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Spin and hole excitations are investigated in the doped two-dimensional (2D) antiferromagnets de-
scribed by the ¢-J model based on the spin-wave approximation. The polarizability of spin excitations is
found to be consistent with the marginal-Fermi-liquid hypothesis. As a consequence, the imaginary part
of the self-energy for holes scattered by the spin excitations is demonstrated to give a linear dependence
in temperature T (for w < T) and in frequency o (for o > T)).

It has been realized that the anomalous normal-state
properties in the high-T, cuprates are difficult to explain
in the framework of the conventional Landau Fermi-
liquid (FL) theory. There is a rising interest in two-
dimensional (2D) models which possess low-energy non-
canonical Fermi-liquid properties.

The most striking normal-state properties of the cu-
prate superconductors, which deviate from the conven-
tional FL behavior, are that the resistivity is linear in T
over a wide temperature range' and the inverse electron
lifetime 7~ '(k,w) seems to be proportional to the fre-
quency .2 The phenomenological marginal-Fermi-
liquid (MFL) theory proposed by Varma et al.® showed
that quite a number of experimental results can be ex-
plained by use of a single hypothesis: the characteristic
frequency and temperature dependence of polarizability
for both charge and spin-density excitations. It has been
shown* that MFL behavior can come about if the quasi-
particles scatter from an assumed bosonic spectrum
which is flat over a frequency scale from T <w <o, (@, is
the cutoff frequency), but the origin of the bosonic spec-
trum is not yet clear. Aristov et al.” have observed a
crossover from Fermi-liquid to Luttinger-liquid-like
behavior in the 2D small-U Hubard model, and argued
that it reproduced in the fermionic channel of the t-J
model. However, because of the interaction between
holes and spin excitations in the doped antiferromagnet,
it is important to consider the behavior of holes (fer-
mions) in the channel of the fermion-boson (spin excita-
tions) interactions. In this paper, we show that, under
adequate assumptions, the hole quasiparticles formed by
the hole doping in 2D antiferromagnets behave as a non-
canonical Fermi liquid when they are scattered by the
spin excitations, and the polarizability arising from the
damping of spin excitations into particle-hole pairs has
the same form as the MFL hypothesis.

The physics of undoped high-T, cuprates are well de-
scribed by an isotropic, spin-+ Heisenberg model on a
square lattice. Hole doping quickly destroys the long-
range antiferromagnet (AF) order and eventually gives
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rise to the metallic state with a superconductive ground
state at a small hole concentration. The essential aspects
of the low-energy dynamics of a doped 2D antiferromag-
net may be described by the so-called ¢-J model with the
Hamiltonian given by

+ ninj
H=—t 3 (CtCy+H.c)H+J 3 |88, ——L
(iNo ) 4
(1)
Here (ij) indicates pairs of nearest neighbors,

n,=3,CtC;, and C;t,C,, are creation and annihilation
operators of electrons with the constraint of no double
occupied sites, and S; is the electronic spin operator at
site i.

We consider a 2D square lattice with spin L. At finite
temperatures or a small hole concentration, the system
has no long-range order. Nevertheless, it has been
shown® that the dynamical properties of the quasiparti-
cles depend only on the short-range order, and come out
practically the same with or without long-range order.
So, to make the problem tractable, we divide the lattice
into two sublattices (spin-up and spin-down), and apply
the linear-spin-wave (LSW) approximation for the spin
fluctuations, which gives reasonable results in compar-
ison with the exact calculations on small_clusters.(”s_ 10

We define the fermion operator f;% which generates a
hole at site i, and the boson operator b;, such that
St=(1—f f)b; on the spin-up sublattice and
S =(1—f fi)b; on the spin-down sublattice.!! With
these definitions and in the LSW approximation, the
Hamiltonian (1) can be changed into

H=-—t3 f.f;'(bj"+b;)+H.c.
(ij)
LT S A= =)
(ij)
X[b;"b;+b'b;+bb;+b b —1]. (2)

+
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The hopping part of the Hamiltonian preserves the con-
straint of no double occupancy because f;b; =0. The fac-
tor (1—fFf)(1—f j+ f;) projects out the antiferromag-
netic coupling when one or two sites of nearest-neighbor
pairs are occupied by a hole. It introduces the disorder
effect on the antiferromagnetic background and accounts
for a loss of magnetic energy due to hole doping. The cal-
culations'? have shown that, for low concentrations of
dopant holes, the softening of spin waves is mainly due to
the strong coupling of spin waves to doped holes, the per-
turbations produced by solitary holes in the spin system
is less important. We may replace (1—f,-+fi )1 ——fj+fj)
by 1.

The standard Fourier transformation and the Bogo-
liubov transformation for spin-wave variables gives

H=3008;B,—1;3 fi
q k

172
+ %l Z[fk qfk(gqu++gk ¢—qB—g)+H.c.]

(3)

with

Gr(k,0)=[o+pu,—3g(kw)]"!,
DR(q,a))=[a)~a)2—IIR(q,a))]_1

1
(27r)37rf f d(u f dx
Jak 7 do' [ dx

ZR(k,(D)Z— tanh

HR(qyw) tanh

(217')3

where we have substituted the vertex functions (the sum
of all diagrams which connect one spin excitation and
two hole lines) by the bare vertex g;,, because recently
Sherman and Schreiber'* have shown that the Migdal
theorem?” is also valid for the system considered above.

The motion of holes in a 2D quantum antiferromagnet
has been investigated entensively.!>'~!% The results for
the dynamics of holes obtained so far may be summarized
as (1) a single hole becomes mobile in the spin back-
ground and is accompanied by spin distortion around it;
(2) the hole spectrum is strongly renormalized by the in-
teraction with the spin excitations and that the holes can
be described by a narrow quasiparticle band with a band-
width of order J; (3) the quasiparticle energy has its
minimum value at the points (7 /2,%m7/2) in the Bril-
louin zone. According to the above results, we will as-
sume that hole quasiparticles form a weakly interacting
Fermi gas. In the vicinity of four minima (+7/2,+t7/2),
the quasiparticle energy €, can be expanded as>®

€k=ek,.+ﬁk’2 ; (10)

+coth
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=J(1—yD)' 272, gy =t(yi—_,u,+Vsv,),
1+(1—y2)i2 172
2(1___72'7)1/2
1—(1—y2)12 ]”2
2(1_,},‘21)1/2

U, N

v, = —sign(y,)

We have set ¢t =zt, J =zJ, with z the number of nearest
neighbors. Here, y; =(cosk, +cosk,)/2, j1, is the chem-
ical potential of holes, and N the number of lattice sites.

Introducing the Matsubara Green’s functions for holes
and spin waves, respectively,

G(k,7)=— (T, fi(r)fF(0)), 4)

D(k,7)=—(T B, (T)BF(0)) . (5)

Then, from the Hamiltonian (3) we can obtain the
Dyson’s equations for these Green’s functions. After an
analytical continuation to the upper half part of the com-
plex plane, we can write the retarded Green’s functions
and self-energies for holes and spin excitations as' 13

(6)

(7)
X ImDg (k—p,x ) ImGg (p,w,) ®)
27 | |8kk—p x—o+tw,—id ’
X 5 ImGg (k,x)ImGg(k—q,0') ©)
2T | |8ka X —o'—w—id ’
[
where k' is given by k=(x#/2,+7/2)+k’, with

|k’| <<1, and €, are the quasiparticle energies at four

minima, m is the effective mass of hole quasiparticles
m=~3.8/t, for J/t=0.3.°> As a starting point, the hole
Green’s function (6) may be approximated by the one-
pole expression

Z

— 7% - (11)
w—€ +p,+id

GR(k,Cl))z

The quasiparticle residue Z; is determined from Eq. (8)
with Dy (k,o) replaced by D(k,w) (the noninteracting
Green’s function for spin excitations), one finds,*
Z2=2(J /1) /7.

The Fermi surface of holes for finite hole concentra-
tions is shown in Fig. 1, inside of which the number of
states equals the number of holes, so the Fermi wave vec-
tor of holes is of the form k,%zmS, with & the hole con-
centration.
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As for the spin excitations, we consider the wave vec-
tor q near I'(0,0) point, i.e., the case of long-wavelength
excitations, such that |q| << 1.

Because k' and g are all small, the interaction constant
g,fq [see Eq. (12) for reference] can be approximated by

ZtYyg
16V 2m

Imllg(q,0)= [ kidk’ [ do(k?—2v2k"cosf+2)

Performing the integration over k' in Eq. (13), one finds

ZX’m .6, K
fm gy Ko
8v2r Yo cos’0

2
m

Imll,(q,0)=

cos?0

where K,, =m(w+q*/2m)/q <kp~

—2 - —2V2K,, +2
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gk ng (qk'2—2‘/2qk’+2q) (12)
AL 2V2

Inserting Eqgs. (11) and (12) into Eq. (9), we obtain the
imaginary part of self-energy for spin excitations

€ — U € —
tanh | — :7{ —tanh —k—z}'lif— (—ote,—€_,) .
(13)
1 . 1
e(Kjl /cosze—k})/zmT+1 e(Kj, /cosze—k}—zmm)/zmr+l ’
(14)

0(8'7?),0,, is determined by cosf,, =m(w—+q2/2m)/kgq.

First, we consider the case w /T < 1, then the imaginary part of self-energy of spin excitations is approximated by

Z}t’m’K,, T z _
Imllg(q,0)= ——="" [ "__ V3K, +2 N S — 1
4V 2 0 cos®0 (4mT —kg)cos’0+K,;., (4mT—ki—2mae)cos’0+K),
(15)
The straightforward calculation gives
Z2’mk —_—
ImIlg(q,0)=— ——= 2 (1—V2K, W 1—(K,, /kp) . (16)

16V2r T

Second, for the case w /T > 1, the imaginary part of ImIl;(q,w

tme
Imllz(q,w)= ————2\/2K
R S 8Var fO cos26 0s%0
Performing the integration over 6, one finds,
Zi’mky —
Imllz(q,0)=——=(1—V2K,)
Lo 8V 2 m
ki—K,
X |]———2 —w/T
smT ¢
XV 1—(K,, /kp)* . (18)

For both the cases, neglecting terms of O(k3)~0(8%?),
we obtain

Z]?tzmkF 1)
ImIlg(q,0<T)=— & °F |0
r(g,0<T) 16V2r | T
242 (19)
ImIL, (q,o> T)= — 2k mkr
m , @ =
R 8V 2r

The polarizability (19) has the same form as the MFL hy-
pothesis.>»* Yet, unlike the second-order perturbation

) in Eq. (14) can be represented in the form

2mT cos20

(K2 /cos*0—kE—2mw)/2mT
(4mT —k})cos’60+K 2

—1+e

a7n

—

calculations in the electron-electron interaction, what
comes into the calculation of the self-energy of holes here
is the imaginary part of the Green’s function for spin ex-
citations, i.e., the spectrum for spin excitations, as can be

LS

-7 0 x

-

FIG. 1. A schematic plot for the Fermi surface of holes at
low concentrations in the reduced Brillouin zone.
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seen from Eq. (8). So, we will first evaluate the real part

of the self-energy for spin excitations in the following.

Performing the similar calculations, we can find the
real part of the self-energy Il (q,w) in the limits of our

interest,

CkFCL)

Z2t’mgq k2 ZMm?
8V 2r 2 8

Thus the spectrums for spin excitations which is involved
in the calculations of hole self-energies are given by

Rellz(q,0)=— . (20)

ImDy(qo<T)=—

2Cky,

{(1=2V2mclo—[V2J —C(2+k})1g}*T '

(21)

ImDg(q0>T)=—

with C=Z?t*m /16V 2=~V 2mJ?/m*~0.16J.

{(1—=2V2mc)o—[V2J —C(2+kE)]q}?

The imaginary part of hole self-energies ImZ, which arises from the scattering from spin excitation spectrum given

in Eq. (21), may be evaluated from Eq. (8),

_ CkFZkt2 ,pl(k12+p12
8V 21 k'—p’

ImER(k,a))=

where

) Jl ax iMoo+ [ ax Moo+ [ lax M | (22)

{tanh[(0—x)/2T]+coth(x /2T)}8(0—x —€, +u,)

M(x)= [F(x,k,,P’)]z

and

F(x,k',p")=(1=2V2me)x —V2[1—mJ(2+k2) /m* (k' —p') .

For hole states near the Fermi surface, which give the
essential contributions to the transport properties, we can
expand €, —u,~(p'—kgp)kp/m. Since for low hole con-
centrations, the velocity of spin excitations is larger than
that of holes near the Fermi surface, i.e.,
mJ /kp=1/kg> 1, we can approximate

F(x,k',p")==V2[1—mJ(2+k2) /] (k'—p’) .
Then, from Eq. (22), we find,
mkpJt
V23 [ —mJ (2+k2) 2

ImZi(k,0>T)=~—

@,

(23)
!ImzR(k,w< T)

mkgJt
T V2 P —mI(2+k2)]

-(1+1n2)T .

Thus our calculations provides an explanation for the
linear temperature dependence of the resistivity, and for
the linear frequency variation of the inverse hole lifetime,
which is an indication of noncanonical Fermi-liquid
behavior for holes.

It should be noted that the quasiparticle peak of holes
occurs at the low frequencies (w <J), above this quasi-
particle band, there is the incoherent part of hole spec-
trum (@ >J), which was shown to be important for the
softening of spin waves.>%!° In the evaluations of polar-
izability, we just consider the coherent part of hole spec-
trum as shown in Eq. (11), so one would wonder if the re-
sults obtained in Eq. (19) will be changed when the in-
coherent part of the hole spectrum is taken into account.

f

However, to our knowledge, there is no explicit expres-
sion presented for the incoherent spectrum of holes. In
order to estimate the effect, we adopt the approximate
form given by Khaliullin and Horsch, °

ImG}g“(k,w):—?ll;—e(lml—J)e(zr—w) 24)

with "' ~zz. This leads to the contribution to polarizabili-
ty from the transitions within the incoherent spectrum,

gk2t*T
ImII} (k,0)= — ————
R 64V 27212
exp(—J/T)+1
X |21
" expl— (T @) /T]+1

exp(—2r/T)+1
exp[ — (2T —w)/T]+1 )

(25)

Another contribution is provided by the transitions be-
tween the incoherent spectrum and quasiparticle band, its
leading term is given by

Z,t’mq
8V 2r

It is obvious I' /T >>1. For the typical value of super-
change coupling constant in high-T,  cuprates
J=~1.3X10° K, we have J/T > 1 in the range of our in-
terest. So, provided we limit the range of frequencies of

o—J

ImIIZY(q,0)~ 5| fore—J>T. 6
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spin excitations to w <wc=t+J~5.6X10* K (it intro-
duces the cutoff frequency w for the spectrum of spin
excitations considered here), we can expect the in-
coherent part of hole spectrum will not change our re-
sults obtained above.

The essential difference between our model and the
standard calculations of the electron-boson interaction is
the four pocketlike Fermi surfaces of holes situated at the
points (7 /2,+m7/2) in the Brillouin zone. It is derived
from the self-consistent perturbation calculations of the
motion of one-hole in an antiferromagnet background at
zero temperature!" ! and also at finite temperatures.® In
other words, the effect of strong correlations is believed
to be included when this special Fermi surface of holes is
taken in the calculations. As the first step, we can treat
the hole quasiparticles as a weakly interacting Fermi gas.
On the other hand, with a finite concentration of holes,
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the spectrum of spin excitations will change due to the in-
teraction between hole quasiparticles and spin excita-
tions. It turns out that the polarizability of spin excita-
tions has the same form as the marginal-Fermi-liquid hy-
pothesis, and leads to the linear dependence in o (for
w>T)or T (for T > w).

In summary, we have shown that the interaction be-
tween holes and spin excitations associated with the gen-
eration of particle-hole pairs may lead to the noncanoni-
cal Fermi-liquid behavior for holes in doped two-
dimensional antiferromagnets. The special pocketlike
Fermi surface of holes, which contains the effect of strong
correlations, may be responsible for the behavior of holes.

This work was supported by the China Postdoctoral
Science Foundation.

IM. Gurvith and A. T. Fiory, Phys. Rev. Lett. 59, 1337 (1987).

2C. G. Olson et al., Phys. Rev. B 42, 381 (1990).

3C. M. Varma, P. B. Littlewood, S. Schmitt-Rink, E. Abrahams,
and A. E. Ruckenstein, Phys. Rev. Lett. 63, 1996 (1989).

4P. B. Littlewood and C. M. Varma, J. Appl. Phys. 69, 4979
(1991); C. M. Varma, Int. J. Mod. Phys. B 3, 2083 (1989).

5J. Igarashi and P. Fulde, Phys. Rev. B 45, 12357 (1992).

6J. Igarashi and P. Fulde, Phys. Rev. B 48, 998 (1993).

"D. N. Aristov, S. V. Maleyev, and A. G. Yashenkin, Phys. Rev.
B 48, 3527 (1993).

8E. Dagotto, R. Joynt, A. Moreo, S. Bacci, and E. Gagliano,
Phys. Rev. B 41, 9049 (1990).

9P. Horsch and W. von der Linden, Z. Phys. B 72, 181 (1988).

I0R. R. P. Singh and D. A. Huse, Phys. Rev. B 40, 7247 (1989).

11§, Schmitt-Rink, C. M. Varma, and A. E. Ruckenstein, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 60, 2793 (1988); Z. B. Su, Y. M. Li, W. Y. Lai, and

L. Yu, ibid. 63, 1318 (1989).

12§ A. Trugman, Phys. Rev. B 37, 1597 (1988); Y. Hasegwa
and D. Poilblane, ibid. 40, 9035 (1989).

13A. A. Abrikosov, L. P. Gor’kov, and I. E. Dzyaloshinskii,
Methods of Quantum Field Theory of Statistical Physics (Per-
gamon, New York, 1965).

14A. Sherman and M. Schreiber, Phys. Rev. B 48, 7492 (1993).

15A. B. Migdal, Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 34, 1438 (1958) [Sov. Phys.
JETP 7, 996 (1958)].

16C. L. Kane, P. A. Lee, and N. Read, Phys. Rev. B 39, 6880
(1989); G. Martinez and P. Horsch, ibid. 44, 317 (1991).

17H. Furukawa and M. Imada, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 59, 1771
(1990).

188 1. Shraiman and E. D. Siggia, Phys. Rev. Lett. 62, 1564
(1989); S. Sachdev, Phys. Rev. B 39, 12232 (1989).

19G. Khaliullin and P. Horsch, Phys. Rev. B 47, 463 (1993).



