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Recent realization of well-controlled quantum simulators of the triangular-lattice Fermi-Hubbard model, in-
cluding the triangular optical lattices loaded with ultracold Fermions and the heterostructures of the transition-
metal dichalcogenides, as well as the more advanced techniques to probe them, pave the way for studying
frustrated Fermi-Hubbard physics. Here, we theoretically predict asymmetric photoemission and tunneling
spectroscopies for a lightly hole-doped and electron-doped triangular Mott antiferromagnet, and reveal two dis-
tinct types of magnetic polarons: a lightly renormalized quasiparticle with the same momentum as the spin
background and a heavily renormalized quasiparticle with a shifted momentum and a nearly flat band, using
both analytical and unbiased numerical methods. We propose these theoretical findings to be verified in frus-
trated optical lattices and Moiré superlattices by probing various observables including the spectral function,
the density of states, the energy dispersion and the quasiparticle weight. Moreover, we reveal the asymmetric
response of the spin background against charge doping, demonstrating that the interplay between the local spin
and charge degrees of freedom plays a vital role in doped triangular Mott antiferromagnets.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Fermi-Hubbard model is widely believed to be a pro-
totypical model to capture the essential physics of many real-
istic strongly correlated systems, notably the doped Mott in-
sulators [1]. Important insights into the doped Mott insulators
could be gained by investigating the motion of the doped sin-
gle charge and its interplay with the spin background. Due
to its potential relevance to the high Tc cuprates [2, 3], such
an issue has been extensively studied on the square lattice [4]
and the interplay between spin and charge has been proved
to play an essential role [5–17]. Nevertheless, those anal-
ogous problems on the triangular lattice, which are equally
important and likely to exhibit distinct physics due to the geo-
metric frustrations and the absence of particle-hole symmetry,
still need plenty of endeavors. Recently, quantum simulating
the Fermi-Hubbard model has been realized in both cold-atom
optical lattices [18–38] and condensed-matter Moiré superlat-
tices [39, 40], and the theoretical predictions can thereby be
verified.

Compared with the complicated condensed-matter materi-
als [39, 40], the optical lattice, which is a more controlled
and pristine platform, has been remarkably advanced [18–
38], where the momentum-resolved spin structure factor [33],
the spectral function [36, 37] and the real-space motion of
doped holes [34, 35] can be probed using high-resolution
techniques. In particular, more recently, the triangular op-
tical lattice loaded with ultracold Fermions has been imple-
mented experimentally [24], as illustrated in Fig. 1(a), where
the coupling strength U and the hopping amplitude t could
be accurately tuned through Feshbach resonance [41] and the
strength of the optical lattice [38], respectively. It is possi-
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Fig. 1. (Color online.) (a) Fermions trapped in a triangular optical
lattice. A 120◦ antiferromagnetic order emerges with a characteris-
tic energy scale J , and it further dresses a bare hole with a cloud of
magnons. (b) Schematic diagram of triangular Mott antiferromag-
net with a single doped charge. (c) Schematic diagram of the static
spin structure factor S(k) for the 120◦ Néel order at half filling. The
maxima of S(k) are denoted by solid gray circles. (d) The rainbow
diagram for SCBA calculations. Holon and magnon are presented by
solid and dashed lines, respectively. The double dashed line repre-
sents the exact holon propagator. The vertex marked by the black dot
is of order t.

ble to precisely track the motion of a single charge and ob-
tain its interplay with fluctuating spin backgrounds [34, 35]
due to a revolutionary real-space detection using quantum mi-
croscopy [18] that images the dynamics of all ultracold atoms
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simultaneously and the angle-resolved photoemission spec-
troscopy (ARPES) that measures spectral function [36, 37].

In a different context, the transition-metal dichalcogenide
(TMD) and its heterostructures, such as WSe2/WS2 hetero-
bilayers [39], provide a distinct platform to simulate the
triangular-lattice Hubbard model [39, 40] with widely tun-
able parameters like the charge carrier density [42–45], and
advanced measurement techniques, such as the spectral func-
tions and density of states by nano-ARPES [46] and scanning
tunneling microscope (STM).

Nevertheless, it is highly controversial for previous studies
on the fate of injected charges in a triangular Mott antiferro-
magnet [47–51] even for those with the same method like
self-consistent Born approximation (SCBA) [47, 48] (details
see Appendix). Therefore, resolving this critical problem is a
much-needed task both theoretically and experimentally. Mo-
tivated by the above aspects, in this paper, we propose the
photoemission and tunneling spectroscopies of lightly hole-
doped and electron-doped triangular Mott antiferromagnet.
By establishing the magnetic polaron theory analytically with
self-consistent Born approximation (SCBA), we theoretically
predict the asymmetric photoemission and tunneling spectro-
scopies with respect to the particle-hole transformation, and
identify two distinct types of magnetic polarons: a lightly
renormalized quasiparticle with the same momentum as the
spin background and a heavily renormalized quasiparticle
with a shifted momentum and nearly flat band, which implies
even richer physics as compared to the square lattice. The den-
sity matrix renormalization group (DMRG) simulation, which
resolves the sharp ambiguity from small size effect [47, 48]
in the exact diagonalization (ED) method, numerically backs
up the analytical conclusions. We further show the asymmet-
ric responses of the spin background against charge doping
concentration and demonstrate the validity of our theory at
light doping. We remark that the signature of the asymme-
try proposed here, including the spectral function, the density
of states, and the static spin structure factor, can be directly
probed in recently realized frustrated optical lattices and TMD
hetero-bilayers.

II. MODEL HAMILTONIAN

The motion of the doped charge in a triangular lattice can
be described by the Fermion-Hubbard model

H = −t
∑
〈ij〉σ

(c†iσcjσ + h.c.) + U
∑
i

ni↑ni↓ , (1)

where c†iσ(ciσ) and ni denote a fermion creation (annihila-
tion) and particle number operators at site i, respectively. The
summation runs over all the nearest-neighbor links 〈ij〉. In
this work, we focus on the strong coupling regime, where the
Hamiltonian at half-filling reduces to a pure Heisenberg spin
model with the superexchange coupling J = 4t2/U and 120◦

Néel order in the ground state [52–55]. Upon doping a charge,
i.e.,

∑
i ni = N − 1 (N the number of the lattice sites), the

hopping process is triggered with amplitude t. Then the low-
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Fig. 2. (Color online.) The spectral function Ae(k, ω) [(a) and
(b)] and density of states D(ω) [(c) and (d)] obtained from SCBA
at N = 6 × 6 lattice with periodic boundary conditions. A well-
defined quasiparticle peak (marked by black arrows) lies at the bot-
tom of spectrum with K = ( 4π

3
, 0) for t/J = 5 in (a) and ( 2π

3
, 0) for

t/J = −5 in (b), respectively. The density of states D(ω) features a
vanishing gap in a continuum limit for both sides, and for t/J = −5
in (d), it shows the divergent behavior. Here we set |t| = 1 as the
unity of energy, and ∆ω = 0.01.

energy effective Hamiltonian reads

H = −tP
∑
〈ij〉σ

(c†iσcjσ + h.c.)P + J
∑
〈ij〉

Si · Sj , (2)

whereP projects to the single-occupancy subspace i.e. ni ≤ 1

and Si is a spin operator Si = 1
2c
†
i (σx, σy, σz)ci with σx,y,z

being Pauli matrices and ci = [ci↑, ci↓]
T . Unlike the bipar-

tite square-lattice case [5–10, 13–17, 56, 57], the particle-hole
symmetry is absent here with the physics depending on the
sign of hopping amplitude t [58]. We therefore perform a
comparative study for t > 0 and t < 0, which can be con-
nected by a full particle-hole transformation for both spins
(see Appendix). We are devoted to light doping exempli-
fied by a single charge doping with the methods of the SCBA
[7, 8, 47, 48] and DMRG [59, 60].

III. MAGNETIC POLARON THEORY

We start from the half-filled spin background with an in-
plane order, here the 120◦ Néel order is characterized by mo-
mentum Q = K for the triangular Mott antiferromagnets [52–
55]. We consider the order in XZ-plane and an in-plane ro-
tation of each spin at ri by an angle Q · ri. Implementing
the Holstein-Primakoff transformation with Szi = S − a†iai,
S+
i = ai, we introduce a boson a to describe the low-
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energy magnon excitations and get the Hamiltonian Ha =∑
k ω

s
kβ
†
kβk, where ωsk = ν

2JS
√

(1− γk) (1 + 2γk) de-
notes the energy dispersion of magnons and the canonical
modes βk = ukak − υka

†
−k. Here γk =

∑
δ e

ik·δ/ν sums
over all the ν = 6 nearest-neighbor sites on the triangular
lattice and uk, υk are usual Bogoliubov factors in spin-wave
theory. Then the rotated ground state can be constructed as
|Ψ0〉 = exp(−

∑
k
vk
uk
aka−k)|Néel〉.

Upon doping, the motion of the charge is dressed by
magnons, forming a magnetic polaron. The creation of a spin-
less charge is described by h†i in the fractionalization scheme:
ci↑ = h†i and ci↓ = h†iS

+
i = h†iai. Ignoring higher-order

interactions, we derive the effective Hamiltonian with two
terms: the kinetic energy term

Hh0 = −
∑
k

ωh0 (k)hkh
†
k (3)

with dispersion relation ωh0 (k) = νt
2 (γk+Q

2
+ γk−Q

2
) and the

holon-magnon coupling term

Hhb = − νt

i
√
N

∑
k,q

hkh
†
k−q

(
Mka

†
q −Mk−qa−q

)
(4)

withMk = γk+Q
2
−γk−Q

2
, which describes the motion of the

charge in the process of absorbing or emitting magnons. We
remark that the kinetic energy term of the magnetic polarons
is absent in the square-lattice case [7, 8]. To obtain the single-
particle Green’s function Gh(k, ω) ≡ 〈Ψ0|hk 1

ω−H h
†
k|Ψ0〉,

we adopt the SCBA, i.e, considering the rainbow Feynman
diagrams sketched in Fig. 1(d), to get the self energy

Σh(k, ω)=
∑
q

f(k,q)

ω − ωh0 (k− q)− ωsq − Σh(k− q, ω − ωsq)
,

where a vertex coupling f(k,q) = (νt)2|Mkυq −
Mk−quq|2/N originates from holon-magnon interaction.

IV. PHOTOEMISSION AND TUNNELING
SPECTROSCOPIES

To directly compare with the experiments, we compute the
Green’s function Ge(k, ω) with a relation to Gh(k, ω) via

Ge(k, ω) = −1

4
Gh(k +

Q

2
, ω)− 1

4
Gh(k− Q

2
, ω) . (5)

The momentum shift ±Q/2 is induced by the rotation on
|Ψ0〉, and for triangular Mott antiferromagnets, Q = K.

We will show the spectral function Ae(k, ω) [see Figs. 2(a-
b)] and the density of states D(ω)[see Figs. 2(c-d)], both
of which are experimentally detectable through the ARPES
[36, 37] and scanning tunneling microscope (STM). The spec-
tral functions Ae(k, ω) ≡ 1

π ImGe(k, ω + iδ) are presented
in Figs. 2(a-b) for t/J = ±5 on a N = 6 × 6 lattice with
energy resolution ∆ω. We have confirmed their robustness on
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Fig. 3. (Color online.) Energy dispersion. Energy dispersion for a
single charge in (a) t/J = 5 and (b) t/J = −5 from SCBA. The
gray dots mark the accessible Bloch momenta on aN = 6×6 lattice.

the larger size with the convergence guaranteed by energy res-
olution ∆ω = 0.01 (see Appendix). For t/J = 5, as shown in
Fig. 2(a), we find that, in the spectral function, the sharp peak
at momentum K = ( 4π

3 , 0) with the lowest energy signals a
well-defined quasiparticle, which separates from the peaks at
other momenta with higher energy. Interestingly, unlike the
square-lattice case, where the 180◦ Néel order and the doped
hole locate at momenta (π, π) and (π/2, π/2), respectively,
here the momentum of the doped charge is the same as that
of the spin background with 120◦ Néel order. However, for
t/J = −5, although we can still identify a well-defined quasi-
particle peak at momentum ( 2π

3 , 0), there are numerous exci-
tations with a fairly close energy scale, as demonstrated in
Fig. 2(b), suggesting a heavily reduced bandwidth compared
with the t/J = 5 side. This observation demonstrates that the
doped charge is highly renormalized with much larger effec-
tive mass and much smaller quasiparticle weight. The spectral
function for t/J > 0 and t/J < 0 manifests the asymmetric
photoemission spectroscopies. Notably, we can observe some
Lorentz-like broadening peaks at much higher energies with
momenta ( 4π

3 , 0) and (0, 0), which reflects the spin dynamics
and confirms our theoretical setup.

Moreover, we compute the density of states D(ω) =∑
kA

e(k, ω) that can be directly probed by STM. As shown
in Fig. 2(c), D(ω) is also asymmetric with respect to t/J > 0
and t/J < 0. We find D(ω) characterizes a well-defined
quasiparticle when t/J > 0, however, for t/J < 0, the di-
vergence of D(ω) near the ground state signals the Van Hove
singularity behavior or the nearly flat band [see Fig. 2(d)],
suggesting the numerous excitations near the ground state,
consistent with many low-energy peaks in a narrow energy
window in the spectral functions Ae(k, ω) [see Fig. 2(b)].

We remark that the asymmetric spectral functions Ae(k, ω)
and density of statesD(ω) with respect to t/J > 0 and t/J <
0 indicate the distinct bandwidth for the doped charge, which
can be inferred from the gaps between peaks in Ae(k, ω) [see
Figs. 2(a) and (b)], or more clearly, from the energy disper-
sion ωh(k) shown in Fig. 3. Within the same color scale, we
can find the nearly flat band with vanishingly small bandwidth
when t/J < 0, but a well-defined dispersive quasiparticle
when t/J > 0. Further, consistency is shown at a larger lattice
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Fig. 4. (Color online). The quasiparticle spectral weight Zk calcu-
lated by DMRG for (a) t/J = 5 and (b) t/J = −5 with a single
charge doping. The gray dots represent the accessible momenta with
N = 6× 6 cylinder geometry.

size (see Appendix). The nearly flat band implies the doped
charge is heavily renormalized, giving rise to much larger ef-
fective mass or much smaller quasiparticle weight. The mini-
mum in the energy dispersion ωh(k) characterizes the ground-
state momentum of the doped charge, which is also confirmed
by the DMRG simulations below.

V. NUMERICAL SIMULATION

Below we employ DMRG to confirm the validity of SCBA
by examining the quasiparticle weight. In addition to the sin-
gle charge doping, we further examine the finite doping to un-
derstand the asymmetric behavior by probing the spin back-
ground against doping and further reveal that our proposal
works at light doping. Numerically it requires the integral
multiple of 3 for system length Lx and width Ly in order to
accommodate the 120◦ Néel order, and DMRG computational
cost increases exponentially with Ly , we therefore primarily
focus on Ly = 6 cylinders with the bond dimension up to
D=20000. The charge doping can be accurately controlled by
implementing U(1) symmetries.

We compute the quasiparticle spectral weight distribution
Zk, which is defined by the overlap between the one-charge
doped ground-state wave function Ψ1-charge and the wave func-
tion obtained by removing a charge from the half-filled ground
state Ψ0-charge, i.e.,

Zk ≡ |〈Ψ1-charge|ck|Ψ0-charge〉|2 . (6)

Figures 4(a) and (b) show the contour plot of Zk for t/J = 5
and t/J = −5 on Ly = 6 cylinders, respectively. The finite
Zk for both t/J > 0 and t/J < 0 suggest well-defined quasi-
particles, consistent with the nature of magnetic polarons. The
location of the peaks in Zk characterizes the ground-state
momentum of the doped charge. For t/J = 5, the signif-
icant peaks locate at momenta K [see Fig. 4(a)], while for
t/J = −5, we find that the peaks locate at momentum K/2
[see Fig. 4(b)]. Notably,Zk at t/J = −5 is highly suppressed,
thus we multiply it with a factor 30 to clearly compare the

two sides. The finite Zk and the ground-state momenta ob-
tained from DMRG confirm the SCBA results, demonstrating
the magnetic polaron theory indeed captures the nature of a
doped charge. The distinct momenta for opposite signs of t/J
also manifest the particle-hole asymmetry. Given the relation
Zk ∼ m/m∗, with m the bare electron mass and m∗ the ef-
fective mass of quasiparticle, our results indicate that the ef-
fective mass of the doped single charge at t/J < 0 is much
larger than t/J > 0, or equivalently, the band at t/J < 0 is
quite narrow or nearly flat.

To explore the distinct behavior of the doped charges at two
sides and check the validity of our magnetic polaron theory,
we probe the spin channel by computing the static spin struc-
ture factor

S(k) =
1

N

∑
i,j

〈Si · Sj〉 eik·(ri−rj) , (7)

which also can be directly probed in an optical lattice [33]. At
half filling, the 120◦ Néel order is characterized by the sharp
peaks of S(k) at k = Q [see Fig. 1(c)]. To probe the evo-
lution of the spin background with doping, we keep track of
S(k = Q) as a function of doping concentration δ, as shown
in Figs. 5. For t/J > 0, we find the spin background is in-
sensitive to the light doping, as indicated by the robust sharp
peak of S(k = Q) for δ . 10% [see Fig. 5 (a)]. However, the
120◦ Néel order is rapidly weakened at t/J < 0 even with a
much lower doping level δ . 5% [see Fig. 5 (b)], suggesting
the motion of the charge may induce a global distortion on the
spin background, which in turn would further dress the doped
charge, leading to the significantly enhanced effective mass.
The 120◦ Néel order is also the precondition of magnetic po-
laron theory, and our findings of S(k) against doping suggest
such a theory is valid at least for δ . 5% at both sides, while
for a wider range at the t/J > 0 side. The distinct nature
of the ground state in both charge and spin channels exhibits
the particle-hole asymmetry and reveals the intricate interplay
between the charge and spin degrees of freedom.

VI. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In summary, we theoretically predict asymmetric photoe-
mission and tunneling spectroscopies for the lightly doped tri-
angular Mott antiferromagnets and identify two distinct types
of magnetic polarons on frustrated lattices: the lightly renor-
malized quasiparticle with the same momentum as the spin
background, and the heavily renormalized quasiparticle with
a shifted momentum, which resolves discrepancies in previ-
ous works [47–50]. The latter provides a new way to engineer
the flat bands and explore the possible topology and Kondo
physics in doped Mott insulators. We further show the asym-
metric responses of the spin background against doping and
confirm the validity of our theory at least within δ . 5%.
Our findings might motivate future theoretical studies on the
interplay between the local degrees of freedom and the ge-
ometric frustration, or on the possible emerged phases with
further increased doping concentration [61], both of which
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Fig. 5. (Color online). The spin structure factor S(k = Q) as a
function of charge doping concentration δ for t/J = 5 (a) and t/J =
−5 (b) on Ly = 6 cylinders. Results are from DMRG calculations.

are of fundamental importance for understanding the Fermi-
Hubbard physics on frustrated lattices.

Moreover, the triangular-lattice Fermi-Hubbard model has
recently been realized on the frustrated optical lattices [24],
in which both the ratio U/t and charge doping can be ac-
curately tuned [18–31, 38, 41], then our predictions of the
spectral function and the static spin structure factor are read-
ily verified based on recently developed techniques including
ARPES [36, 37] and the coherent manipulation of spin corre-
lations [33]. Additionally, our prediction of the spectral func-
tion and the density of states at light doping can also be di-
rectly tested in the TMD and its heterostructures by the STM
and nano-ARPES techniques [39, 40, 46]. These proposals
based on our theory may also inspire more experimental ideas
beyond the extensively studied square-lattice case.
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Appendix A: Particle-hole transformations

For the t-J model [see Eq. (2)] in the main text, the Hilbert
space subject to the single-occupation condition and the sin-
gle charge doping is realized by removing a fermion from
the half-filled background, i.e.,

∑
i ni = N − 1. We refer

to the electron-doped and hole-doped physics as the cases of
t/J > 0 and t/J < 0, due to the particle-hole asymmetry.
Here we give a more detailed explanation for it.

At half-filling
∑
i ni = N , the Hubbard model in the large

U limit can be reduced to a pure Heisenberg model, which
harbors the 120◦ Néel order. For a single hole doping, i.e.,
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FIG. 6. (Color online) Spectra and density of states from the SCBA
at 12× 12 lattice size. A well-defined quasiparticle peak (marked by
black arrows) lies at the bottom of spectrum with K = ( 4π

3
, 0) for

t/J = 5 in (a) and ( 2π
3
, 0) for t/J = −5 in (b), respectively. The

density of states D(ω) features a vanishing gap in a continuum limit
for t/J = 5 in (c) and t/J = −5 in (d). Here we set |t| = 1 as the
unity of energy and energy resolution ∆ω = 0.01.

∑
i ni = N − 1, the low energy for the Hubbard model in

Eq. (1) in the main text can be well captured by the t-J model
with Hilbert space subject to the single-occupation condition.
Similarly, for a single electron doping, i.e.,

∑
i ni = N + 1,

the perturbation mechanism will give the following low en-
ergy Hamiltonian,

H = −t
∑
〈ij〉σ

P̃(c†iσcjσ + c†jσciσ)P̃ + J
∑
〈ij〉

Si · Sj , (A1)

where instead, the projector P̃ removes empty occupancy.
Subsequently, we introduce the particle-hole transformation

ciσ → c†iσ, c
†
iσ → ciσ , (A2)

which changes the sign of the hopping integral in Eq. (A1),
i.e., t → −t, but keeps J invariant. Significantly, the particle
number is mapped to∑

i

ni = N + 1→
∑
i

ni = N − 1 . (A3)

In this sense, different signs of the hopping integral t refer to
the electron-doped or hole-doped case for the t-J model in
Eq. (2) in the main text.



6

Appendix B: Finite Size effect

Here we present the results from the self-consistent Born
approximation (SCBA) with a larger lattice size. Figure 6
depicts the results calculated by SCBA with 12 × 12 lattice
size, where the spectrum and densities of states are consistent
with the 6 × 6 lattice. Furthermore, some noise like subtle
structure gets suppressed. In Fig. 6(d), the extremely sharp
peak indicates the Van Hove singularity behavior. In Fig. 7,
we plot the dispersion relations for t/J = 5 in the left panel
and t/J = −5 in the right panel. Figure 7(b) for t/J = −5
shows a much narrower bandwidth, implied by the almost in-
variant color distribution with the same color scale as that of
the t/J = 5 side in Fig. 7(a).

Appendix C: The momentum distribution at light doping

In this section, we examine the momentum distribution of
the doped charge at light doping. The momentum distribution
of the doped charge can be calculated by

nck ≡ 1−
∑
σ

〈
ΨG

∣∣∣c†kσckσ∣∣∣ΨG

〉
, (C1)

where |ψG〉 is the ground state, and c†kσ (ckσ) is the fermion
creation (annihilation) operators with momentum k and spin
σ =↑, ↓. The factor 1 corresponds to the momentum distribu-
tion at half filling for a Mott insulator.

In Fig. 8, we show the momentum distribution of the doped
charge nck at finite doping on lattices with two different sizes
N = 9× 6 and N = 18× 6. We find the physical indications
are robust against system size. As shown in Figure 8(a) or
(b) for t/J = 5, we find that, with the increase of the doping
concentration, the Fermi pockets are gradually formed around
K points compared with the single charge momentum K [see
Fig. 2(a) and Fig. 3(a) in the main text]. In particular, since
the momentum is a discrete value (2π/Li) ·mi in the direc-
tion i, where mi ∈ Z and i = x, y with the finite system
size Lx and Ly , the value of the Fermi momentum is a size-
dependent quantity. However, the numerical observations of

(a) t/J=5

-1 0 1
kx=:

-1

0

1

k
y
=:

-4

-3.5

-3

-2.5

-2
(b) t/J=-5

-1 0 1
kx=:

-1

0

1

-4

-3.5

-3

-2.5

-2

FIG. 7. (Color online) Dispersion for (a) t/J = 5 and (b) t/J = −5.
We can clearly see that the bandwidth for t/J = 5 is much larger
than that of t/J = −5. Here we set |t| = 1 as the unity of energy
and energy resolution ∆ω = 0.01.

the formation of Fermi pockets around K are consistent with
such quasiparticle behavior. By contrast, for the other side
t/J = −5, as shown in Fig. 8(c,d), the doped charge forms
a large Fermi surface with a wider distribution of the Fermi
momentum, as indicated by the sudden drop of nck. The large
Fermi surface suggests that many low-energy quasiparticles
with different momenta share close energies, which is con-
sistent with filling the nearly flat band that emerges for the
single-charge doping case at t/J < 0, as shown in Fig. 2(b)
and Fig. 3(b) in the main text.

We further confirm the above interpretations by slightly in-
crease the doping concentrations from δ = 1/27 [see Fig. 8]
to δ = 1/24 [see Fig. 9], and find the numerical observations
are consistent with the physical picture mentioned above.

Appendix D: Details for the SCBA calculations

At half-filling, the strong Hubbard interaction penalizes
double occupancy at sites and thus the ground state harbors
well-established 120◦ antiferromagnetic collinear order that is
described by a pure Heisenberg model HJ = J

∑
〈ij〉 Si · Sj .

We can apply the spin wave theory to characterize the low
energy excitations. Without loss of generality, we set the AFM
order residing the XZ-plane by rotating each spin by an angle
Q · ri along y-axis at site i

HJ →−
J

2

∑
〈ij〉

Szi S
z
j + J

∑
〈ij〉

(
1

2
Sxi S

x
j + Syi S

y
i

)
+ sin Q · rij

(
Sxi S

z
j − Szi Sxj

)
, (D1)

where rij ≡ ri − rj and Q is the momentum of spin order.
The second term in Eq. (D1) is from geometric frustrations,
with no counterpart in a square lattice. The magnon polarons
can be described by the HP bosons (in the large S limit)

Szi = S − a†iai, S
+
i = ai, S

−
i = a†i , (D2)

Here S±i = Sx ± iSy is the spin ladder operators. To the
leading order, Eq. (D2) yields an effective Hamiltonian for
magnons,

Ha =
J

2

∑
i

2Sνni+
SJ

4

(
−3aiaj + aia

†
j + a†iaj − 3a†ia

†
j

)
.

(D3)
The last term in Eq. (D1) involves higher-order magnon in-
teractions and can be safely neglected. We can diagonalize
Ha =

∑
k
ν
2JSω

s
kβ
†
kβk in Eq. (D3) by the Bogoliubov trans-

formation

βk = ukak − υka†−k , (D4)

β†−k = −υkak + uka
†
−k , (D5)

where γk = 1
ν

∑
δ e

ik·δ sums over all ν = 6 nearest-neighbor
sites. Here ωak =

√
(1− γk) (1 + 2γk) and ωsk = ν

2JSω
a
k is

the magnon’s dispersion. The coefficients ukand υk are the
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FIG. 8. (Color online) The momentum distribution of the doped charge nck with doping concentration δ = 1/27. t/J = 5 for (a,b) and
t/J = −5 for (c,d), while N = 18 × 6 for (a,c) and N = 9 × 6 for (b,d). The black dots represent the accessible momenta in the Brillouin
zone (white lines). Interpolation has been applied.

usual Bogoliubov factors in the linear spin-wave theory

uk =

√
1 + γk/2 + ωak

2ωak
, υk = sign(γk)

√
1 + γk/2− ωa

k

2ωa
k

.

(D6)
The half-filled ground state after rotation accordingly can as-
sume the form as

|Ψ0〉 = exp

(
−
∑
k

vk
uk
aka−k

)
|Néel〉 , (D7)

with |Néel〉 being a classical 120◦ AFM order. The SCBA
method considers the propagation of a holon excitation by ab-
sorbing or emitting magnons ai on a quantum Néel ground
state in Eq. (D7). On the rotated state |Ψ0〉, we assume a spin-
less holon h†i is to be created by removing a spin-↑ electron.
Namely, we have a typical fractionalization scheme,

ci↑ = h†i , ci↓ = h†iS
+
i = h†iai , (D8)

By ignoring higher-order interactions involving multi-
magnons, the hopping terms will split into two terms: the ki-
netic energy term for the holon,

Hh0 = −
∑
k

ωh0 (k)hkh
†
k , (D9)

nk

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

(a) (b)

nk

0

0.05

0.10

0.15

FIG. 9. (Color online) The momentum distribution of the doped
charge nck with doping concentration δ = 1/24. t/J = 5 for (a)
and t/J = −5 for (b) on N = 24 × 6 lattice. The black dots rep-
resent the accessible momenta in the Brillouin zone (white lines).
Interpolation has been applied.

with a bare dispersion ωh0 (k) = νt
2 (γk+Q

2
+ γk−Q

2
) and the

holon-magnon coupling terms

Hhb = − νt

i
√
N

∑
k

hkh
†
k−q(Mka

†
q −Mk−qa−q) , (D10)

with Mk = γk+Q/2 − γk−Q/2. The existence of the kinetic
term Hh0 in Eq. (D9), which is absent in the square lattice,
indicates the Trugman loop may not play a leading role, in
contrast to the square lattice. The holon-magnon interaction
Hhb opens a channel for propagation of a doped charge by
absorbing or emitting magnons. The holon’s Green’s func-
tion with a definition Gh(k, ω) = 〈Ψ0|hk 1

ω−H h
†
k|Ψ0〉, will

be determined a self-consistent equation by only involving
non-crossed Feynman diagrams for the holon’s self energy
Σh(k, ω),

Σh(k, ω) =
∑
q

f(k,q)

ω − ωh0 (k− q)− ωsq − Σh
(
k− q, ω − ωsq

) ,
(D11)

with a vertex coupling,

f(k,q) =
1

N
(νt)2|Mkυq −Mk−quq|2 . (D12)

The experimentally detectable electron’s Green’s function
Ge(k, ω) is related based the fractionalization scheme in
Eq. (D8),

Ge(k, ω) = −1

4
Gh(k +

Q

2
, ω)− 1

4
Gh(k− Q

2
, ω) , (D13)

where Q/2 arises from the rotating operations on the spins at
each site. The self-consistent equation for the self-energy Σh

can be tackled by numerical iterations on randomly initialized
values of Σh(k, ω). At the side of t < 0, one needs a large
number of iterations to reach the convergence, which may be
traced back to the existence of the nearly flat band and the
extremely weak quasiparticle weight.
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FIG. 10. Finite size effects for accessible momenta marked by black
lines in the Brillouin zone: (a) four-leg and (b) six-leg ladders. The
boundary of the first Brillouin zone is guided by a green hexagon.

Appendix E: Comparison with previous works

The fate of the injected charges in the Fermi-Hubbard
model on a triangular lattice is a long-standing issue but with
controversial conclusions. In previous literature, no consis-
tent results are reached, even for those using the same SCBA
method and exact diagonalization method. Here we give a

detailed illustration.
Ref. [47] studied the single-charge problem on a triangu-

lar lattice. Its predictions on the ground state momenta are
peaked at K and K/2 respectively for t/J = ±5, which is
consistent with ED on a comparatively small lattice. How-
ever, controversies were erupted against this prediction with
ED on a larger lattice in Ref. [62]. Ref. [62] revisited the
problem with the same SCBA method, but affirms the absence
of quasiparticle excitations outside the neighborhood of mag-
netic Goldstone modes at the side t/J = 5, the ground state
momentum resides K for t/J = 5 and Γ for t/J < −5 [62],
which is consistent with ED on a larger lattice. Concomi-
tantly, other methods report discrepancies. For example,
Ref. [63] adopted a cumulant version of Mori-Zwanzig pro-
jection techniques to deal with spin bag quasiparticle or mag-
netic polaron, and found the ground-state momenta locates in
K points at both sides t > 0 and t < 0. The discrepancies
motivate our works, in particular by applying the advanced
DMRG method to avoid the severe finite size effect in ED.
For example, at 6 × 4 lattice size, both K and K/2 are not
accessible (see 10(a)) and on the width-three ladder, the spin
background has a finite gap due to the spontaneous dimeriza-
tion. The minimum lattice size to capture the 120◦ order in the
absence of dimerization is 6× 6 (see 10(b)), which is beyond
the capacity of ED.
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