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A nom al (non-superconducting) ground state of the t-J m odelm ay be variationally approxi-
m ated by a G utzw illerprocted wave function. W ithin this approxin ation, at sm all hole doping
near half- 1lling, the nom al state favors staggered—- ux ordering. Such a staggered— ux state m ay
occur In vortex cores of underdoped high-tem perature cuprate superconductors. From com paring
the energies of the staggered— ux state and of the superconducting state, we num erically ocbtain the
condensation energy. E xtracting the super uid density directly from the projcted superconducting
wave function, we can also estin ate the coherence length at zero tem perature.

G utzw illerpro cted (GP) wave functions are known
to give good variational energies for the t-J m odel in
the range of param eters relevant for high-tem perature
cuprate superconductors i}:{:_&’]. Not only they correctly
predict the dwave symm etry of the superconducting
pairing, but they also successfully describe properties of
the superconducting state including doping dependence
of the order param eter, quasiparticle spectral weight,
D rude weight, and even antiferrom agnetic instability at
very low doping EI]. Conceptually, use of GP wave func—
tions for studying cuprate superconductors is tem pting
because of their resonating-valencebond structure E_F';],
w hich m ay be relevant for such e ects as topological or-
der and spin-charge separation proposed for explaining
unconventional properties of underdoped cuprates E_G,u':/:]

If we indeed assum e that GP wave functions capture
the essentialphysics ofunderdoped cuprates, wem ay fir-
ther use such wave functions for describbing not only their
superconducting, but also the nom al state. W hik the
\pseudogap" nom alphase appears above the supercon—
ducting transition tem perature and is not accessble for
the variationalw ave finction approach, the nom alstate
also appears in vortex cores w thin the superconducting
phase. From the available experim ental evidence, the
nom al vortex cores are closer In their properties to the
pseudogap phase than to the conventional Ferm i licquid
B,rg]. Lee and W en suggested that the nom al state in
the vortex core is a staggered— ux state l_l-d] Such a state
m ay be descrbbed by GP variationalwave finctions, in a
m anner sin ilar to the superconducting state.

The m ain goal of this paper is to construct a nom al
ground-state wave finction of the t-J m odelby profct-
Ing the doped staggered— ux state and to com pare the
resulting variational energy to that of the superconduct—
Ing state. To m ake the paper selfcontained, we start
w ith a brief overview of the relations between pro fcted
staggered— ux and superconducting w ave finctions. This
part also explains our m otivation to use the staggered-

ux wave function for the nom alstate. T he second part
ofthe paper contains the variationalM onte C arlo resuls
on the condensation energy and their in plications for the
doping dependence of the coherence length.

At zero doping, the staggered— ux state and the d-wave
superconducting state yield the sam e variational wave
function upon G utzw iller pro gction (procting onto the
no-double occupancy states) due to the particke{holk
sym m etry l_l-]_;,:_l-z_;] T he resulting wave function describes
a soin liquid w ith the algebraic decay of spin correlations
fi3]. This spin-liquid state is not physically realized at
zero doping because of the antiferrom agnetic A F ) insta—
bility leading to the AF ordering. The use ofGP wave
functions for describing the ground state ofthe t-J m odel
is based on the assum ption that upon doping this AF
M ott lnsulator w ith holes, the AF instability disappears
and the soin-liquid behavior is restored.

T hem ost used variationalansatz for the weakly doped
tJ m odel is the nearestneighbor d-wave pairing state
nvolving only nearest-neighbor hopping and nearest-
neighbor d-wave pairing on the square lattice [:4’;_3] For
such a state, the equivalence of the staggered- ux and
the d-wave pairing states m ay be extended to the case
of non—zero doping, if the notion of G utzw iller pro gc—
tion ism odi ed In a SU 2) invariant way (respeqtjng the
particke-hole symm etry away from half 1lling) {4]. The
progcted wave function has algebraic decay of spin and
current correlations. T he algebraic decay of correlation
functions suggests that this wave function m ay represent
a critical point and not a stable phase. In our further
discussion we label this wave finction as \critical® CR).

&t is known that the variational energy of the CR
wave function m ay be further lowered by adding a non-
zero chem ical potential before pro fcting (in the pairing
gauge) E_Z]. In the m ean— eld theory, this chem ical po—
tential plays an in portant role for stabilizing supercon—
ductivity [_l-g;] In the GP wave function approach, the
role of the chem ical potential is less transparent, here
it serves only as an additional variational param eter. Tt
shifts the nodes in the spectrum from ( =2; =2) to an
nocom m ensurate point along the diagonalofthe B rillouin
zone. W e con gcture that a non—zero chem ical potential
also cuts o the algebraic behaviour of the correlation
functions at a nite correlation length, but this so far
could not be convincingly proven by num erical calcula—
tions Iim ited to relatively am all system sizes. The GP
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wave function w ith the variationally optim ized chem ical
potentialwe further denote as \superconducting” (SC).

In fact, both the CR and SC wave functions are su—
perconducting in the sense that they break the U (1)
electrom agnetic gauge sym m etry in the them odynam ic
lim £ (@t a non—zero hole doping). W hilke this property
is rather obvious for the SC state, i requires an addi-
tional clari cation for the CR state. As explained In
Ref. f_l-é_b'], the CR state m ay be obtained by progcting
an undoped staggered— ux state wave function by m eans
of the special \SU 2)-nvariant" G utzw iller profction.
Since the wave function before the profction is not su-—
perconducting, one could doubt the superconducting na—
ture ofthe pro cted wave fnction. H ow ever, the SU 2)-
Invariant G utzw iller pro gction involves two species of
slave bosons designed to convert both em pty and doubly—
occupied sites into physicalholes. In the them odynam ic
Iim i, these two species of bosons form two Bose con—
densates. T he relative phase between those condensates
corresponds to the broken U (1) electrom agnetic gauge
symm etry.

If one attem pts to design a wave function of a super-
conducting vortex w ith the use of G utzw illerpro fction,
thebroken U (1) symm etry in the CR and SC wave fiinc-
tions com es Into play: i is not possble to construct
a sm ooth vortex core by a slow variation of SC or CR
wave functions. A naive way to resolve this problem is
|

to suppress the order param eter In the vortex core, as it
happens in conventional superconductors. However, as
pointed out In Ref. [_1-(_5], thism ay be not the energetically
cheapest vortex core. A m ore energetically favorable vor-
tex core could be constructed by m odifying the CR wave
function into a non-superconducting one. For this pur-
pose, we take the unprocted undoped staggered- ux
state used in Ref. [14] or the SU (2)-invariant G utzw iller
progction, and dope i until the number of ferm ions
exactly m atches the required number of physical elec—
trons (such a doping opens Fem i pockets around the
( =2; =2) poinnts of the Brillbuin zone). If we further
apply the SU (2)-nvariant G utzw iller progction to this
doped staggered- ux wave fiinction, only one of the two
species of bosons get involved (since the num ber of the
ferm jons exactly m atches the required num ber of elec—
trons, the doubly-occupied sites should not be converted
Into holes), and the SU (2)-nvariant G utzw iller pro gc-
tion in this case coincidesw ih the usualone (rohibiting
doubly-occupied sites). The resulting state is obviously
non-superconducting: i does not break the electrom ag—
neticU (1) sym m etry. Instead it breaks the tin ereversal
and translational sym m etries, as i has static currents
circulating in the staggered—- ux pattem. W e further de—
note this GP wave function as the \staggered— ux" (SF)

state.
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FIG.1l. A schem atic illustration of the construction of the GP wave functions SC, CR, and SF . The top row of rectangles

denotes unprogcted wave functions. The unprogcted nearestneighbor d-wave and staggered

ux states at s¢c = 0 and

sr = 0 are related by a SU (2) gauge transform ation in the particle-hole space. Vertical solid arrow s denote the G utzw iller
profction P¢ , and the dashed arrow is the SU (2)-invariant profgction as de ned in Ref.![l4]. The dotted arrow s connecting
the CR state to SC and SF states are drawn to illustrate that the two latter states are continuous defom ations of the CR

state.

W e schem atically sum m arize the relationship between
those three types ofthe GP wave functions CR, SC,and
SF)inF jg.-'g,' . From our construction i follow s that both
the SC and SF statesm ay be obtained asdeform ationsof
the CR state W ith the required defom ation being an all
at an alldoping) . T herefore, at an alldoping, SC and SF
states are close In energy, and thism akes the SF state a

good candidate for the com peting ground state.
From com paring the energiesofthe SC state Esc ) and
of the SF state Esr), we cad deduce the condensation

energy
"= Egr Egc : 1)

T he condensation energy is nvolved In the energy bal-



ance detemm ining the order param eter in non-uniform
settings, eg. in superconducting vortices. T he energy of
a superconducting state w ith a non-uniform phase ofthe
orderparam eterm ay be w ritten in the G Inzburg-Landau
form

E="+ s€&’); @)
where’ isthephase ofthe orderparam eter, and g isthe
super uid sti ness (proportional to the super uid den-
sity). The size  of the vortex core m ay be estin ated
from m Inin izing the total energy consisting of the two
parts: the core energy  2". (Up to a num erical pref-
actor of order one depending on the speci c shape of
the orderparam eterpro l) and the supercurrent energy
2 slbg = @where isthe nfraredcuto ). Theresul-
ng vortex size Wwhich may also be called G Inzburg{
Landau coherence length at zero tem perature) is

P
= s="c ¢ 3)

T he super ui sti ness for strongly correlated system s
wasdiscussed in detailin Ref. l_l-g‘] Tt is given by the sum
of the diam agnetic term (proportionalto the kinetic en—
ergy in the ground state) and of the param agnetic term
determm ined by the quasiparticle excitations. For our su—
perconducting state, at them ean— eld level, the low -lying
quasiparticleshave D iraclike soectrum around the nodal
points. W e assum e that the low -lying quasiparticles pre—
serve their m ean— eld structure, then the param agnetic
contrbution vanishes at zero tem perature t_l-:/l] Thus ¢
is given by the diam agnetic term alone which, n our no—
tation, equals [16]

s = %6113 el (4)
where E. isthe hopping part ofthe t-J H am ilttonian, and
the average is taken in the SC state.

Below we present our num erical results for ", and
oy the variationalM onte C arlom ethod) in the tJ m odel
wih t=J = 3.

W e start wih de ning the variational param eters of
the wave functions. A GP wave function is constructed
as

cp = Pc o0 )

where P is the \doublk" progction: rst, it progcts
out com ponents w ith doubly occupied sites (the usual
G utzw iller pro gction), and second, it xes the num ber
of particles to the required value Wwe shallwork with -
nite system s where the required doping w illbe enforced

via profction). ¢ is the ground-state wave function of
aBCS Ham ilttonian:

X
H = 5SSt 5 ELCy  Cych) t hxr 1 (6)

ij

i3 and i3 are hopping and pairing am plitudes varia—
tionally adjusted to m inim ize the expectation value of
the tJ Ham ittonian
2 3

X
H="prg4
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FIG. 2. (a) The vector potential in the staggered- ux
state. (b) The Femn i pockets around ( =2; =2) points in
the staggered— ux state.

TheCR statehas ;5and ;5 non-zeroonly on nearest—
neighbor links: 3= , 4= , with for vertical
and horisontal links respectively. The SC state di ers
from the CR state only by the on-site term ;3 = sc -
T he SF state has ij = 0, ij = eiaij ,where ajj = =4
is the vector potential de ning the staggered ux pat-
tem wih the ux (Fig.2a). The SF state also con—
tains the chem ical potential 4 = sr which is xed
to provide the required hole density and is not a varia—
tional param eter (unlike ¢ In the SC state). At zero

doping, allthe three statescoincidewih gsc = s = O,
= = tan( =4).
T he variationalparam etersare sc and = in theSC

state, and in the SF state. W e determ ine these param —
etersasa function ofdoping by m inin izing the energy on
the 22 22 lattice w ith the boundary conditions periodic
In one and antiperiodic in the other direction. The re—
sults are plotted in Fjg.:_ﬂa. W e ndthatwhile thegap in
the superconducting state closes at around 30% doping
{_l-g'], the gap In the SF state closes at a an aller doping
(@around 20% ).

W e further use those variational param eters to deter-
m ine the condensation energy ".. The nitesize e ects
are very strong In the SF state, because the Fem ipock—
ets CE‘jg.EZb) are represented only by a an all num ber of
points In the m om entum space. To estin ate the m ag—
nitude of the nitesize e ects, we plot ", for di erent
system sizes, but w ith the sam e variational param eters,
n Fi. :_3b. At gnall doping, ". grow s roughly linearly
w ith doping. T his linear doping dependence is not intu—
itive: the m ean- eld theory would give x>=? dependence
on the doping x, from the energy of the Fem ipockets.
Rem arkably, the sam e linear x dependence w as obtained
by Lee and N agaosa after ncliding the gauge- eld uc—
tuations f_l-E_i] As a result of this linear x-dependence,
the core size rem ains nite in the sm alkdoping lin it. A s



the doping Increases, the gaps In the SF and SC states
decrease, which eventually leads to a decrease in the con—
densation energy ".. W hen the gapsclose, the SF and SC
states again coincide Wih sc = sr),yelding".= 0.
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FIG.3. (@) The gaps in the SF and SC states (solid cir-
cles and squares, respectively, scale on the kft side) and sc
in the SC state (em pty squares, scale on the right side) at
di erent hole dopings. T he optim ization is perform ed on the
22 22 lattice w ith boundary conditions periodic in one and
antiperiodic in the otherdirection. t=J = 3. (b) T he conden—
sation energy ". at di erent dopings and for di erent system
sizes N N lattice with N = 18;20;22;24) in the units of
J, per lattice site.

The pro ke of " versus doping resem bles the doping
dependence 0of T, In the cuprates. Ik seem s reasonable to
Interpret the regions of increasing and decreasing ". as
underdoped and overdoped regin es, respectively. W ih
this interpretation, our resuls indicate that in the uder-
doped (and possibly also iIn the weakly overdoped) regin e
the nom al state inside the vortex core has a staggered—

ux order. This order disappears In the strongly over-
doped regin e.
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FIG.4. (@) The hopping energy E+ In the SC state as a
function ofdoping (in the unitsoft, per lattice site) . T he data
shown are for the 22 22 lattice (=J = 3). The nite<size ef-
fects and the error bars are sm aller than the symbol size.
(o) The coherence length  as a function of the doping for
t=J = 3. Note the logarithm ic scale or

W e further com pute the super uid sti ness < using
Eq.@) . In Fjg.-'_4a we plot the hopping energy E+ In the
SC state as a function of doping tere we use the opti-
m ized values of and sc¢). The doping dependence of

s Isneary linear as expected i_l-j,:_ég']

Combining the results for ". and for
G Inzburg-L.andau ooherence length
The resuls are shown in Fjg.:ffb.

E ven though the staggered— ux core is relatively cheap
In energy, the resulting coherence length is very short n
the underdoped region. W e nd the coherence length of
the order of one lattice spacing, which is an aller than
the experim ental ndings B,:g,g-]_]] Such a short coher-
ence length m ust be considered a lower bound only, be-
cause SE' core of the size of one lattice spacing does not
m ake any physical sense. W hen we approxim ated the
core energy by 2", we have used the buk energy den-
sity and ignored the cost of the boundary between the
SF and SC, ie. the energy of sm oothly connecting the
tw o states. T his assum ption is correct only if the bound-
ary is slow Iy varying and it surely breaks down when the
distance scale is about one lattice constant.

In our treatm ent we neglected the possbl AF order
which probably plhys a rol at very low doping (elow
01) [4]. W e expect that taking into account possible AF
ordering both In the nom aland in the superconducting
states low ersthe energy ofboth and only slightly m odi es
our resuls at the very low doping.
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