So the double counting of em pty sites results in contro-—
versialequation for an average num ber ofelectronsw hich
is therefore valid only w ith 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®. For this we should write the Bose-
like soin operators in the exchange energy in Hy 5 (5)
as a product of two singleparticle Fem i-like operators:
X, =X,;°%? and introduce the shglkt operators

1

] 1
b, Qj=p—§(xi°*x§’ x{ x{):

(36)
Then usingM FA forthe singlet operators in the exchange
Interaction of the t-J model we get the RVB e ective
Ham ilttonian:

_ 1% + + ++ _ 1% +
Ho=3 Iyl Xy XiTXy )= o Jgbyby
i6 3 i6 3

’ 1 X + +
2 Ji; Bibiy+ biBy  ByF @7
i6 3
w here we introduced the RVB order param eter:
") \ 1 0+ <, 0 0 0+
B Bij = l’bijl= p:th X Xi X:Ti: (38)

ij 2 j j

Here we should point out that in M FA (37) a decoupling
ofthe H ubbard operatorson the sam e lattice site isused:

0 0 0
i Xy Xy
) X FOx ., % x? ; (39)

i j j i 7

x{ x, " =x{%



w hich isnotunique and results in uncontrollable approxi-

m ation since the H ubbard operators obey the m ultiplica-

tion mule: X; X, = X, ,and any interm ediate state
can be used In the decoupling.

To cbtain a selfconsistent equation for the order pa—
ram eter we assum e a spin-charge separation as it is usu-
ally done in the slaveparticle m ethods by applying a de—
coupling of spinon and holon degrees of freedom intro—
duced n Eqg. 29):

1 + + + + .
B ij = p—zl’hl bi"hj bj# hl bj_#hj bj"l
’ + ot 1 : + o
hhi hj lp—il’bi"bj# b#bj"l Fij ij; (40)
1
by = P (i bvhiby  Hbyhiby) ” hihl’y: @1)

W ithin these approxin ations we obtain the e ective
Ham ittonian for holons

X X
Hp ' ti5hihj h;h]
i6 5 i
l X PR + + +
> Jiy Ghyhiih] RS + hyhgthD b D)) @2)
i6 5

w here the e ective hopping param eter and the exchange
energy are given by
5 = tyy Mo bye + by byyi= tyyhs] S5 + 8, sii

1
1] 2
To obtain a phase diagram for the RVB order param e~
ter By; = FJ5 ' 45 as a function of tem perature T and
holke doping one should solve a selfconsistent system of
equations for the both order param eters, holon F;; and
spinon ' iy ones. Here we consider only equations for
the holon order param eter by suggesting that there ex—
istsa region of (T; ) where the soinon order param eter
is nonzero.

Introducing k-vector representation for the correlation
functions:

Jiy=Ji5 9 55 = Ty~ For by lplbyrif : 43)

11X
Fij = hhihji= —_— el(k @ j))F (k)
N k
i X
= N snk@ JPhHh yi; 44)
k
1 . 1 X ik (i 3)
"y = p—szi"bj# by byni= N e " Kk)
k
ai¥ ] .
=N snk@ JPe=Hxrb xsi; @5)
. 2
the H am ittonian (42) can be w ritten in k-space as
X
Hn= " k) h)h}t hy
k
1X b,
> f &h"  h + k)hyh yg; (46)

w here the chem ical potential for holons 4 = and
the holon spectrum " (k) according to Eq. (43) isw ritten
In the orm (cf. Eq. (24)):
"k)=tk)= 4t k)2hS{ S, i
+ 4t k)2s] s, 4 @7)

Herewe assum ed that the spin correlation functionshave
swave symmetry, ed, i a, = i oa, - W € also ntro-
duced the holon gap fiinction de ned by the equation

X

Ik 48)

Q) Hyh i

q

In Egs. (47), (48) we used notation "(k); k) Por the
holon spectrum and the holon gap to distinguish them
from that ones of physical electrons in Sec.22.

T he nom al and anom alous correlation functions can
be easily calculated for the BC S—type Ham iltonian (46):

i hgi= = 1 D heyp 2@y
2 E @) 2T
. ) E
F @)= hhgh 4i= 2E(q(q) tanh Zfl?q); (50)
where the quasipartical spectrum E k) = [("(k)

)2+ J k)j?1? . From these equations Hllow the self-
consistent equations for the gap function and the average
num ber of holes which de nes the holon chem ical po—

tential h .
1X @) E @)
= — h ; 1
k) N Tk q)2E (q)tan o7 (51)
11X,
= N_ l'hq hql
q
X n
_ 1 1 @) h tanhE (q): 52)
N 2 E @)

T hese equations are identical to the results obtained in3?

w here the path-integral representation for the t-J m odel
wasapplied and an e ective BC S-type H am iltonian anal-
ogous to Eq. (46) was derived. Starting from the M FA

for RVB order param eter as n Eq. (37), the authors in—
troduced M FA for the spinon auxilary eld that resulted

In the spincharge separation as In our Eq. (41). There-
fore, we have proved that the resuls of the path-integral
representation for the t-J em ployed :n Ref3? are equiva—
lent to the M FA for the slave ferm ion —hard-core boson
approach considered in this section.

C .H olon G reen functions

To avoid uncontrollable approxin ation caused by the
decoupling of the H ubbard operators on the sam e lattice



site In Eqg. (39) used in M FA ©OrRVB state In the Ham ik
tonian (37), In the present section we consider pro jction
technique for the holon GF for the spinon-holon m odel
By using the spinless ferm ion hard-core boson represen—
tation (29) wew rite the H am iltonian ofthe t-J m odel (5)
as follow s:

X
Hy 5= tish;hl S S5 + 8, SI)

i6 5

X + X + .+

h;hi = Ji3 hihyhi hy

i i6 J

+ + + +

& s, s si)eis; s s8i): (63)

To obtain equation for the holon GF we apply the pro-
“ection technique descridbed In Sec. 2.1. By introducing
them atrix GF for holon operators:

Hhi ©h) @il hhy © 5y )il
Hhi ©h) @i thi ©h; O

1

e OH-= ;
w e can obtain equation ofm otion forthe GF asdiscussed
In Sec.2.1 (seeEgs. 8){ (11)). For the zero-order GF in

M FA we get the follow ing result:

| A n A ~ A
GO0 gy o 2 o+ (k) h)3+.~(k).1; 54)
12 k) n)? 37k) 32

w here the the holon dispersion and the gap function are
given by the equations:

X

1
) = Tk £f7°  q) J°0)ghhf hqi; (55)

q

k)= Ik

1 X
N q)iyh 41: (56)

q

In com parison wih M FA for RVB state considered pre-
viously, In the GF approach we obtain additional renor-
m alization for the holon dispersion, Egq. (47), whik the
gap equation has the same form , Eq. 48), but wih a
di erent renom alized exchange interaction:

1 .
I = Jijghﬁi* s; s sifi
1
= Jy (g st G7)

By using equation of m otion m ethod instead of M FA
for RVB state we m anaged to take into account spinon
correlations In the e ective holon interaction (57) and
obtained a sinpl fomula for i by using the identi-
ties: S{ S; = 0;S; S{ = (1=2) S in the last equa-
tion. From Eq. (57) we get the follow ing estim ation for
the e ective exchange energy for the nearest neighbors:
J%7 05
S sii=

S sii= 0, respectively.

025)J ifwe assum e the AFM Neelphase:
1=4 or com pletely neglect AFM correlations:

IV.RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
A . Spectraldensity

Spectraldensity forphysicalelectron excitations in the
Iower Hubbard subband within the t-J m odel which is
de ned by the equation

o _ l 0 . Quas .
A k;!)= ImhiX ) X, iy (58)

satis es the sum rule:

71

X X

d'A k;!)=  hix? ;x,%i

1

=20=1+ : (59)

In theM FA forthe GF in tem softhe HO ,Eq. 1), we
get:

A k;!')=0Qux (! KE)+Qw (! +E); (60)
where

1 "~ _1 M~
uk—2(l+ E, )i Vk 2(1 TE, ):  (61)

In MFA the spectral density (60) satis es the sum
rule (59) but have no nooherent background which ap-
pears if one takes into acoount the selfenergy corrections
as shown in Ref3°,

In the soinon-holon representation (29) the spectral
density, as ©ollow s from Eqg. (35), does not cbey the sum
rule (59):

x
d!A(Sh)(k")=

1
1

X ? 1 + +

= dl f “mhh! b b i.: g

1

X

= hfth{ by ;h;b] gi= 1 orl): (62)

M FA for the spinon-holon GF in Eq. (62) results In the
soin-charge separation which de nes the spectral den-
sity (62) as a convolution of the anticom m utator holon
and the com m utator spinon GF?28:

1x 2% dld!,
A k.1)y= = - e
! N 22 T
q
fanh (11 =2T ) + coth (! ,=2T )]

i, i, MmiS, IS, ii,: (63)

In this representation the spectral density of physical
electron excitations is given by a superposition of the



spectral density for spinless ferm ion (holon) excitations
and a background produced by spin excitations?®. In
M FA the holon spectraldensity in the paired state below
T. isde ned by the GF (54):

) _ 1 o
AN (Kk;!)= —Imhh, Jhpiii+;
=wm (+E &N+ w (¢ E&)); (64)
where E' k) = [(*k) 1)+ J~k) J*I'? is the quasi-

particke energy and wy ; vk aregiven by Eq. (61) butw ith
quasiparticle energies for holons. The spectral density
of electron excitations ism easured in the angle-resolved
photoen ission ARPES) experim ents which provide in—
form ation conceming the symm etry of the gap function.
A's discussed below, the symm etry of superconducting
gap function ¢ de ned by Eq. (27) appears to be d-
wave, whilk the holon gap function () in Eqg. (51)
has odd sym m etry ofthe p-type as in the triplt pairing.
Thisp-wavegap sym m etry hasneverobserved N ARPES
experin ents In cuprates.

B .G ap symm etry

Form odelsw ith strong electron correlationsthe s-wave
com ponent of superconducting gap m ust be strongly sup—
pressed due to on-site C oulom b correlations. For the tJ
model £ ollow s from the constraint of no double occu-—
pancy on a single site given by the identity:

1 X
he, &, i= N_ K, ¢y, 1i=0; (65)
k
for the physical electron operators ¢;; = ¢; (I n; ).

Since the anom alous correlation function h&; ¢ ; 1iis
proportionalto the gap function (), Eq. (65) In poses
a certain constraint on the symm etry of the gap func-
tion. In particular, for the solution (26) n M FA Eq. (65)
reads®*3°
X
x?x?i=

0 .
hX a q

q Eq
—% tanh -2 = 0: (66)
2F 4 2T

1
N
a
Q X
N
Fora tetragonallattice theFem isurface F'S) is nvariant
under the C -axis rotation in the k-space and therefore
to satisfy the condition (66) for E4 > 0 the gap function
4 should change is sign along the FS. It m eans that
the symm etric swave solution, s ®&xiky) / (cosg +
cosq,) , doesnot t Eq. (66), whilke the d-wave solution
with Big or Bpg symmetry, 4 &kxiky) = a &y iky),
satisfy the condition (66). In general, Eqg. (66) should
be considered as a constraint on the symm etry of the
gap function in the superconducting phase and solutions
which violate this constraint should be disregarded.

N ow we considerthe sym m etry ofthe spinon and holon
order param eters. T he condition (65) for the RVB order
param eter reads

1X 1X .\
— B(k)=N— "k  a)F @)= 0; (67)

k kg

N

which also In poses a constraint on the symm etry of the
soinon and holon order param eters. Since the symm e—
try of the holon pairing order param eter, Eq. (44), for
soinless ferm ions is odd, In posed by their anticom m uta—
tion relations, it results in the odd symm etry of the gap

k) n Eg. 48). For a tetragonal lattice the symm e~
try is given by the odd two-dim ensional irreducible rep—
resentation E,; which can be m odelled by the fiinction:

k)/ , k)= (shk, sink) asi thepwavetrplt
pairing. The sam e holds for the spinon order param eter
nhEqg. @45,  k)/ , &).

The RVB order param eter B j; = hojji= ' -ljF.:j asa
product of tw o antisym m etric order param etersw ith E
symm etry has either A (s-wave) or B4 ([d-wave) sym —
metry. Namely, if we adopt only the nearest neighbor
pairing for both the order param eters:

4

5= " giva, £ 550+ a, 31 ax) (551+ ay i ay )97
ot .
Fij - Fi;j_+ ay f( J;it ax Jii ax ) (j;i+ ay i ay )gr

then for the Fourier transform ofthe RVB order param —

eterwe get
X X
B k)= "k QF @=2b fsinke gq)
q q
sink  g)gfsing singg
= Db(cosk  cosk) (68)

where b = 4, F.,_ and the sign + ( ) in the

last line corresponds to the sam e (di erent) signs in the
rst line. The solution (68) satis es the oopdjtjon 67)

fr both the s- and d-wave symm etry: «B k) /

« (cosky cosk,;) = 0.

H owever, the explicit solution for the holon order pa—
ram eter (50) show s its m ore com plicated k-dependence
w hich provesthat the frequently used m odel for the near—
est neighbor pairing is lnadequate. For the solution (50)
the condition (67) for the RVB order param eter reads:

"k QF @)=
kq
X +
_ , @ E@ _ .
= o k q)2E @ oT 0; (69)

which also in poses a requirem ent on the symm etry of
the singlet RVB) order param eter which should have
only the dwave symm etry, B (ky;ky) = B (ikx), to
satisfy this condition.

Tt is interesting to com pare results for the gap equa—
tion derived n M FA for the tJ m odel and that one for



the Hubbard m odel. By applying the progction tech-
nique forthe GF for the Hubbard m odelone can get the

ollow ing equation for the gap fiinction (see, eg.>’):

i/ X PN ji= hoyonN ji; (70)
w here we have used the identiy for the Hubbard oper-
ators, X % = X E#X fz = cyar . From Eq. (70) Blows
that the pairing occurs on one lattice site but in the dif-
ferent H ubbard subbands. By using equation ofm otion
PrtheGF hiX 2 () N 5 (%) ii the anom alous correlation
function hX YN ji can be calculated w ithout any decou-
pling that results in the sam e gap equation asin theM FA

frthe tJ modef’: 5 = JyyK ) X§ i=Q0 wherewe
have used the notation of the present paper. T herefore
the sym m etry constraint considered above is also applica—
bl for the gap solutions obtained In the H ubbard m odel.

C . Superconducting T ¢

In the present section we com pare the pairing tem -
perature T. de ned by the gap equation for physical
electrons (27) and that one for holons, Eq. (61). We
study T, as a finction of corresponding chem ical poten—
tial = =W for a given value of the pairing interac—
tion = J=W where allenergies are m easured in units
of the renom alized halfbandw idth for pairing ferm ions
W = 4¢t:

" (k) 0 k)
©+ k) dk)= —

(71)

where = €, .=ter¢ . Thegap Egs. (27), (51) (or (56))
can be w ritten in the form

g4 X d
agy = L k  @d@ _
N 2[e@) ¥+ d@)]
1=2
cann (€@ §+ d@)] ; a2)
2T

Let us consider T.( ) for di erent pairing symm etry,
dk)=d k):

s wave: g(k)= (cosky + cosky);
d wave: 4(k)= (coskg cosk;);
p wave: , k)= (shky shhk): (73)

By integrating E g. (72) w ith the corresponding sym m etry
parameter () we obtain Eq. (72) or T = T. in the
sam e form for any symm etry:

X
i_1 ( &))? tanhe(k)()
N 2€k) ) 2T,
lZ +1
= E ) —N ( )tal’thC(); (74)

ifwe introduce an e ective density ofstate DO S) forthe
corresponding symm etry, = s;d;p:

N, (€)

FIG.1l. E ective density of states, Eq. (75), for s (solid
line), d (dot-dashed line) and p (dashed line) symm etry.

1 X 5
N oO= 0 &) ek); (75)
k
which is nom alized
Z 41 1 X
d N ()=1; shoe — ( ®K)=1

1 k

The results of calculation ofthe e ective DO S, Eqg. (75),

fordi erent symmetry = s;d;p ispresented on Fig.1

ort®= 0. From this dependence it is easy to draw a
conclusion that the T ( ) function w ill ollow the depen—
dence N () forcorresponding sym m etry since thee ec—
tive coupling constantV / N ( ) reachesitsm axin um

valie at the m axinum value ofN ( ). In the logarith—
m ic approxin ation a solution orT.( ), Eqg. (74), can be
w ritten in the conventionalBC S fom :

p

T.' W Jexp( 1=V); V' JIN; (76)

but w ith the prefactor proportionalto the Fem ienergy,
= Ep which can result in high-T.. The highest T, ( )
appears for the d-w ave pairing and the lowest T, ( ) { or
the p—wave pairing since in the form er case the van H ove
sihqularity gives a strong contribution orDOS ([ 4k =
( ;003 = 4),whik in the latter case i is com pletely
suppressed ([, k = ( ;0))]= 0). Thisestim ation can
be checked by a direct num ericalsolution ofE q. (74) (see,

eg3%3% and 4° for the p-wave symm etry).

V.CONCLUSION

In the present paper w e consider superconducting pair-
Ingm ediated by the exchange Interaction w hich is generic



for system w ith strong electron correlations as cuprates.
The m echanian of the exchange pairing is the lowering
of kinetic energy of electron pairs due to their coherent
hopping between di erent Hubbard subbands. Since the
excitation energy ofthis hopping ism uch larger then the
Fem ienergy the retardation e ects in the exchange in—
teraction are negligblk®® which results in pairing of all
electrons (oles) in the conduction band and a high-T.
proportionalto the Fem ienergy, Eq. (76).

To obtain estin ation for the superconducting T. it
is tem pting to use a m ean- eld approxin ation for the
exchange interaction wihin the t-J model. However,
m eaningfiil physical results can be obtained only if one
takes into account strong electron correlations on 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 the present paper we have proved this by
com paring the resuls for superconducting gap equation
derived w ithin the slave ferm ion —hard-core boson rep—
resentation, Eq. (29), and HO technique for the G reen
functions (Sec.2.1). In the form erm ethod the pro gcted
character of physical electron operators is neglected that
results in double counting ofem pty statesand violation of
the sum rule, Eq. (62). T he spin-charge separation which
occursin M FA , Egs. (40), (41), resuls in separate equa—
tions for tw o order param eters for spinons and holons in—
stead of one equation for physicalelectronsas in the GF
m ethod. The gap equation (51) for spinless ferm ions has
only antisym m etric solutionswhich results in the p-wave
gap for the quasiparticle excitations In superconducting
state never observed n ARPE S experin ents in cuprates
and much lower T, then for the d-wave pairing given by
Eqg. (27) for physical electrons.

The obtained results within MFA for the spinless
ferm ion { hard corebosons in Sec. 2 appears to be denti-
calto the path-integral representation for the t-J m odel
em ployed in Ref3?. T herefore the latter resuls have the
sam e aw s as discussed above w hich casts doubts on ap—
proachesbased on the idea of spin-charge separation. V i-
olation of the local constraint In the two-band Hubbard
modelm ay lad also to unphysical results, as shown in
Refd0,
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