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W e study spin and charge dynam ics ofstripes in doped M ott insulators by considering a two-

dim ensionalHubbard m odelwith N ferm ion avors. For N = 2 we recover the norm alone-band

m odelwhile for N ! 1 a spin density wave m ean-�eld solution. For allband �llings, lattice

topologies and N = 4n the m odel m ay be solved by m eans of M onte Carlo m ethods without

encountering the sign problem . At N = 4 and in the vicinity ofthe M ott insulator,the single

particle density ofstatesshowsa gap.W ithin thisgap and on rectangulartopologiesofsizesup to

30� 12 we �nd gaplessspin collective m odescentered around ~q= (� � �x;� � �y)aswellascharge

m odescentered around ~q= (� 2�x;� 2�y),~q = (� �x;� �y)and ~q = (0;0).�x;y dependson thelattice

topology and doping.

PACS num bers:71.27.+ a,71.10.-w,71.10.Fd

The understanding ofthe interplay between spin and

chargedegreesoffreedom in doped two-dim ensionalM ott

insulators rem ains a challenging issue. O n the analyti-

calfront,itisstraightforward to apply theHartree-Fock

(HF)approxim ationbutthedi� cultyliesin takingquan-

tum  uctuationsintoaccount.O n theotherhand num er-

icalm ethodstake into account uctuationsbutare lim -

ited to sm allclustersdueto thesizeoftheHilbertspace,

forexactdiagonalization,ordueto them inussign prob-

lem inherentto quantum M onte Carlo (Q M C)m ethods.

In this letter,we introduce a Q M C m ethod which lies

between HF and fullquantum  uctuationsand apply it

to thedoped two dim ensionalHubbard m odel.Sincethe

N �  avorm odelweconsiderbreaksSU (N )spin sym m e-

try itfavorsspin states. In particularin the vicinity of

the M ott insulator (M I) we � nd a stripe phase experi-

m entally observed in cupratesand nickelates[1,2].O ur

sim ulationsrevealthe dynam icsofthisphase.

O urstarting pointisthe Ham iltonian:

H = � t
X

(~i;~j)
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where ~i labels the sites of a square lattice and the

� rst sum runs over nearest neighbors. The spinors

c
y

~i
=

�

c
y

~i;1
� � � c

y

~i;N

�

correspond to ferm ions with N  a-

vors. For even values of N , ��; = ��;f(�) with

f(�) = 1 for � � N =2 and � 1 otherwise. At N = 2

the m odel reduces to the standard SU (2)-spin invari-

ant Hubbard m odelsince the interaction is the square

ofthe m agnetization. Away from N = 2 the m odelhas

an SU (N =2)
 SU (N =2)sym m etry which becom esclear

when writing the Ham iltonian in term s ofthe spinors:
�

c
y

~i;1
� � � c

y

~i;N =2

�

and

�

c
y

~i;N =2+ 1
� � � c

y

~i;N

�

. As N ! 1 the

exactsolution ofthem odelreducestoaspin densitywave

m ean-� eld approxim ation.

The centralobservation is thatatN = 4n the m inus

sign problem in Q M C approach isneverpresentregard-

lessofthelatticetopology and band-� lling.To illustrate

thisand tokeep thenotation sim pleweconsiderthe� nite

tem perature auxiliary � eld Q M C approach. After the

usualdecouplingoftheinteraction term with aHubbard-

Stratonovich transform ation,the partition function be-

com esZ =
R

D �e� N S(�),where

S(�) = U

Z �
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H (�) = � t
X

(~i;~j);�= � 1

c
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�
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:

Here T corresponds to tim e ordering and in term s of

our originalferm ions we can identify: c~i;+ = c~i;1 and

c~i;� = c~i;N =2+ 1
. As N ! 1 the integral over the

� elds� is dom inated by the saddle pointcon� guration,

�� satisfying @S(�)=@�j�= �� = 0. A tim e independent

solution is �?
i = hn~i;+ � n~i;� i where the expectation

value is taken with respect to the Ham iltonian in Eq.

2. This is precisely the set ofself-consistent equations

obtained from the m ean-� eld decoupling: ni;+ � ni;� =

�?
i+ [(ni;+ � ni;� )� �?

i]fortheHam iltonian ofEq.1 at

N = 2.

SinceTr

h

Te�
R
�

0
d� H (� )

i

isa realnum berforU > 0,it

followsthatN S(� )isrealforN = 4n.Thisobservation

allowsusto interprete� N S(� ) asa probability distribu-

tion which wesam plewith M onteCarlo m ethods.Hence

forN = 4n the sign problem neveroccursregardlessof

dopingand latticetopology.Forthesim ulations,wehave

used therelated projectorauxiliary � eld Q M C algorithm

which isbettersuited forthestudy ofground stateprop-

erties [3]. Dynam icalinform ation is obtained by using

the M axim um Entropy m ethod [4]. The details ofthe

approach willbe discussed elsewhere.
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FIG .1: G round state energy as well as spin and charge

structure factors at ~q = (�;�). The data points at N = 2

stem from exactdiagonalization studies[6].

To testand interpretourapproach,weshow in Fig.1

the staticspin and chargestructure factors,

Sc

s
(q)=

X

~r

e
i~r~q
h(n0;+ � n0;� )(nr;+ � nr;� )i; (3)

aswellasthe ground state energy asa function of1=N

on a 4 � 4 lattice,U=t = 4 and two holes doped away

from half-� lling. The electron density is de� ned as:

hni= 1

V

P

~i
hn~i;+ + n~i;� iwhereV isthenum berunitcells

~i. In spite ofsign problem sforN 6= 4n,the Q M C data

interpolate between the m ean-� eld solution at N = 1

and the exactdiagonalization results at N = 2. In the

contextofthelarge-N approach [5]G aussian  uctuations

correspond to 1=N corrections. Fig. 1 shows that this

approxim ation isvalid tillN ’ 16. Hence,N = 4 isfar

beyond this approxim ation. In particular in the strong

coupling lim it, the m odelat N = 4 generates a m ag-

netic scale proportionalto t2=U ;a phenom ena which is

beyond G aussian  uctuations around a weak coupling

saddle point. Since we are solving the m odelexactly for

a given value ofN lattice sym m etries,which are broken

atthe HF level,arerestored in the Q M C calculations.

W e use the m ethod to investigate the m etallic phase

in thevicinity oftheM I.To m axim izequantum  uctua-

tions,we concentrateon the N = 4 case.In the vicinity

ofthe M I state,the relevant length scale is set by the

inverse doping 1=�.To achieve thislength scale atleast

along one lattice direction,we willconsiderrectangular

topologies ofwidth ranging up to 12 lattice constants.

W e adopt periodic boundary conditions in both lattice

directions.

W e startwith single particle excitations. The density

ofstatesN (!)asa function ofdoping isplotted in Fig.

(): N(!); Æ = 1=5

(! � �)=t

420-2-4

2

1.5

1

0.5

0

(): N(!); Æ = 1=5

(! � �)=t

420-2-4

2

1.5

1

0.5

0

(): N(!); Æ = 1=5

(! � �)=t

420-2-4

2

1.5

1

0.5

0

(): N(!); Æ = 1=5

(! � �)=t

420-2-4

2

1.5

1

0.5

0

(b): N(!); Æ = 1=14

(! � �)=t

420-2-4

3

2.5

2

1.5

1

0.5

(b): N(!); Æ = 1=14

(! � �)=t

420-2-4

3

2.5

2

1.5

1

0.5

(a): N(!); Æ = 0

(! � �)=t

420-2-4

2

1.5

1

0.5

(a): N(!); Æ = 0

(! � �)=t

420-2-4

2

1.5

1

0.5

(d)

2 : Æ = 1=3

� : Æ = 1=5

4 : Æ = 1=14

 : Æ = 0

n

(

~

k

)

(�; �)

(

�

2

; 0)

(�; 0)(0; 0)

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0

(d)

2 : Æ = 1=3

� : Æ = 1=5

4 : Æ = 1=14

 : Æ = 0

n

(

~

k

)

(�; �)

(

�

2

; 0)

(�; 0)(0; 0)

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0

(d)

2 : Æ = 1=3

� : Æ = 1=5

4 : Æ = 1=14

 : Æ = 0

n

(

~

k

)

(�; �)

(

�

2

; 0)

(�; 0)(0; 0)

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0

(d)

2 : Æ = 1=3

� : Æ = 1=5

4 : Æ = 1=14

 : Æ = 0

n

(

~

k

)

(�; �)

(

�

2

; 0)

(�; 0)(0; 0)

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0

(d)

2 : Æ = 1=3

� : Æ = 1=5

4 : Æ = 1=14

 : Æ = 0

n

(

~

k

)

(�; �)

(

�

2

; 0)

(�; 0)(0; 0)

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0

(d)

2 : Æ = 1=3

� : Æ = 1=5

4 : Æ = 1=14

 : Æ = 0

n

(

~

k

)

(�; �)

(

�

2

; 0)

(�; 0)(0; 0)

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0

(d)

2 : Æ = 1=3

� : Æ = 1=5

4 : Æ = 1=14

 : Æ = 0

n

(

~

k

)

(�; �)

(

�

2

; 0)

(�; 0)(0; 0)

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0

(d)

2 : Æ = 1=3

� : Æ = 1=5

4 : Æ = 1=14

 : Æ = 0

n

(

~

k

)

(�; �)

(

�

2

; 0)

(�; 0)(0; 0)

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0

FIG .2:D ensity ofstatesasa function ofdoping.Thelattice

sizesare:(a)-(b)28� 8,(c)30� 8 (solid line)30� 12 dashed

line. (d) Single particle occupation num ber. W e have set

U=t= 3,N = 4 and T = 0.
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FIG .3: Spin (a)and charge (b)structure factorsasa func-

tion ofdoping atU=t= 3.

2 for various � llings. At U=t = 3, N = 4 and half-

� lling,we see a M ottgap ofapproxim ately 2t(Fig.2a).

Upon doping,thechem icalpotentialshiftsinto thelower

Hubbard band and spectralweightistransfered from the

upper Hubbard band to generate low a energy feature

[7]. In particular,at � = 1=14 rem nants ofthe upper

Hubbard band (� 2t away from �) are seen and a low

energy feature is detectable. The data ofFig. 2 also

show the presence ofa sm allquasiparticle gap at � nite

dopings.Thisiscon� rm ed by thesingleparticleoccupa-

tion num bern(~k)which showsa sm ooth behaviorup to

� = 1=5.

Theoriginofthequasiparticlegapliesin m agnetic uc-
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FIG .4:Leadingedgeofthespin (a)and charge(b)dynam ical

structure factor as as function ofwidth Ly at U=t= 3,� =

0:2,T = 0 and N = 4. W e consider Lx = 60 for Ly = 1

and Lx = 30 otherwise. Note that at Ly = 1 the second

com ponentofthe wave vectorhasno m eaning.

tuationswhich rem ain substantialaway from half-� lling.

Fig.3showsthespin and chargestructurefactorsforsev-

eraldopings� on rectanglesofwidth Ly = 8. Forthose

topologies,thedom inantfeaturesarealong the(1;0)di-

rection.In particularweseea peak in thespin structure

factor at ~Q s = (� � �x;�) accom panied by one in the

charge structure factor at ~Q c = (2�x;0) with �x = ��.

Transform ingthedata in realspaceyieldsthestripecar-

icature: rivers ofholes along the y-direction separated

by 1=� lattice constantsin the x-direction. Acrosseach

riverofholes,thereisa�-phaseshiftin thespin structure

with respect to the antiferrom agnetic ordering. Sim ilar

featuresare seen in one dim ension (1D)where oursim -

ulations at N = 4 show dom inant cusps in the charge

(spin) structures factors at 4kf � 2�� (2kf � � � ��)

[8]. In 1D we checked successfully for power law decay

ofthe 2kf spin and 4kf charge correlation function at

N = 4.O n � xed width topologiesone would equally ex-

pect power law decay ofthe correlation functions. W e

were howeverunable to con� rm thisnum erically due to

lim itationson lattice sizes.

Tostudythedynam icalpropertiesofthestriped phase,

wecom putetheim aginarytim edisplacedspin and charge

correlation functions : Sc=s(~q;�). By � tting the tail

Sc=s(~q;�)to a single exponential,we obtain the leading

edge ofthe charge and spin excitation spectra: !c=s(~q).

Irrespective oflattice width the overallfeatures ofthe

Q M C data ofFig.4 suggestgaplessspin [charge]excita-

tions with linear dispersions around ~Q s [~Q c and (0;0)].

The data equally show otherfeatures.(i)AtLy = 8;12,

thespin and chargeexcitationsliebelow theparticle-hole

continuum which from thesingleparticledensityofstates

(seeFig.2(c))liesatathreshold energy2� qp � 0:5t.(ii)

Thecontinuity equation, d

dt
n(~x;t)+ ~r �~J(~x;t)= 0 yields

an identity between the dynam icalchargestructure fac-

torand therealpartoftheopticalconductivity �0(~q;!):

!Sc(~q;!)=q
2
x � �0x;x(~q;!).Thuslong wavelength charge

m odescarry currentsothatwehaveam etallicstate.Di-

rectQ M C evaluation ofthe conductivity con� rm sthis.

It is tem pting to try to understand the above exci-

tation spectrum forour� nite width latticesasevolving

from 1D physics[8,9].Herewewould howeverliketodis-

cusstwo otherpossibilitiesin term sofG oldstonem odes.

(i) As m entioned previously,the m odelat N = 4 has

an SU (2)
 SU (2) sym m etry and one m ay be tem pted

to interpret the low lying spin and charge features in

term sofG oldstone m odesassociated with the breaking

ofthis continuous sym m etry. O ur calculations do not

supportthispointview since those m odesrem ain disor-

dered.(ii)Tointerpretthedatain term softhedynam ics

ofspin and chargedensity waves[10,11],wehaveto ar-

gue that the pinning ofthose m odes due to the lattice

is sm all. To do so,we carry outa HF calculation with

orderparam eters:hn~r;+ � n~r;� i= � scos(~Q s~r+ �s)and

hn~r;+ + n~r;� i= � ccos(~Q c~r+ �c).At� = 0:2 wehaveto

M ~Q s = ~G with ~G areciprocallatticevectorand M = 10.

Them agnitude ofthe pinning decreasesasa function of

growing values of M and in the incom m ensurate case

(M ! 1 ) vanishes. To estim ate the m agnitude ofthe

pinning,wesolvethem ean-� eld self-consistentequations

forthem oduliofthe orderparam etersat� xed valuesof

thephases.Them ean-� eld energy then followstheform :

E H F = E H F
0 + A 1cos

2(�1 + �=2)+ A2cos
2(�2) where

�1 = 2�c + �s and �2 = � �c + 2�s.Forthe Ly = 8 and

Lx = 30 system at� = 0:2 we� nd thatA1 ’ � 5� 10� 5

while A 2 ’ 0:8t.Thisim pliesthatthe pinning ofthe �1
m odeisextrem ely sm allsinceitisproportionalto

p
A 1.

Following thispointofview fortheinterpretation ofthe

data,we willhave to assum e that the m ass ofthe �1

m ode isbeyond ournum ericalresolution so thatwe are

notabletodistinguish itfrom agenuineG oldstonem ode.

Pinning �2 = �=2 and recalling that�1 = 2�c + �s,and

2~Q c = ~Q s locks together the dynam ics ofthe spin and

charge density wave. The Q M C results ofFig. 4 sup-

port this point ofview since the velocities ofthe spin

and chargem odesarecom parable.

W e have up tillnow concentrated on narrow rectan-

gularlatticeswhere the topology forcesstripesto occur

along only one direction. As the width ofthe system

increases to approach a square topology, peaks in the

structure factors are seen along both lattice directions.

Fig.5a,b plotsthe spin and chargestructure factorsfor

our largestsystem : Ly = 12;Lx = 30. The spin shows

pronounced features not only at (� � �x;�) but also at

(�;� � �y)where�x = �� and �y = 2�=Ly.In thecharge

sector,cusps are seen at (2�x;0) and (0;2�y). There is

howeveranotherfeaturenam elyacusp atthewavevector

(�x;�y)(Fig.5b).Forthislatticesizethedynam icalspin,

Ss(~q;!),and charge,Sc(~q;!),structurefactorsareplot-

ted in Fig. 5c,d. Atthe locationsofpeaksin the static

structurefactorssoftm odesin thedynam icsarepresent.
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FIG .5: G round state spin and charge degrees offreedom

on a 30 � 12 lattice U=t = 3,� = 0:2. (a),(b): static spin

and charge structure factors. The bullets denotes ~q points

where cusps or peaks are seen. (c),(d): dynam icalspin and

chargestructurefactor.Thedashed linecorrespondsto twice

the quasiparticle gap estim ated from the density ofstatesof

Fig.2c.Forclarity wehavenorm alized thedata.Theweight

under each curve m ay be recovered from Fig. (a),(b) since
R
1

0
d!Sc=s(~q;!)= �Sc=s(~q).

The lower edge ofthe spectra along the x-direction is

plotted in Fig.4.O n thislattice topology,itispossible

to arrangethe holesin two stripesalong the x-direction

(corresponding to an incom m ensurate � lling) or in � ve

stripesalong they-direction.Ifthestripeordering turns

outto be long-ranged,one expectsoneofthe two direc-

tionsto be spontaneously chosen in the therm odynam ic

lim it.O n the otherhand ifthere isno long-rangestripe

order,justshortrange uctuations,weexpectthisstate

torem ain stableasthesizeofthesystem grows.W enote

thata slave boson approach to the t-J m odelyieldsan

identicalpattern ofspin and charge m odes. For given

softspin m odesatwavevectors~q= (� � �;� � �)charge

m odesaregenerated atwavevectors~q= (� 2�;� 2�)and

~q = (� �;� �) [12]. O ur � ndings support this point of

view.

To sum m arize,we have introduced a new Q M C ap-

proach which allowsustoobtain insightintodoped M ott

insulators. It is based on the observation that when

the num ber offerm ion  avors N = 4n,a broken spin-

sym m etryHubbard m odelm aybesim ulated with nosign

problem regardlessofthe lattice topology and band � ll-

ing. M ore generally,as a function ofgrowing values of

N the sign problem becom es less and less severe. O ur

approach clearly providesa way to go beyond G aussian

 uctuations around a given saddle point. O n the other

hand,itisatpresentnotclearifthe extrapolation from

� niteN to N = 2 isjusti� ed.W ehaveused thism ethod

to investigate the doped M ott insulator at N = 4. W e

� nd a m etallicstatewith no quasiparticlessincethereis

agap orpseudogap in thesingleparticledensityofstates.

Thelow energy excitationsarecollectivespin and charge

m odes. O n our largest rectangular topologies they are

gapless in the spin sectorat(� � �x;�)and (�;� � �y)

and at (� 2�x;0),(0;� 2�y),(0;0) as well(� �x;� �y) in

the chargesector.
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