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By extending the original Anderson singular gauge transform ation for static vortices to two

m utualux-attaching singular gauge transform ations for m oving vortices, we derive an e�ective

action describing the zero tem perature quantum phase transition from d-wave superconductor to

underdoped regim e.In thisaction,quantum uctuation generated vorticescoupleto quasi-particles

by a m utualstatisticalinteraction with statisticalangle � = 1=2 and a dynam icD opplershiftterm ,

thevorticesarealso interacting with each otherby long-rangelogarithm icinteractionsdueto charge

uctuation.Neglecting thechargeuctuation �rst,we�nd thatthem utualstatisticalinteraction is

exactly m arginal.In the underdoped regim e,thequasi-particlesare described by 2+ 1 dim ensional

Q ED ;in the superconducting regim e,they are essentially free. However,putting back the charge

uctuation changes the physicalpicture dram atically: both the dynam ic D oppler shift term and

the m utualstatisticalinteraction becom e irrelevantshort-ranged interactions on both sides ofthe

quantum criticalpoint.There are no spin-charge separation and no dynam ic gaplessgauge �eld in

theCooper-pairpicture.Theform alism developed atT = 0 isapplied to study therm ally generated

vortices in the vortex plasm a regim e near the �nite tem perature K T transition. The im portant

e�ects ofthe AB phase scattering and the D opplershifton ARPES data presented in Phys. Rev.

Lett.87,227003 (2001)are also briey reviewed.

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

In this paper, we are trying to study the nature of

zero tem peraturequantum phasetransition from d-wave

superconductoratx > xc to the underdoped regim e at

x < xc ofthehigh tem peraturesuperconductors(Fig.1).
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Fig 1: The tem perature ( T ) versus doping ( x ) diagram of

high Tc cuprates.

Itiswellknown thatinside the superconductorphase

x > xc,there are low energy quasi-particle excitations

near the four nodes ofthe Ferm isurface,the quantum

phaseuctuation oftheCooperpaircondensatesaresup-

pressed,thepositiveand negativevorticesarebound to-

gether.Asthedoping decreasesfrom therightto xc,the

phase uctuation increases. At the underdoped regim e

x < xc,the quantum phase uctuations are so strong

thatthey generate free hc=2e vortices,destroy the long

range phase coherence of the d-wave superconductor,

therefore the superconducting ground state. However,

the localshort-range pairing stillexists,the low energy

quasi-particlesatthe fournodesrem ain. Thisquantum

phase transition is driven by the condensation ofhc=2e

vortices. Starting from this physicalpicture, Balents,

Fisherand Nayak discussed Q uantum phase transitions

from d-wave superconductorto underdoped regim e and

to the anti-ferrom agnet regim e with focus on the con-

densation ofhc=e vorticesin [1]. Earlierdiscussionson

thestability ofhc=evortex startingfrom M ottinsulating

phaseweregiven in Ref.[2].Thepresentpaperfocuson

the condensation ofhc=2e vortices.

M athem atically, we can describe the transition by

starting from the d wave BCS Ham iltonian inside the

superconducting statex > xc in thepresenceofexternal

m agnetic�eld ~A [3]:

H =

Z

dxd
y(x)

�

h + V (x) �̂

�̂ y � h� � V (x)

�

d(x) (1)

with d"(x) = c"(x);d#(x) = c
y

#
(x) [5],V (x) is random

chem icalpotentialdueto non-m agneticim puritieswhich

willbe setto be zero in the following.

Based on the earlier work on d-wave superconductor

by Sim on and Lee [3]and on t� J m odelby Ye and

Sachdev [4],theauthorderived thegauge-invariantform

in Ref.[6]:

h =
1

2m
(~p�

e

c
~A)2 � �F

�̂ =
1

4p2
F

[fpx �
1

2
@x�;py �

1

2
@y�g�(~r)

+ (px �
1

2
@x�)�(~r)(p y +

1

2
@y�)

+ (py �
1

2
@y�)�(~r)(p x +

1

2
@x�)
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+ �(~r)fp x +
1

2
@x�;py +

1

2
@y�g] (2)

where� isthephaseoftheorderparam eter�(~r)and p x

and py arethe m om enta relativeto the origin.

BecausehighTc cupratesarestronglytypeIIsupercon-

ductors(� = �=� � 1),weassum ethegap am plitudeto

be a constant �(x) � � 0e
i� acrossthe transition from

x > xc to x < xc. The phase � can be set to be zero

insidethesuperconducting statex > xc becauseitsuc-

tuation issuppressed.Howeverin theunderdoped regim e

x < xc,therearestrong phaseuctuation which leadsto

thefreehc=2evorticeslocated at ~R iwith parityni = � 1,

then thephase� satis�esr � r � = 2�ẑ
P

i
ni�(~r� ~R i).

A lotofwork hasbeen doneon a closely related prob-

lem wherequasi-particlesarecoupled tothevorticesgen-

erated by externalm agnetic �eld inside the supercon-

ducting state[3,6{15].Em ploying sem i-classicalapprox-

im ation,Volovik pointed outthatthe circulating super-

currentsaround vorticesinduce Dopplerenergy shift to

the quasi-particlespectrum ,which leadsto a �nite den-

sity ofstatesatthenodes[8].Thise�ect(Volovik e�ect)

hasbeen em ployed to attem ptto explain theexperim en-

talobservations[16]oflongitudinaltherm alconductivity

�xx in [9].

Starting from BCS Ham iltonian,W ang and M acDon-

ald perform ed a �rst num erical calculation on quasi-

particle spectrum in vortex lattice state [7]. By phe-

nom enologicalscaling argum ents,Sim on and Lee (SL)

proposed the approxim atescaling form sforlongitudinal

and transversetherm alconductivitiesfordirtydwavesu-

perconductorsin the m ixed state [3].Anderson [10]em -

ployed the �rstsingle-valued singulargaugetransform a-

tion to study quasi-particledynam icsin them ixed state.

Unfortunately,Anderson m ade an incorrect m ean �eld

approxim ation which violatesthe "Tim e-Reversal" sym -

m etry [6],thereforeleadstotheincorrectconclusion that

thereisLandau levelquantization ofenergy levelsofthe

quasi-particle.Franzand Tesanovicem ployed a di�erent

single-valued singulargauge transform ation and studied

the quasi-particle spectrum num erically [11]. They did

notseethesignatureofLandau levelquantizationin their

num ericalcalculations. M ore detailed studies in vari-

ouskindsofvortex latticestateswereconducted in Refs.

[12,13].Thequasi-particlespectrum around a singlevor-

tex,paying specialattention to the strong anisotropy of

Ferm iand gap velocities,wasgiven in [14,15].

In the vortex lattice state,the vector potentialonly

providesa periodicpotentialinstead ofscattering quasi-

particles, its e�ect on the energy spectrum and other

physicalquantities is not transparent. In Ref.[6],the

author studied the quasi-particle transport in the dis-

ordered vortex state where the random AB phase scat-

tering m ay show its im portant e�ects. I observed that

because in�nite thin hc=2e vorticesdo notbreak the T

reversalsym m etry [5],there is no Landau levelquanti-

zation,any correctm ean �eld theory should respectthis

T sym m etry (The otherway around need notbe neces-

sarily true,forexam ple,in � = 1=2 FractionalQ uantum

Hallsystem [27],the m ean �eld state isa Ferm isurface

ofcom posite ferm ion which respects T sym m etry even

the originalelectron system breaksthe T sym m etry due

to the externalm agnetic �eld). Iapplied the Anderson

singulartransform ation Eqn.3 to disordered vortex state

and found thatthelong-rangelogarithm icinteraction be-

tween vorticessuppressestheuctuation ofsuperuid ve-

locity (scalarpotential),butdoesnota�ectthe uctua-

tion oftheinternalgauge�eld.Thereforethescalar�eld

acquiresa"m ass"determ ined by thevortexdensity,but

the gauge �eld rem ains" m assless". The quasi-particle

scattering from the"m assless"internalgauge�eld dom i-

natesoverthose from the well-known "m assive" Volovik

e�ectand the non-m agnetic scattering atsu�cienthigh

m agnetic�eld.Thisdom inantscattering m echanism isa

purely quantum m echanicale�ectswhich wasoverlooked

by allthe previoussem i-classicaltreatm ents[9].In fact.

itisresponsibleforthebehaviorsofboth �xx and �xy in

high m agnetic�eld observed in the experim ents[16].

W hen the vortices are generated by quantum uctu-

ations them selves are m oving around,new physics m ay

arise. For exam ple,m oving hc=2e vortices does break

T reversalsym m etry and leads to Hallvoltage drop,a

m oving hc=2e vortex isdi�erentfrom a m oving � hc=2e

vortex. This in-equivalence renders FT gauge in Ref.

[11] useless for m oving vortices although it is equiva-

lent to Anderson’s gauge for static vortices. Anderson

gaugehasto be em ployed to study m oving vortices.In-

tuitively, from Newton’s third law, the vortices m ust

also feelthe counter-acting AB phase com ing from the

quasi-particles. Therefore there is a m utualAB phase

scattering between vorticesand quasi-particles.The dy-

nam icDopplershiftterm on the quasi-particlescan also

be equivalently viewed as an e�ective gauge �eld cou-

pled to the phase uctuation (see Eqn.14). In this pa-

per,we enlargeAnderson singulargaugetransform ation

to two m utualux-attaching singulargaugetransform a-

tions.W ethen apply them to study thephysicsofquasi-

particlescoupled to m oving vorticesnear the zero tem -

perature quantum criticalpoint. In canonicalquanti-

zation and in Coulom b gauge,we perform the two sin-

gular transform ations (which are dual to each other)

to quasi-particles(which are spinons) and m oving vor-

tices(which areholons)respectively to satisfy allthepos-

sible com m utation relations. Just like a conventional

singular gauge transform ation leads to a conventional

Chern-Sim on (CS)term ,the two m utualsingulargauge

transform ationslead to a m utualCS term .Thiselegant

m utualCS term describethem utualAB phasescattering

between vortices and quasi-particles. Alternatively, in

path-integralpresentation,the e�ective action describes

the quasi-particle m oving in both vectorand scalarpo-

tentials due to the phase uctuations ofquantum gen-
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erated vortices. By a duality transform ation presented

in Refs.[17,18]to a vortex representation,the quantum

uctuation generated vortices couple to quasi-particles

by a m utualCS term ,the vortices are also interacting

with each other by long range logarithm ic interactions

due to charge uctuation described by a M axwellterm .

Neglecting the charge uctuation and itsassociated dy-

nam icDopplershiftterm �rst,we�nd a�xed linecharac-

terized bythem utualstatisticalangle� and calculatethe

universalspinon,vortex and m utualHalldrag conduc-

tivitieswhich continuously depend on �.Thistransition

can also be viewed as a sim ple exam ple ofcon�nem ent

and decon�nem ent transition. In the disordered phase,

the quasi-particles are described by 2 + 1 dim ensional

Q ED.In the superconducting side,they are essentially

free.W estressed explicitly thelackofperiodicity ofU (1)

m utualCS gaugetheory.W hen theU (1)chargeuctua-

tion istaken into account,wetreatboth U (1)gaugeuc-

tuations on the sam e footing and �nd the U (1) charge

uctuation turns the �xed line into a �xed point sep-

arating the d-wave superconductor and som e unknown

charge ordered state. Both the dynam ic Doppler shift

term and the m utualstatisticalinteraction becom e ir-

relevant short-ranged interactions on both sides ofthe

Q CP.The spinon and holonsare con�ned into electrons

and Cooperpairsin the condensation ofhc=2e vortices,

in contrastto the condensation ofdouble strength hc=e

vorticesdiscussed in [1,2]and reviewed in m ostgeneral

form in appendix B.There are no gapless gauge �eld

uctuationsin the �naltheory,in contrastto U (1)and

SU (2)gaugetheory [21].W e also discussthe properties

ofthe two stable phases: disorderand superconducting

phasesaround the criticalpoint.

As stressed in Ref. [6], in weakly type-II lim it � <

� < dv,thesuperuid velocity vanishesin theinteriorof

thesuperconductor,theDopplershifte�ectiscom pletely

absent,the AB phase scattering e�ectbecom esthe sole

scattering m echanism [28]. In this case,the interaction

between vorticesbecom e short-ranged. The discussions

in [6]on high Tc cupratesarelim ited to H c1 � H � H c2

where � � dv � �. Except H is extrem ely close to

H c1,we can safely take � ! 1 lim it. The interaction

between vortices becom e long-ranged logarithm ic inter-

action and played leading roles as dem onstrated in [6].

In this paper,the quantum or therm aluctuation gen-

erated freevortex density scalesasnf � ��2c (here�c is

the correlation length rather than the coherence length

�). Forhigh Tc cuprates,� = �=� � 60,�=a � 5,then

� � 60� � 300a,so aslong asdv � �c < �,nam ely ex-

cept we get extrem ely close to the phase boundary,we

can safely set � ! 1 . Then we have to consider the

long-rangeinteraction between the vorticeswhich ism e-

diated by charge gauge �eld,its im portant role willbe

dem onstrated explicitly in Sec. IV.Allthe present ex-

perim entalsituationslie in the regim e�c < �.

The paper is organized as the following. In the next

section,wederivethee�ectiveaction with both them u-

tualC-S interaction and the charge uctuation,�rst in

the path integrallanguage,and then in canonicalquan-

tization representation.W e stressthe im portance ofthe

dualsingular gauge transform ation on the m oving vor-

ticestokeepthem utualstatisticsinvariantandderivethe

im portantexpression ofrealelectron operatorin term sof

spinon and holon (Eqn.25). In Sec. III,neglecting the

charge uctuation,we concentrate on the e�ect ofthe

m utualC-S interaction and calculate the criticalexpo-

nentsand universalconductivitiesforgeneralstatistical

angle �. Im plications for double layers Q uantum Hall

System are given. Som e technicaldetails are relegated

to appendix A.In appendix B,westudy doublestrength

hc=evorticesin them ostgeneralform by assum ingm ov-

ing hc=evorticesalso scatterquasi-particlesby a m utual

C-S term with any integerstatisticalangle.In SecIV,we

discussthecom bined e�ectofm utualC-S interaction and

charge uctuation,we show how the long-range charge

uctuation change the physicalpicture in Sec. IIIdra-

m atically. There are only electronsand Cooperpairsin

thespectrum ;the�xed lineisreplacedbyaquantum crit-

icalpoint(Q CP)separating d-wavesuperconductorand

som e stillunknown charge -ordered state;there are no

spin-chargeseparation and nogaplessgauge�eld uctua-

tionsin the�naltheory,in contrasttoU (1)orS(2)gauge

theories investigated in Ref.[21]. W e also discuss the

propertiesofthetwo phasesaround theQ CP.In section

V,weapply theform alism developed forquantum gener-

ated vorticesto study therm ally generated vorticesand

random staticvortex array in an externalm agnetic�eld

inside d-wave superconductor and recovered the results

established previously in Ref.[6].Finally,in Sec.VI,we

discusstheconnection and di�erencesofourpresentap-

proach to the Z2 gaugetheory and pointoutsom eopen

problem s.

II. T H E D U A L SIN G U LA R G A U G E

T R A N SFO R M A T IO N ,EFFEC T IV E A C T IO N

A N D SIN G LE ELEC T R O N O P ER A T O R

In the following,we follow the notation in Ref.[10,6]

and introducethespinon by perform ing a generalsingle-

valued Anderson singulargaugetransform ation d = U ds:

H s = U
�1
H U; U =

�

ei�A 0

0 e�i� B

�

(3)

where �A = 0;�B = � orvice versa and � is the phase

ofthe Cooperpair. In the form er(latter),the spinon is

electron-like(hole-like).TheoriginalAnderson singular

gauge transform ation [10]is devised for static vortices.

Here we extend it to m oving vortices whose phase � is

also uctuating, therefore, depends on both the space

and tim e.
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A . Path integralform ulation

Expanding H s around the node 1 where ~p = (pF ;0),

we obtain H s = H l+ H c. The corresponding linearized

quasi-particle Lagrangian Lqp in the presence ofthe ex-

ternalgaugepotentialA � in the im aginary tim e � is:

L
u
qp =  

y

1
[(@� � ia�)+ vf(px � ax)�

3 + v� (py � ay)�
1] 1

+  
y

1
 1vfvx(~r)+ i 

y

1
�
3
 1v�(~r)+ (1 ! 2;x ! y) (4)

where vf;v� are Ferm iand gap velocities respectively,

v� = �h

2
@�� � e

c
A �;� = x;y;� is the dynam icalgauge-

invariantsuperuid m om entum ,itactsasa scalarscat-

tering potentialand providesdynam icalDopplershiftto

thequasi-particles(thise�ectcan beconsidered asa dy-

nam icVolovik e�ect),a� =
1

2
@�(�A � �B )isthedynam -

icalAB gauge�eld dueto thephasewinding ofvortices.

Note that the externalgauge potentialonly appear ex-

plicitly in the superuid m om entum v�.The ferm ion at

node1 (2)only couplesto thex(y)-com ponentofsuper-

uid m om entum ,becausethe Ferm im om entum atnode

1 (2)isalong thex(y)direction.Becausethereareequal

num berofpositiveand negativevortices,on theaverage,

the vanishing ofv� and a� is autom atically ensured in

the Anderson gauge.

W e getthe corresponding expression atnode �1 and �2

by changing vf ! � vf;v� ! � v� in the aboveEqn.

L
l
qp =  

y
�1
[(@� � ia�)� vf(px � ax)�

3
� v� (py � ay)�

1] �1

�  
y
�1
 �1vfvx(~r)+ i 

y
�1
�
3
 �1v�(~r)+ (�1 ! �2;x ! y) (5)

The curvatureterm H c can be written as:

H c =
1

m
[f� �;v�g+

~� 2 + ~v2

2
�
3 +

� 0

2�F
f� x;� yg�

1] (6)

W here ~� = ~p + ~a is the covariant derivative [25]. H c

takesthesam e form forallthefournodes.Although H c

is very im portant for the therm alHallconductance in

thepresenceofexternalm agnetic�eld [6],itisirrelevant

nearthequantum criticalpoint,so wewillnotdiscussit

anym orein the presentpaper.

Perform ing a P � H transform ation ~ 1� = ��� 
y
�1�

(

�;� are p-h indices ) at node �1 and the corresponding

transform ation atnode �2,the aboveEqn.becom es:

L
l
qp =

~ 
y

1
[(@� + ia�)+ vf(px + ax)�

3 + v� (py + ay)�
1]~ 1

+ ~ 
y

1
~ 1vfvx(~r)+ i~ 

y

1
�
3 ~ 1v�(~r)+ (1 ! 2;x ! y) (7)

In orderto m akethe�nalexpressionsexplicitly SU (2)

invariant,we perform the singulargaugetransform ation

 12� = e�i(� A �� B )~ 1� and the corresponding transfor-

m ation atnode�2,then a� ! � a�,Eqn.7 takesthesam e

form asEqn.4 [22].Adding the two equationsleadsto:

Lqp =  
y

1a[(@� � ia�)+ vf(px � ax)�
3 + v� (py � ay)�

1] 1a

+  
y

1a 1avfvx(~r)+ i 
y

1a�
3
 1av�(~r)+ (1 ! 2;x ! y) (8)

wherea = 1;2 isthespin indices.�0s m atricesareacting

on particle-holespace.Asintended,theaboveEqn.isex-

plicitly SU (2)spin invariant.Equivalently,we can start

with the explicitly spin SU (2)invariantapproach advo-

cated in Ref.[1]and perform the singular gauge trans-

form ation in the p-h space.

Lqp enjoys gauge sym m etry U (1)u � Us(1) ( in fact,

for static vortices, it is U (1)� Z2 ), the �rst being

uniform and second being staggered gauge sym m etry:

Uniform (orexternal)Uu(1)gaugesym m etry

c� ! c�e
i�
; d� ! d�

�A ! �A + �; �B ! �B + � (9)

Underthisuniform U (1)transform ation,thecorrespond-

ing �eldstransform as:

� ! � + 2�; A� ! A � + @��

v� ! v�; a� ! a� (10)

d;v�;a� all are invariant under this external U (1)

transform ation.Thereforethespinon d� ischargeneutral

to the externalm agnetic�eld.

Staggered (orinternal)Us(1)gaugesym m etry

c� ! c�; d� ! d�e
�i�

�A ! �A + �; �B ! �B � � (11)

UnderthisinternalU (1)transform ation,thecorrespond-

ing �eldstransform as:

� ! �; A� ! A �

v� ! v�; a� ! a� + @�� (12)

Although the spinon d� is charge neutralto the ex-

ternalm agnetic �eld,it carriescharge 1 to the internal

gauge�eld a�.

Itiseasy to realizethatUu(1)actsonly on the boson

sector,sincethespinon ischargeneutral,Us(1)actsonly

on the ferm ion sector. In fact,Us(1) should be a dis-

crete localZ2 sym m etry for static vortices,because up

and down statichc=2evorticesareequivalentand do not

break T sym m etry [6].

Thephaseuctuation issim ply 2+ 1 dim ensionalX-Y

m odel(Forsim plicity,weneglectthepossibleanisotropy

in the spin-sti�ness):

Lph =
K

2
v
2

� =
K

2
(@�� � 2A�)

2 (13)

After absorbing the scalar potential scattering part

(thedynam icDopplershiftterm )into Lph,wecan write

the totalLagrangian L = Lqp + Lph as:

4



L =  
y

1a[(@� � ia�)+ vf(px � ax)�
3 + v� (py � ay)�

1] 1a

+ (1 ! 2;x ! y)+
K

2
(@�� � A

eff
� )2 (14)

whereA eff
� = 2A � � K�1 J� and the quasi-particleelec-

triccurrentis:J0 =  
y

j�
3 j;Jx = vf 

y

1
 1;Jy = vf 

y

2
 2.

Itiseasy toseethatthedynam icalDopplershiftterm on

the quasi-particlescan also be equivalently thoughtasa

dynam icale�ectivegauge�eld coupled to thephaseuc-

tuation. (Note thatin the static vortex array generated

by externalm agnetic�eld [6],thesuperuid m om entum

is static and causes Doppler shift to the quasi-particle,

thereisno feed-back e�ecton thesuperuid m om entum

from the quasi-particles)

From Eqn.14,itis easy to identify the two conserved

Noethercurrents:spinon currentand electriccurrent.

The spinon currentisgiven by:

j
s
0 =  

y

1
(x) 1(x)+  

y

2
(x) 2(x)

j
s
x =  

y

1
(x)vF �

3
 1(x)+  

y

2
(x)v� �

1
 2(x)

j
s
y =  

y

1
(x)v� �

1
 1(x)+  

y

2
(x)vF �

3
 2(x) (15)

O bviously the spinon currentonly com es from quasi-

particle.In principle,thespinon currentisnotconserved

due to scatterings between di�erent nodes which lead

to anom alous term s not included in Eqn.14. However,

theinter-nodescatteringsinvolvelargem om entatransfer
~K i� ~K j fori6= j,so weneglectthem dueto m om entum

conservation in the long wave-length lim it ofthe phase

uctuation [23]. The exactconserved spin current~jS� is

with ~�=2 inserted in the abovespinon currents.

The electriccurrentisgiven by:

j
e
� = �

@L

@A
eff
�

= K (@�� � A
eff
� )= K (@�� � 2A�)+ J�

(16)

W here the �rst part com ing from Cooper pair and the

second from the quasi-particle. Although they are not

separately conserved,theirsum is.

In the the electron-like Anderson gauge where a� =
1

2
@�� [24],theNoethercurrentdueto thethesym m etry

under� ! � + � can be written as:

j
t
� =

@L

@(@��)
= K (@�� � A

eff
� )�

1

2
j
s
� = j

e
� �

1

2
j
s
� (17)

It is a com bination of electric and spinon currents,

thereforealso conserved.

Following Refs.[17,18],weperform a duality transfor-

m ation to Eqn.14

K

2
(@�� � A

eff
� )2 � i

1

2
@��j

s
�

= ije�(@�� � A
eff
� )+

1

2K
j
2

e� � i
1

2
@��j

s
�

= ij
t
�@�� + ij

t
�@�� � ij

e
�A

eff
� +

1

2K
j
2

e� (18)

W here we have separated topologicaltrivialspin-wave

partand topologicalnon-trivialvortex parts.

Integrating outthespin-wavepart,wegetthe conser-

vation equation forthe totalcurrentjt� = je� �
1

2
js�. In

fact,asshown in thepreviousparagraphs,je� and js� are

separately conserved. Therefore we can introduce spin

and electricgauge�eldsby:

j
s
� = ����@�a

s
�

j
e
� = ����@�a

e
� (19)

W e can also de�ne the vortex current:

j
v
� =

1

2�
����@�@��

= ����@�a
v
� (20)

whereav� = @��=2� isthe vortex gauge�eld.

Substituting the above expressions into Eqn.18, we

reach:

1

4K
f
2

e�� + i@��j
t
� � iA

eff
� ����@�a

e
�

=
1

4K
f
2

e�� + ia
t
�j

v
� � iA

eff
� ����@�a

e
� (21)

where at� = ae� �
1

2
as� isthe totalgauge �eld feltby the

m oving vortices.

Using � forthevortex operatorand adding thequasi-

particlepart,wegetthe following e�ective action:

L =  
y

1a[(@� � ia
 
� )+ vf(px � a

 
x )�

3 + v� (py � a
 
y )�

1] 1a

+ (1 ! 2;x ! y)

+ j(@� � ia
�

� � ia�)�j
2 + V (j�j)+

i

2��
a
 
� ����@�a

�

�

+
1

4
f
2

�� � iA
eff
� ����@�a� � ��ij@iaj (22)

where V (j�j) = m 2
�
j�j2 + g� j�j

4 + � � � stands for the

short range interaction between the vortices. The last

term is due to the Berry phase in the boson represen-

tation [18]which is a �rst order tim e derivative term .

It can be absorbed into A eff
� by rede�ning A eff

� !

A eff
� + i���0,it acts like an externalm agnetic �eld in

the ẑ ( nam ely � = 0 ) direction in the above vortex

representation. There are M = 1 species ofvortex and

N = 4 species ofDirac ferm ion( 2 spin com ponents at

2 nodes atthe upper halfplane),the m utualstatistical

angle� = � 1=2.W ealsochanged thenotation by setting

a = av;a� = as;ae = a. The dynam ic Doppler-shifted

term iK �1 J�����@�a� (The dynam ic Doppler shift ef-

fect)isencoded in thesecond to thelastterm in Eqn.22.

Note that this term only involveselectricalgauge �eld.

This e�ect was not written down explicitly in the Z 2

gaugetheory [19].
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Eqn.22 again enjoys the gauge sym m etry U (1)c �

U (1)cs which isadynam icgeneralizationofU (1)u� U (1)s
in Eqns.10,12.The �rstone acting on the vortex sector

isthe electric U (1)c � U (1)u gauge �eld,the second on

both the vortex and ferm ion sectors is the U (1)cs m u-

tualCS gauge�eld which isa dynam ic generalization of

U (1)s.The m utualChern-Sim on term enforcesthe con-

straints: 2��js� = ����@�a
�

�
;2��jv� = ����@�a

 

�
. Physi-

cally,itm eansthatwhen a quasi-particleencirclesa vor-

tex,itpicksup a phase2��.Equivalently when a vortex

m oves around a quasi-particle,it also picks up a phase

2��.Although theconventionalC-S term breaksT sym -

m etry and hasperiodicity under� ! � + 2 [26,27,29{32],

the m utualC-S term does not break T sym m etry and

doesnothave the periodicity under� ! � + 1. Forex-

am ple,� = � 1=2 isnotequivalentto � = 1=2.

B .Electron operator

The generalform ofelectron annihilation operatoris:

C�(~x)=
X

i= 1;2

[ei�A e
i~K i�~x i1� � ���e

i�B e
�i ~K i�~x 

y

i2�
] (23)

whereiisthenodeindex,1;2 arep� h indices,�;� are

spin indices(in therestofthepaper,wewillstick to this

notation )and �A and �B aregiven by:

�A =
�

2
+

Z

a
 
dx

�B =
�

2
�

Z

a
 
dx (24)

Eqn.23 reads:

C�(~x)=
X

i= 1;2

[ei�=2ei
~K i�~xe

i

R
a
 
dx
 i1�

� ���e
i�=2

e
�i ~K i�~xe

�i

R
a
 
dx
 
y

i2�
] (25)

In principle,the electron G reen function G (~x;t) = <

C�(~x;t)C
y
�(0;0) > can be calculated from the above

equation. It is easy to see that the real electron in

Eqn.25 isinvariantundertheinternalgaugetransform a-

tion U (1)s.

C .C anonicalquantization approach

In subsection A,we derived Eqn.22 by path integral

approach,in this subsection,we rederive this equation

by canonicalquantization m ethod and stressthe im por-

tanceofthe dualsingulargaugetransform ation Eqn.29.

Substituting Eqn.24 into Eqn.3,we �nd thatthe sin-

gularunitary transform ation U takesthephysicallym ore

transparentform :

d =

�

ei�=2 0

0 e�i�=2

�

e
i

R
a
 
dx
ds (26)

where,in �rst quantization form :

~a
 =

1

2
(r �A � r �B ) (27)

The�rstfactorleadstothedynam icDopplershiftterm

which is not explicitly written in the Z2 gauge theory.

The second leadsto m utualCS term with � = 1=2. To

see this,in Anderson electron-like gauge,we rewrite ~a 

in the second quantization form in term s ofthe vortex

operator� :

~a
 = �

Z

d
2
~r
0
r �(~r� ~r

0)jv0(~r
0) (28)

where jv0 isvortex num beroperatorand �(~r� ~r0)isthe

anglethe vector(~r� ~r0)m akeswith x axis.

O bviously,ds stillsatis�esferm ion com m utation rela-

tion.W hen thevorticesarestatic,jv0(~x)=
P

i
�(~x� ~xi),

Eqn.28 recovers the original Anderson singular gauge

transform ation and istheonly necessary transform ation.

However,when vorticesare generated by quantum uc-

tuations,they have their own dynam ics. Eqn.28 alone

can not satisfy allthe possible com m utation relations.

Thism otivated usto introducethe following dualsingu-

largaugetransform ation to the vortex operator:

� = e
i

R
a
�
dx
�s (29)

where,in second quantization form :

~a
� = �

Z

d
2
~r
0
r �(~r� ~r

0)js0(~r
0) (30)

W herejs0 isgiven by Eqn.15.

O bviously,�s stillsatis�es boson com m utation rela-

tion.

M ostim portantly,from Eqns.26 and 29,wecan check

thatds and �s com m utewith each other,sotheirm utual

statisticsiskeptintactwhich isouroriginalm otivation.

Note thatforstatic vortices,the dualtransform ation in

Eqn.29isunnecessary,becausethestaticvorticesarenot

dynam icvariables.

It is very instructive to com pare the above transfor-

m ations to the well-known singular gauge transform a-

tion leading to com posite boson in � = 1=3 Fractional

Q uantum Hall state by Zhang, Hansen and K ivelson

(ZHK ) [26]and com posite ferm ion in � = 1=2 system

by Halperin,Leeand Read (HLR)[27]:

 = e
i

R
adx

 c (31)

where,in second quantization form :

~a = �

Z

d
2
~r
0
r �(~r� ~r

0)�(~r0) (32)
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where �(~r)=  y =  y
c c isthe ferm ion num beropera-

tor.

Thecrucialdi�erencebetween Eqn.31 and Eqns.26,29

isthatin the form er,we attach electron’sown � ux to

itself( � = 3 in � = 1=3 FQ H state to change ferm ion

to boson and � = 2 in � = 1=2 system to keep ferm ion

statistics intact ),the constraint r � ~a(~r) = 2���(~r) (

Eqn.32 ) in Coulom b gauge @iai = 0 leads to com pos-

ite ferm ion  c coupled to conventionalCS term which

breaks T sym m etry,has periodicity under � ! � + 2;

however, in the latter, we attach vortex’s � = 1=2

ux to quasi-particle or vise versa,the two constraints

r � ~a (~r)= 2��jv0(~r);r � ~a� (~r)= 2��js0(~r)(Eqns.28,30

)in Coulom b gauges@ia
 

i = @ia
�
i = 0 naturally leadsto

quasi-particles and vortices are coupled by m utualCS

term in additionalto theelectricalgauge�eld which m e-

diatesthe logarithm icinteraction between vortices.The

m utualCS term does not break T sym m etry and does

nothavethe periodicity under� ! � + 1.

Itiseasy to see thatwhen a vortex ism oving around

a closed loop,itpick up two phases,oneisU (1)cs phase

due to the spinon current,described by the m utualC-

S term ,anotherisU (1)c phase due to the totalelectric

charge current described by the M axwellterm . In the

following section,wewillneglecttheelectricchargeuc-

tuation (therefore its associated Dynam ic Doppler shift

term )and concentrateon the m utualstatisticsterm .In

Sec.IV,wewillstudy thecom bined e�ectofchargeuc-

tuation described by the M axwellterm and the m utual

C-S term .

Forsim plicity,weneglectallthepossibleanisotropy in

thequasi-particleand vortex velocities.W ealso takethe

relativisticform forboth ferm ion and boson,becausethe

di�erencebetween thevelocity ofspinon and thatofvor-

tex in Eqn.22 is expected to be irrelevantnearthe zero

tem peratureQ CP [20].

III. T H E EFFEC T O F M U T U A L STA T IST IC S

In this section, we neglect the charge uctuation,

nam ely setting a� = 0 in Eqn.22. The associated dy-

nam icDopplershiftterm also dropsout.Aspointed out

in [6]and re-em phasized in the introduction,thisisthe

weakly type II case. So far,weakly type II supercon-

ductorsarealls-wavesuperconductorswherethereisno

low energy quasi-particles.So the resultsin thissection

can only beapplied to presum ed " weakly typeIId-wave

superconductor " which has not been discovered yet in

nature. The m odelis also a relativistic version ofthe

Halldrag problem in doublelayerQ uantum Hallsystem

[36],therefore the m odelitselfis interesting on its own

rightand deservesdetailed investigation.

Thechargeuctuation can besuppressed by assum ing

the condensation ofhc=e vortices reviewed in appendix

B.W e could add the kinetic and potentialterm sforthe

hc=e vortex operator�2 to Eqn.22:

L� 2
= j(@� � i2a�)�2j

2 + V (j�2j) (33)

Asshownin [1]and in appendixB,thereisnom utualsta-

tisticalinteraction between spinon and hc=evortices�2.

The long range logarithm ic interaction between hc=2e

vortices� and hc=e vortices� 2 ism ediated by the elec-

tricalgauge �eld a�. Condensing < �2 > = �20 will

generateam assterm
�
2

20

2
(a�)

2
t which dom inatesoverthe

M axwellterm .Integrating outa� leadsto

1

�2
20

[
1

4
(fA

ef f

�� )2 � iA
eff
� ����@�j

v
� + (jv�)

2

t] (34)

All the generated term s only renorm alize the short

rangeinteractionsalready included in V (j�j).

A . Q uantum C riticalpoint

In orderto calculateconductivities,weadd two source

�elds A  
� and A �

� for the quasi-particlesand vortex re-

spectively:

L =  
y
a�(@� � ia

 
� � iA

 
� ) a

+ j(@� � ia
�

� � iA
�

� )�j
2 + V (j�j)+

i

2��
a
 
� ����@�a

�

� (35)

where a = 1;2;3;4 stands for N = 4 species ofDirac

ferm ion. In fact,two M axwellterm sfora and a� can

beadded to theaboveequation,butthey aresubleading

to the m utualCS term in the low energy lim it.Itisex-

pected that there is no periodicity under � ! � + 1 in

the continuum lim it.

The RG calculation in Refs.[29{31]can be used to

show that� isexactly m arginal,thereforethere isa line

of�xed pointsdeterm ined by them utualstatisticalangle

�. In orderto calculate the spin conductivity along this

�xed line,a source�eld could beintroduced to coupleto

thespin current~jS� =  y
��(~�)�� �.Sim ilarcalculations

follow.

Integrating outboth ferm ion and boson leadsto:

L = �
1

2
a
 
� (� k)� ��(k)a

 
� (k)�

1

2
a
 
� (� k)� ��� (k)a

�

� (k)

�
1

2
a
�

� (� k)����(k)a
�

� (k)�
1

2
a
�

� (� k)�� �� (k)a
 
� (k)

�
1

2�
(a � (� k)� A

 
� (� k))����k�(a

�

� (k)� A
�

� (k))

�
1

2�
(a�� (� k)� A

�

� (� k))����k�(a
 
� (k)� A

 
� (k)) (36)

where the exact form s of� 0s are dictated by gauge in-

varianceand Furry’stheorem :
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�  
��(k)= � 1(k)k(��� �

k�k�

k2
)

�  �
�� (k)= � � 

�� (k)= � 2(k)����k�

� �

��(k)= � 3(k)k(��� �
k�k�

k2
) (37)

W here � 1;� 2;� 3 are the polarizations for

a a ;a a� ;a� a� .

Ifweareonly interested in DC conductivities,forsim -

plicity,wecan put~k = 0,Eqn.36 becom es(forthem ost

generalform ,seeappendix A):

L = �
1

2
a
 

i (� !n)� 1j!nja
 

i (!n)�
1

2
a
 

i (� !n)� 2�ij!na
�

j (!n)

�
1

2
a
�

i (� !n)� 3j!nja
�

i (!n)�
1

2
a
�

i (� !n)� 2�ij!na
 

j (!n)

�
1

2�
(a

 

i (� !n)� A
 

i (� !n))�ij!n(a
�

j (!n)� A
�

j (!n))

�
1

2�
(a�i (� !n)� A

�

i (� !n))�ij!n(a
 

j
(!n)� A

 

j
(!n)) (38)

Ifwede�ne~a�i (!n)= �ija
�
j (!n);

~A �
i (!n)= �ijA

�
j (!n),

the above equation becom es diagonalin the spatialin-

dicesi= 1;2.Finally,integrating outa
 

i ;~a
�
i leadsto

L = �
1

2
(A

 

i ;
~A �

i )

�

� �H

�H ��

� �

A
 

i

~A �
i

�

(39)

W here spinon,vortex and m utualHalldrag conduc-

tivitiesare:

�
 = (

1

�
)2

� 1

� 1� 3 + (1=� � �2)
2

�
� = (

1

�
)2

� 3

� 1� 3 + (1=� � �2)
2

�
H = (

1

�
)2
� 2 � �(�1� 3 + � 2

2)

� 1� 3 + (1=� � �2)
2

(40)

In fact,allthe three conductivities can be written in

the elegantconnection form ula:

�ij = (�F B )ij � ��ij (41)

with the conductivity tensorofferm ion and boson given

by

�F B =

�

� 1 � �2
� 2 � 3

�

(42)

Although its form is sim ilar to the conventionalcon-

nection form ulasdiscussed in [27,29,30],the physicalin-

terpretationsoftheconductivitiesarequitedi�erent(see

the following).

W hen thevorticesaregenerated by externalm agnetic

�eld and pinned by im purities as discussed in [6], the

totalconductivity is the sam e as the ferm ion conduc-

tivity because the static vorticesdo not contribute. As

explained in section V,the static vortices only feelthe

electricgauge�eld a�,butnotthe statisticalgauge�eld

a�� .

Theequations41,42areexact,but� 1;� 2;� 3 can only

be calculated perturbatively in the coupling constant

g2 = 2��. The renorm alized propagatorsfora and a�

can be found from the following Feym ann diagram s:

+=

=

(a)

(b)

Fig 2: The renorm alized propagatorsfora (thick wiggle line )

and a
� (thick dashed line).The thin wiggle linestandsfora ,the

dashed thin linefora� ,the thin solid lineforferm ion propagators,

the thick solid line forthe boson propagators.

By using the bare propagators < a � a
�
� > =

� ����k�=k
2 and thebareferm ion and boson loop results

� f0
�� = � b0

�� = �
g
2

16
k(��� � k�k�=k

2),we can �nd easily

the renorm alized a and a� propagatorsG  
�� = G �

�� =

�
g
2

16

1

k
(��� � k�k�=k

2). In contrast to the conventional

CS theory studied in [29,30],thepropagatorsareeven in

k,this is because the theory respects T sym m etry. O n

the otherhand,in contrastto the M axwellpropagators,

they behaveas1=k instead of1=k2.

Thethree loop diagram sfor� 1 aregiven by:

+ +

Fig 3: The three loop diagram s of� 1. The thick wiggle line

stands for the renorm alized propagators ofa ,the thin solid line

stands for the ferm ion propagator. The one loop diagram is not

shown.

By usingG  
�� and extractingthesym m etricpartofthe

gaugepropagatorin the largeN resultsin Refs.[29,30],

we are able to calculate the above three loop diagram s.

Furry’stheorem can be used to elim inate large num ber

ofnulldiagram s.W e getthe following series:

� 1 = M N
�

8
(1+

3

16

g4

(2�)2
+ g

8 + � � � ) (43)

where N = 4 ( M = 1 ) is due to the sum over 4 (1)

speciesofDiracferm ions(bosons).

Thethree loop diagram sfor� 3 aregiven by:

+ +

++
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Fig 4: The three loop diagram s of� 3. The thick dashed line

stands for the renorm alized propagator ofa� ,the thick solid line

stands for the boson propagator. The one loop diagram is not

shown.

Forbosons,only oneloop resultisknown:

� 3 = M N
�

8
(1+ g

4 + g
8 + � � � ) (44)

Note thatboth � 1 and � 3 areeven functionsof�.

From Furry’s theorem ,one ofthe �rst non-vanishing

diagram for� 2 is:

Fig 5: O ne ofthe fourloop diagram s of� 2.the thin solid line

standsfortheferm ion propagator,thethick solid linefortheboson

propagator. A llthe other four loop diagram s can be obtained by

shu� ing the positions ofthe three bare propagator lines.

Theseriesis� 2 = M N (g6 + g10 + � � � )which isan odd

function of�.

From Eqn.40,� ;�� are even functions of�,butthe

m utualHalldrag conductivity is an odd function of�.

These are expected from P � H transform ation. Under

theP � H transform ation ofthevortex operator� ! �y

in Eqn.35,it can be shown that A �
� ;� is equivalent to

� A�� ;� �. From Eqn.39,we reach the sam e conclusions.

Speci�cally,�H takesopposite valuesfor� = � 1=2,the

periodicity under � ! � + 1 is not preserved. Exper-

im entally, the Hall drag conductivity can be detected

by m easuring thetransversevoltagedrop (ortransverse

tem perature drop for therm alconductivity ) ofspinons

due to the longitudinal driving of vortices. The Hall

drag conductivity in doublelayerQ uantum Hallsystem s

hasbeen investigated by severalauthors[36].In double

layersystem s,theelectronsin di�erentlayersaretreated

as two di�erent species. There is a m utualCS interac-

tion between the two species(both are ferm ions)which

isdirectly responsibleforthisHalldrag conductivity,al-

though theCoulom b interaction between thetwo species

isresponsiblefortheCoulom b (longitudinal)drag [37].

This exam ple shows that no externalm agnetic �eld is

needed to produce a Halle�ect!Forexam ple � = � 1=2

lead to oppositeHalldrag conductivitiesalthough static

� = � 1=2 vortex leadsto no Hallconductivity.

Again,by using the large N resultof[29,30],we �nd

the anom alousdim ensionsofthe ferm ion and vortex to

two loops:

(b)

+

(a)

Fig 6: The two loop diagram sforthe selfenergiesofspinon (a)

and vortex (b). The renorm alized operators are used.

Theresultsare:

� = �
g4

48�2
M

�� = �X Y �
g4

12�2
N (45)

where �X Y � 0:038 is the anom alousdim ension for the

3d XY m odel[33].

Thecorrelation length exponentcan alsobecalculated

to two loopsby the insertion ofthe operator�y�:

X
Fig 7: The crossstands forthe operator insertion of� y� .

Theresultis:

� = �X Y �
g4

12�2
N (46)

where�X Y � 0:672iscorrelation length exponentforthe

3d XY m odel[33].

Itisinstructiveto goto dualrepresentation ofEqn.35,

nam ely go to the boson representation:

L =  
y
a�(@� � ia

 
� � iA

 
� ) a + j(@� � ia

�
�)�j

2 + V (j�j)

+
1

4
(f���)

2 + ia
�

� ����@�(a
�

�
� a

 

�
=�)� iA

�

� ����@�a
�

�
(47)

whereV (j�j)= m 2

�
j�j2 + g�j�j

4 + � � � ,

Integratingouta�� leadsto theconstraintup to a pure

gauge:

a
 
� = �a

�
� (48)

Substituting the above constraintto Eqn.47 and set-

ting a�� = a�,we�nd:

L =  
y
a�(@� � i�a� � iA

 
� ) a +

1

4
f
2

��

+ j(@� � ia�)�j
2 + V (j�j)� iA

�

� ����@�a� (49)

The above Eqn. indicates that ferm ions and bosons

are coupled to the sam e gauge �eld whose dynam ics is

described by M axwellterm instead ofC-S term . This

Eqn. issim ply 2+ 1 dim ensionalcom bination ofspinor
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Q ED and scalar Q ED.This action is sim ilar to a rela-

tivistic analogue ofthe U (1) gauge �eld theory investi-

gated extensively in Ref.[21].The RG analysisat4� �

by dim ensional regularization is possible, because the

m arginaldim ension ofallthe relevant couplings are 4.

However a RG analysis directly at 2 + 1 dim ension is

form idable. The physicalm eaning of� is obscure and

the exactm arginality of� isa highly non-trivalresultin

theboson representation,butallthesebecom eevidentin

thedualvortex representation Eqn.35.Itisevidentthat

thereisno periodicity under� ! � + 1 in Eqn.49.

Ifweperform duality transform ation again on Eqn.49

to go to the vortex representation, then we recover

Eqn.22 upon neglecting the two M axwellterm s which

aresubleading to the m utualC-S term .

In the next subsection,setting the two source term s

vanishing, we look at the properties of the di�erent

phaseson the two sidesofthisquantum criticalpoint.

B . 2+ 1 dim ensionalQ ED in the underdoped phase

and free ferm ions in the superconducting phase

In the disordered phase,the vortex condense < � > =

�0 which generatesa m assterm fora�� in Eqn.35

�2
0

2
(a�� )

2

t (50)

wherethe subscripttm eanstransverseprojection.

Integratingoutthem assivea�� leadstoaM axwellterm

fora � :

L =  
y
a�(@� � ia

 
�) a +

1

4�2
0

(f ��)
2 (51)

Thisissim ply 2+ 1dim ensionalspinorQ ED which was

studied bylargeN expansionbytheauthorsin [34].They

used fourcom ponentDiracferm ionsand discussed possi-

bledynam icm assgeneration oftheferm ionswhich break

the chiralsym m etry,butpreservesParity and Tim e re-

versalsym m etry.However,for2+ 1dim ensionalcom pact

Q E D ,the possible im portantinstanton e�ectswere not

wellunderstood yet. The possible connection between

this dynam ic m ass generation and Anti-ferrom agnetism

in the context of gapless ux phase was discussed by

M arston [35].

In fact,wereach the sam edescription from the boson

representation Eqn.49.Becausein the disordered phase,

the boson � ism assive,therefore can be integrated out,

itgeneratesthe M axwellterm 1

4m �

f2�� which dom inates

over the existing non-criticalM axwellterm . W e reach

Eqn.51 afteridentifying m � � �20.

In the superconductor phase, the vortex � is m as-

sive,therefore can be integrated out,itleadsto the old

M axwellterm 1

4m �

(f���)
2. Integrating outa� generates

a m assterm :

L =  
y
a�(@� � ia

 
�) a +

m �

2
(a � )

2

t (52)

wherem � isthe m assofthe vortex.

TheDiracferm ionsbecom efree.In fact,wereach the

sam e description from the boson representation Eqn.49.

Becausein superconductorphase,theboson � condense,

therefore generates a m ass term
�
2

0

2
(a�)

2
t which renders

the M axwellterm ine�ective. W e reach the sam e con-

clusion from both sidesby identifying m � � �20 which is

dualto the relation in the disordered phasem � � �20.

In short, in the disordered phase, the system is de-

scribed by spinor Q ED Eqn.51; in the superconductor

side, by free Dirac ferm ion. W e can view the transi-

tion as a sim ple exam ple ofcon�nem ent-decon�nem ent

transition.In the con�ned (disordered )phase,the bo-

son and ferm ion arecon�ned togetherby theuctuating

gauge �eld. In the decon�ned (superconductor)phase,

the boson condensed,the gauge �eld becom es m assive,

the ferm ion becom esfree. There isa line of�xed point

governed by them utualstatisticalangle� separatingthe

two phases.

IV . T H E EFFEC T O F C H A R G E FLU C T U A T IO N

A N D T H E A B SEN C E O F M A SSLESS D Y N A M IC

G A U G E FIELD A T T = 0

In thissection,wetrytoinvestigatethee�ectofcharge

uctuation on the �xed line characterized by the statis-

ticalangle� discovered in thelastsection by considering

the com bined e�ects ofU (1)cs m utualstatisticalgauge

uctuation and U (1)c electrical gauge uctuation and

treat both U (1) gauge �elds on the equalfooting. W e

�nd the condensation ofhc=2e vortex condensation in-

deed leadsto thecon�nem entofspinon and chargon into

Cooper pairs and electrons,in contrast to the conden-

sation ofhc=e vortex. The �xed line in the lastsection

is destroyed and replaced by a quantum criticalpoint

separating the superconducting state and som e sort of

chargeordered state.Thereisno gaplessgauge�eld left

in the�naltheory,in sharp contrasttotheU (1)orSU (2)

gaugetheory [21].Both m utualC-S interaction term and

thedynam icDoppler-shiftterm becom eirrelevantshort-

ranged interactions.

The authors in Ref. [20]studied the sim ilar m odel.

They perform ed a perturbative RG calculation and

reached very di�erentconclusionsfrom ours.

A . Q uantum criticalpoint

Putting a�� ! a�� � a� in Eqn.22,weget

L =  
y
a�(@� � ia

 
�) a + j(@� � ia

�

� )�j
2 + V (j�j)

+
i

2��
a
 
� ����@�a

�

� � ia�����@�(a
 

�
=� + A

eff

�
)+

1

4
f
2

�� (53)
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Integrating outthe electricgauge�eld a� leadsto:

L =  
y
a�(@� � ia

 
� ) a + j(@� � ia

�

� )�j
2 + V (j�j)

+
i

2��
a
 
� ����@�a

�

� +
1

2
(a � =� + A

eff
� )2t (54)

Com paring to Eqn.35,itiseasy to seethatthecharge

uctuation leadsto a m assterm forthe gauge �eld a � .

Shifting a � =� + Aeff� ! a� and adding the gauge �xing

term 1

2�
(@�a�)

2,wecan integrateoutthem assive gauge

�eld a� in Lorenzgauge� = 0 and �nd:

L =  
y
a�(@� � i�A

eff
� ) a + j(@� � ia

�

� )�j
2 + V (j�j)

+
1

4
(f���)

2
� i(Aeff� + �j

s
�)����@�a

�

� + (js�)
2

t (55)

Note the M axwellterm fora� isgenerated by the in-

tegration overthe m assivea�.

SettingA � = 0,integratingouttheferm ionsonlyleads

to higherderivativeterm sthan the M axwellterm :

L = j(@� � ia
�

� )�j
2 + V (j�j)+

1

4
(f���)

2 + � � � (56)

where � � � m eans higher than second order derivatives.

Thereforethevortex and ferm ion areasym ptotically de-

coupled. It indicates that the charge uctuation ne-

glected in the last section destroy the �xed line char-

acterized by �. However,very di�erent conclusions are

reached in Ref.[20].W ethink thattheperturbativeRG

calculation in [20]m ay not treatthe charge gauge �eld

uctuation correctly.

Justlikethelastsection,itisinstructiveto go to dual

representation ofEqn.54,nam ely go to the boson repre-

sentation:

L =  
y
a�(@� � ia

 
� ) a + j(@� � ia

�
�)�j

2 + V (j�j)

+
1

4
(f���)

2 + ia
�

� ����@�(a
�

�
� a

 

�
=�)

+
1

2
(a � =� + A

eff
� )2t (57)

Integrating out a�� leads to the sam e constraint as

Eqn.48 up to a puregauge:

a
 
� = �a

�
� (58)

Substituting the above constraintto Eqn.57 and set-

ting a�� = a�,we�nd:

L =  
y
a�(@� � i�a�) a + j(@� � ia�)�j

2 + V (j�j)

+
1

4
f
2

�� +
1

2
(a� + A

eff
� )2t (59)

Com paring to Eqn.49,theim portantdi�erenceisthat

thegauge�eld acquiresa m assdueto thechargeuctu-

ation which rendersthe M axwellterm ine�ective. Note

thatthedynam icDopplershiftterm isencoded in A eff
� .

Up to irrelevantcouplings,we can safely seta� = A eff
�

in the aboveequation and �nd

L =  
y
a�(@� � i2�A�) a + j(@� � i2A�)�j

2 + V (j�j)+ � � �

(60)

where� � � m eanstheirrelevantcouplingsbetween bosons

and ferm ions.

The above Eqn. leads to the conclusion that the

m utualstatisticalinteraction between hc=2e vortex and

spinons leads to the con�nem ent of spinon and char-

gon into electron and Cooper pair. The quasi-particles

carry charge 2�e which can be identi�ed aselectronsor

holes,theCooper-pairsaredescribed by 3D X-Y m odel.

Them utualC-S coupling and thedynam icDoppler-shift

coupling between Cooper pairsand electrons are short-

ranged interactions which are irrelevantnear the quan-

tum criticalpoint. There is no gapless gauge �elds in

the�nale�ectiveaction !However,thereareseveralim -

portant factors left out in the above analysis: (1) The

Berry phaseterm forthe boson which is�rstordertim e

derivative term is not included. This term is vanishing

only athalf-�lling with particle-holesym m etry hopping.

(2)Thelong-rangeCoulom b interaction between Cooper

pairs and electrons is not included. W hen the both ef-

fectsaretaken into account,the�nalground statein the

underdoped sideatT = 0m aybean insulatingstatewith

som e kind ofcharge order. The nature ofthe Q CP be-

tween the d-wavesuperconducting state and thischarge

ordered state is an im portant unsolved problem . How-

ever,the conclusion thatthere isno spin-chargesepara-

tion and no gapless dynam ic gauge uctuation rem ains

robust!

B . D isordered and superconducting phases

W e follow the discussions in the previous section. In

the disordered phase,the vortex condense < � > = � 0

which generatesa m assterm fora�� in Eqn.54.Integrat-

ing outthe m assivea�� leadsto a M axwellterm fora � .

L =  
y
a�(@� � ia

 
� ) a +

1

4�2
0

(f ��)
2 +

1

2
(a � =� + A

eff
� )2t

(61)

Becauseofthem assterm ,theDiracferm ionsbecom efree

and carry spin 1=2 and charge2�e.In fact,wereach the

sam econclusion from the boson representation Eqn.59.

In the superconductor phase, the vortex � is m as-

sive,therefore can be integrated out,itleadsto the old

M axwellterm 1

4m �

(f���)
2. Integrating outa� generates

a m assterm fora � :

L =  
y
a�(@� � ia

 
� ) a +

m �

2
(a � )

2

t +
1

2
(a � =� + A

eff
� )2t

(62)
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wherem � isthe m assofthe vortex.

Diagonizing the last two m ass term s leads to a con-

tinuously changing charge . This is expected, because

in the superconducting state,the quasi-particle isa lin-

earcom bination ofelectronsand holes,therefore carry-

ing continuously changing charge. In fact,we reach the

sam e description from the boson representation Eqn.59.

Because in superconductor phase, the boson condense

< � > = �0,thereforegeneratesa m assterm fora�:

L =  
y
a�(@� � i�a�) a +

�20

2
(a�)

2

t +
1

2
(a� + A

eff
� )2t

(63)

W hich isessentially thesam easEqn.62 aftertheidenti-

�cation m � � �20.

In short,in the disordered phase,the quasi-particles

carry charge2�e and spin 1=2 which can beidenti�ed as

electronsorholes. W hen the Berry phase term and the

long-rangeCoulom b interactionsaretaken into account,

theelectronsm ay form som echargeordered state.In the

superconducting side,the quasi-particlescarry continu-

ously changing charge which is a linear com bination of

electronsand holes.

V . A P P LIC A T IO N T O STA T IC D ISO R D ER ED

V O R T EX A R R A Y A N D T H ER M A LLY

G EN ER A T ED V O R T IC ES

Sofar,wediscussed thevorticesgenerated byquantum

uctuationsin theunderdoped regim e.Vorticescan also

be generated by an externalm agnetic�eld inside super-

conductorsorby therm aluctuationsin the pseudo-gap

regim e.They werediscussed in Refs.[6]and [40]respec-

tively.In thissection,weapply theform alism developed

for quantum generated vortices at T = 0 to study vor-

ticesgenerated by an externalm agnetic�eld orby ther-

m aluctuations. By studying the three di�erent kinds

ofvorticesin a uni�ed picture,we notonly recoverthe

previousestablished results,butalso provide additional

physicalinsightson theinternalgauge�eld uctuations.

Inside the d-wave superconductor, although the

Cooper-paircondensatesdom inatesthe electricaltrans-

portatzero frequency,the quasi-particlesnearthe four

nodesofa d-wavesuperconductorareresponsibleforthe

heat and spin transport at low tem perature. Recently

Yestudied thequasi-particletransportin a random vor-

tex array with a fully quantum m echanicalapproach [6].

Although the previoussem i-classicalapproach only cap-

turethephysicsoftheVolovik e�ect,fully quantum m e-

chanicalapproach treatsthe Volovik e�ect(scalar�eld

scattering ) and the AB phase scattering ( the gauge

�eld scattering ) on the equalfooting. Ye found that

the long range logarithm ic interaction between vortices

suppressthesuperuid velocity uctuation,butdoesnot

a�ectthe internalgauge �eld uctuation. He concluded

thatthequasi-particlescatteringfrom therandom gauge

�eld dom inate over that from the superuid velocity (

the Volovik e�ect).

Roughly speaking,them ixed statewith vortex density

nv correspondstothevortexcondensed phase(disordered

phase). As discussed in the previous sections,the vor-

tex condensation leadsto a m assterm 1

2
nv(a

�
� )

2 forthe

statisticalgauge �eld a�� in Eqn.22. Adding the m ass

term to the equation, integrating out a�� and keeping

only the tim e com ponent of the charge gauge �eld a0

which m ediates the long-range density-density logarith-

m ic interaction between the static vortices,we get two

static M axwellterm sfora � ;v� respectively and a m ass

term forv�:

L =  
y
a�(@� � ia

 
� ) a +

X

�

v� 
y
a a

+
p

4nv
(f

 

��
)2 +

p

4nv
(fv��)

2 +
p

4
(v�)

2 (64)

wherepisadded tostand foran unknown function ofpin-

ning potential,f
 

��
= @�a

 

�
� @�a

 
� ;f

v
�� = @�v� � @�v�.

In Eqn.64,the averagesovera � ;v� should be under-

stood asquenched instead ofannealed averages.Nam ely

thereisno feedback e�ectson the gauge�eld and scalar

�eld propagatorsfrom theferm ions[41].Theaboveequa-

tion shows that the long-range logarithm ic interaction

between vortices suppress the uctuation ofthe super-

uid velocity and leadsto a m assterm forthesuperuid

velocity and the incom pressibility ofthe vortex system .

The quasi-particle is m oving in a long-range correlated

random m agnetic �eld and short-rangecorrelated scaler

potential. The distribution ofthe random gauge �eld is

given by thecorrespondingstaticM axwellterm and that

ofthe scalar �eld is given by the corresponding static

M axwellterm and the m assterm .Eqn.64 isessentially

the sam easEqn.9 in Ref.[6].

Strictly speaking,thegauge�eld from therandom vor-

tex array is a random Z2 gauge �eld. In Ref. [6], in

order to perform an analytic calculation in the contin-

uum lim it,Ye m ade an approxim ation by replacing the

discrete random Z2 AB phase by a continuous random

U (1)AB phaseand perform ed a standard diagram m atic

perturbation theory.

In Ref. [40], assum ing the �nite tem perature phase

transition from d-wave superconductor to pseudo-gap

regim eisaK osterlizeand Thouless(K T)vortexand anti-

vortex unbinding transition [39],Ye studied the electron

spectralfunction in the vortex plasm a regim e in Fig.1

[40]. Starting from Eqn.25,he found that the random

gauge �eld a m issed in the previous sem iclassicalap-

proaches[42]destroyed the coherentspinon m otion and

leadstobranch cutsingularitiesand pertinentnon-Ferm i

liquid behaviors. There are three subtle di�erences be-

tween therm ally generated vortices from the static vor-

tices generated by an externalm agnetic �eld inside the
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d-wavesuperconductor:(1)Thevortexdensitynv should

bereplacedbyfreevortexdensitynf aboveK T transition

tem perature.(2)Therm ally generated vorticesarem ov-

ing around,theU (1)characterisstrongerthan Z2 char-

acter. They destroy the superconductivity. But static

vortices only destroy the superconductivity inside the

vortex cores. (3) The distribution oftherm ally gener-

ated vorticesisprecisely given by vortex hydrodynam ics

in thelong-wavelength lim it.Thefree vortex density nf
isthe only relevantparam eter. W e can setp equalto 1

in Eqn.64.

Aftertaking into accountthese subtle di�erences,the

above procedures leading to Eqn.64 can be equally ap-

plied totherm allygeneratedfreevorticeswith densitynf.

The following alternative derivation ofEqn.64 m ay be

stim ulating: the vortices being treated classically,their

com m utation relationscan be neglected,the dualsingu-

largaugetransform ation in Eqn.29 on thevorticesisnot

necessary,theBerryphaseterm fortheboson (thelinear

tim ederivativeterm )can alsobeneglected.M orespecif-

ically,only thetim ecom ponentofthecharge gauge�eld

a0 in Eqn.22 is keptto m ediate the long-range density-

densitylogarithm icinteraction between thevortices.O b-

viously,a0 couplestothevorticesthesam ewayasthesu-

peruid velocity v� couplesto thespinon,itsuctuation

leadsto a m assterm forthe v� v correlation.However,

being orthogonalto the spatialcom ponent~a ,a � a 

correlatorrem ainsgapless.Thisalso leadsto exactly the

sam e equation as Eqn.64 with p setting equalto 1 and

the sam econclusionsasthose �rstreached in Ref.[6].

However, at zero tem perature, the vortices being

treated quantum m echanically,allthecom ponentsofthe

chargegauge�eld a� should bekeptto m ediatethelong-

range current-current logarithm ic interactions between

the vortices. Then the charge gauge �eld uctuation

leadsto m assterm snotonly forv,butalso forthe spa-

tialcom ponent~a . There isno gapless dynam ic gauge

uctuationsin the Cooper-pairpicture asdem onstrated

in Eqn.61.The phenom enon thatthe two gaplessgauge

�eldscanceleach otherissim ilarto the standard Higgs

m echanism .In Higgsm echanism ,thegaplessgauge�eld

is eaten by gapless G oldstone m odes. The two gapless

m odesannihilateeach other,theG oldstonem odedisap-

pears,while the gaplessgauge�eld becom esm assive.

V I.D ISC U SSIO N S A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

BasedontheearlierworkbyBalents,Fisherand Nayak

[1],Senthiland Fisherdeveloped Z2 gaugetheory [19,20]

to study quasi-particlescoupled to vorticesgenerated by

quantum uctuations.By breakingelectronsand Cooper

pairs into sm aller constitutes: chargons with charge e,

spin 0 and spinons with charge 0,spin 1=2, SF intro-

duced a localZ2 gauge degree offreedom to constrain

the Hilbert space to be the originalone. The e�ective

action describes both chargons and spinons coupled to

localuctuating Z 2 gauge theory with a doping depen-

dentBerry phaseterm .By the com bination ofstandard

duality transform ation of3 dim ensionalXY m odeland

that of Z2 gauge theory, the action is m apped into a

dualvortex representation where the hc=2e vorticesand

spinons are coupled by a m utualZ2 CS gauge theory.

As usualvortices in XY m odel,the hc=2e vortices also

couple to a uctuating U (1)gauge �eld which m ediates

the long-range logarithm ic interaction between the vor-

tices.Starting from thedualrepresentation,theauthors

in Ref.[20]studied a transition from d-wave supercon-

ductorto con�ned M ottinsulatordriven by thecondens-

ing ofhc=2evorticesathalf�lling.In orderto study the

criticalbehaviorsofthisparticularcon�nem entand de-

con�nem enttransition,they replaced the Z 2 m utualCS

theory on the lattice by U (1) m utualCS theory in the

continuum and perform ed renorm alization G roup (RG )

analysis. Som e oftheirRG analysism ay notbe correct

as dem onstrated in Sec.IV.In contrast to U (1) gauge

theory which has only con�ned phase,Z 2 gauge theory

hasboth con�ned and decon�ned phases. The topolog-

icalexcitation ofthe Z2 gauge �eld play an im portant

role.Ifhc=2e vorticescondense,the visonsarealso con-

densed,the system is in the con�ned phase,the char-

gon and spinon are con�ned into electron,Cooper-pair

and m agnon. Ifhc=e vortices condense,the visons are

gapped,thesystem isin thedecon�ned phase,thespinon

and chargon are asym ptotically decoupled in the long-

wavelength lim it.SF argued thatthecupratesarein the

decon�ned phase,therefore the zero tem perature tran-

sition at x = xc is driven by the condensation ofhc=e

vortex. They furtherproposed the " vison trapping ex-

perim ent" to testtheirspin-chargeseparation scenario.

Severalgroups perform ed such experim ents,but found

no signatureofvisons[38].

The originalAnderson singular gauge transform ation

[10]wasproposedforstaticvortices.In thispaper,weex-

tend theonesingulargaugetransform ation forstaticvor-

ticesto two m utualux-attaching singulargauge trans-

form ations for m oving vortices generated by quantum

uctuations. By m aking a close analogy to the con-

ventionalsingulargaugetransform ation ofFQ H system ,

we perform the two singular gauge transform ations at-

taching ux ofm oving vorticesto quasi-particlesorvice

versa. Just like conventionalsingular gauge transfor-

m ation leads to conventionalCS term ,the two m utual

singulargaugetransform ationslead to m utualCS term .

In thisway,we propose an intuitive and physicaltrans-

parent approach to bring out explicitly the underlying

physics associated with the condensation of the hc=2e

vortices.W hen considering both m utualC-S interaction

and long-rangelogarithm ic interaction between the vor-

tices,we �nd that there are only electrons and Cooper

pairs in the spectrum and there are no gapless gauge

�eld uctuation in contrastto the U (1)orSU (2)gauge
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theory [21]. W hen taking into account both the linear

tim ederivativeBerry phaseterm forthebosonsand the

long-range Coulom b interactions between Cooper pairs

and electrons,the true ground state in the underdoped

sidem ay besom eunknown chargeordered state.Under-

standingthezerotem peraturetransition from d-wavesu-

perconductorto thisunknown chargeordered stateisan

im portantfuture research direction. The electron spec-

tralweight starting from Eqn.25 m easured by ARPES

in the pseudo-gap regim e at T > Tc indicated in Fig.1

was presented in a separate publication [40]. The the-

ory presented in thispaperfocuson the con�ned phase.

The recent experim ent [38]indicates that the cuprates

m ay be inside the con�ned phase. In principle,ourthe-

ory should be equivalent to the Z2 gauge theory in the

con�ned phase side after tracing outthe uctuating Z 2

gauge �eld exceptthe Dopplershifte�ectm issing in Z 2

gauge�eld isalsoexplicitly incorporated intothepresent

approach.

Theim portanceoftheVolovik e�ectand theAB phase

scattering in random static vortex array wasstressed in

Ref.[6]. As concluded in this paper,when the vortices

aregenerated by quantum uctuationsatT = 0,thedy-

nam icDopplershifte�ectand them utualC-S phasescat-

tering both becom e irrelevantshort-ranged interactions.

However,there isa crossoverregim e between these two

lim itswhich isthe vortex plasm a regim e nearthe �nite

tem peratureK T transition.In thisregim e,thereisa en-

ergy scaleseparation between the quasi-particleand the

vortices: the vortices are m oving m uch slowerthan the

quasi-particles,therefore can be treated in a hydrody-

nam ic approxim ation. The im portante�ects ofVolovik

and AB phase scattering on ARPES data wasdiscussed

in Ref.[40].

As explicitly stressed in this paper,the U (1) m utual

CS theory in the continuum does not have the period-

icity under � ! � + 1,because m oving hc=2e vortex is

di�erentfrom m oving � hc=2e vortex. In fact,the peri-

odicity ofthe conventionalCS theory under � ! � + 2

isalso a very intricate issue. O n the one hand,the per-

turbative RG expansion in term softhe statisticalangle

� in the continuum lim itin Refs.[30{32]doesnothave

thisperiodicity.O n theotherhand,properly regularized

on the lattice,the CS theory doeshave this periodicity

[43]. The two di�erentregularizationsdo lead to di�er-

entconclusionson theQ uantum Halltransitions.Italso

leadsto notoriousHallconductivity di�culty at� = 1=2

[44].A deep understandingon theperiodicity problem in

both conventionalCS term and m utualCS term isclearly

required in the nearfuture.
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A P P EN D IX A : T H E M O ST G EN ER A L FO R M

O F T H E G A U G E P R O PA G A T O R S

Adding the gauge�xing term s 1

2�
((@�a

 
� )

2 + (@�a
�
� )

2)

to Eqn.35,we can �nd the gauge �eld propagators by

inverting the m atrix
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Theresultsare:

(G   )�� =
�k�k�

k4
+

� 3

� 1� 3 + � 2
2

1

k
(��� �

k�k�

k2
)

(G  � )�� = (G � )�� =
� 2

� 1� 3 + � 2
2

(�
����k�

k2
)

(G �� )�� =
�k�k�

k4
+

� 1

� 1� 3 + � 2
2

1

k
(��� �

k�k�

k2
) (A2)

In the Landau gauge � = 0 and putting ~k = 0,we

recoverthe resultscalculated in Sec.III.

A P P EN D IX B : M O V IN G H C=E V O R T IC ES A N D

T H E IR R ELEVA N C E O F T H E D Y N A M IC

D O P P LER SH IFT EFFEC T

Forhc=e vortex,we can perform a neutral-like single-

valued gaugetransform ation by setting �A = �B = �=2.

The double strength vortex and its stability was inves-

tigated in Ref.[2],the associated spin-chargeseparation

has been discussed extensively in Refs.[1,19]. In this

appendix, considering a m oving hc=e m ay stillscatter

quasi-particlesby theAB phase,in analogy to thehc=2e

vorticesdiscussed in them ain text,westillincludeapos-

sible m utualC-S interaction with the statisticalangle �

taking any integer values. For � = 0,we recover the

resultsin Ref.[1]and also getthe new resulton the ex-

pression ofcurrent operator I� in the superconducting

phase. Although the static Volovik e�ect is m arginally

relevant [6,40]and cause �nite density ofstates ofthe

quasi-particlesatzero energy.In thisappendix,weshow

thatsurprisingly thedynam ic Volovik e�ectishighly ir-

relevanton the both sidesofthe Q CP.

Putting �A = �B = �=2,nam ely setting a� = 0 in

Eqn.14 leadsto:

L =  
y

1a[@� + vfpx�
3 + v� py�

1] 1a + (1 ! 2;x ! y)

+
K

2
(@�� � A

eff
� )2 (B1)
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where the e�ective gauge �eld is A eff
� = A � � K�1 J�.

Thereisno internalgauge�eld a�,becausestaticdouble

strength vorticesdonotscatterthequasi-particlesbyAB

phase.

Perform ing duality transform ation to vortex represen-

tation leadsto

L =  
y
a�@� a + j(@� � ia�)�j

2 + V (j�j)

+
1

4
f
2

�� � iA
eff
� ����@�a� � ��ij@iaj (B2)

wherethelast(Berry phase)term can beabsorbed into

A eff
� by rede�ning A eff

� ! A eff
� + i���0. Com paring

with Eqn.22,there is only charge uctuation. There is

no m utualC-S term ,nam ely � = 0.

The duality transform ation to boson representation is

L =  
y
a�@� a + j(@� � ia

�
�)�j

2 + V (j�j)

+
1

4
(f���)

2 + ia�����@�(a
�

�
� A

eff

�
)+

1

4
f
2

�� (B3)

Integrating outthe electricgauge�eld leadsto

L =  
y
a�@� a + j(@� � ia

�
�)�j

2 + V (j�j)

+
1

4
(f���)

2 +
1

2
(a�� � A

eff
� )2t (B4)

Setting a�� = A eff
� up to irrelevantterm leadsto

L =  
y
a�@� a + ��

y
@�� + j(@� � iA�)�j

2 + V (j�j)+ � � �

(B5)

where the second term is the Berry phase term which

isa �rstordertim e derivative and � � � m eansthe irrele-

vantcouplingsbetween bosonsand ferm ions. Eqn.B5 is

essentially the sam easEqn.B1.

However,a m ovinghc=evortex m ay stillscatterquasi-

particles by AB phase. In general,we should also in-

cludea possiblem utualC-S term in the e�ectiveaction.

The m ost generalform is again given by Eqn.22 with

the statisticalangle � taking any integers and Aeff� =

A � � K�1 J� forhc=evortex.Theform ulation developed

in Sec.IV can be straight-forwardly applied to hc=e vor-

tices. Putting the above two valuesfor� and Aeff� into

Eqn.59 leadsto

L =  
y
a�(@� � i�A�) a + �� 

y
a0@0 a

+ ��
y
@�� + j(@� � iA�)�j

2 + V (j�j)+ � � � (B6)

where the second and third term s are the Berry phase

term swhich are�rstordertim e derivatives.

The above equation indicates that the quasi-particle

carries charge � which can take any integer num bers.

O bviously,there is no periodicity in �. The m ost nat-

uraland sim plestchoice is� = 0 where the above equa-

tion reduces to Eqn.B5. In this equation,bosons and

ferm ions are asym ptotically decoupled. The ferm ions

(spinons)carry only spin 1/2,thebosons(holons)carry

only charge e. There is spin-charge separation. The

long-rangeCoulom b interaction could beincorporatedby

adding the dynam ic term forthe tim e com ponentofthe

gauge�eld 1

2
kjA 0(k)j

2 [45].W ithoutthe ferm ionic part,

the action is the sam e as the superconductorto insula-

tortransitionsstudied in [46],excepthere condensed is

a chargee boson instead ofa Cooperpair.

In the underdoped regim e, the vortex condenses <

� > = � 0 which generatesa m assterm fora� in Eqn.B2
1

2
�2
0(a�)

2
t. Integrating out the m assive a� leads to a

M axwellterm for A eff
� = A � � K�1 J� from which we

can identify theautom atically conserved electriccurrent

I� = 1

� 2

0

(@2�J� � @�@�J�) [1]. The dynam ic Doppler

shifte�ectis� 1

� 2

0

(@J)2,itisa fourferm ion term with

two derivative,thereforehighly irrelevant[1].Thestatic

Volovik e�ect is m arginally relevant[6,40]and cause �-

nite density ofstates at zero energy. Surprisingly,the

dynam icVolovik e�ectishighly irrelevant.Notethatits

coe�cient �
�2
0

diverges as we approach the Q CP from

the underdoped side.

In the superconductor phase, the vortex � is m as-

sive, therefore can be integrated out, it leads to the

old M axwellterm 1

4m �

(f��)
2. Integrating out a� gen-

erates a m ass term 1

2
m � (A

eff
� )2t. From the m ass term ,

wecan identify theautom atically conserved electriccur-

rentI� = m � (J�)t.Notethatalthoughthequasi-particle

electric currentisnotconserved itself,the totalelectric

current I� = m � (��� �
q� q�

q2
)J�(q) is conserved. The

dynam ic Dopplershifte�ectdue to the virtually uctu-

ating vortex-anti-vortex pairsis� m� (J�)
2
t.Itisa four

ferm ion interaction term ,thereforeirrelevant.Notethat

itscoe�cientvanishesasweapproach theQ CP from the

superconducting side.

W e reach the conclusion that the dynam ic Doppler

shift term is irrelevant on both sides ofthe Q CP.W e

conjecture that it is likely also irrelevant at the Q CP.

Counter-intuitively,it contains two m ore derivatives in

thevortexcondensed underdoped regim ethan in thevor-

tex depleted superconducting phase,thereforeeven m ore

irrelevant in the underdoped regim e than in the super-

conducting phase.Thepreviousscaling argum enton the

irrelevance ofthis term at the Q CP presented in Ref.

[1]isquestionable,becausethe authorsscaled the phase

� like a free �eld. In fact,� should be con�ned to be

0< � < 2�,so itisfarfrom being a free �eld.

Putting �A = �B = �=2 in Eqn.23,wegettheelectron

annihilation operator:

C� =
X

i= 1;2

[ei�=2ei
~K i�~x i1� � ���e

i�=2
e
�i ~K i�~x 

y

i2�
] (B7)

The above Eqn. dem onstratesclearly thatelectron is

separated into charge e boson b = ei�=2 and spin 1=2

spinon  . Note that the crucialdi�erence from Eqn.25

isthatthere isno internalgauge�eld !
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The electron G reen function isgiven by:

G (~x;t)= < b(~x;t)by(0;0)> [ei
~K i�~x <  i1�(~x;t) 

y

i1�(0;0)>

+ e
�i ~K i�~x <  

y

i2�(~x;t) i2�(0;0)> ] (B8)

In the underdoped regim e,boson b= ei�=2 ism assive,

therefore short-ranged correlated. Being the productof

ferm ion and boson G reen functions,the electron corre-

lation function is also short-ranged. The underdoped

regim eisa M ottinsulatorassuggested in Refs.[1,19,20].

At the criticalpoint, in realspace,b decays with a

powerlaw 1+ �X Y ,the electron G reen function decays

with a power2+ 1+ �X Y .

In thesuperconductivity phase,< b> 6= 0,theelectron

G reen function decays with a power 2. The anom alous

G reen functionsF (~x;t)= < C"(~x;t)C#(0;0)> alsostarts

to form :

F (~x;t)= < b>
2 [ei

~K i�~x <  i1"(~x;t) yi2"(0;0)>

� e
�i ~K i�~x <  

y

i2#
(~x;t) i1#(0;0)> ] (B9)

It also decays with power 2. Note that the m atrix ele-

m entsbetween di�erentp� h indicesarenon-vanishing.
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