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orders and resurrected RV B superconductivity

O . I. Motrunich and Patrick A. Lee
D epartm ent of P hysics, M assachusetts Institute of Technology, Cambridge M A 02139
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Charge frustration due to further neighbor Coulomb repulsion can have dram atic e ects on the
electronic properties of NayCoO,; in the ull doping range. It can signi cantly reduce the e ective
m obility of the charge carriers, leading to a low degeneracy tem perature r T . Such strongly
renom alized Femn i liquid has rather unusual propertjes| from the point of view of the ordinary
metalswih g T | but sim ilar to the properties that are actually observed In the NaxCoO , sys—
tem . Forexam ple, we show that the anom alous them opowerand Halle ect observed in Ng.7C 00 »
m ay be interpreted along these lines. If the repulsion is strong, it can also lad to charge order;
nevertheless, away from the com m ensurate dopings, the con gurational constraints allow som e m o—
bility for the charge carriers, ie., there rem ains som e \m etallic" com ponent. F inally, the particularly
strong bandw idth suppression around the com m ensurate x = 1=3 can help resurrect the RVB su—
perconductiviy, which would otherw ise not be expected near this high doping. T hese suggestions

are dem onstrated speci cally for a tJ-lke m odelw ith an additional nearest neighbor repulsion.

I. NTRODUCTION

Recent djsooveryzg and con m atjor:?-':?‘li’ of supercon-—
ductivity in Nag.35C 00 , 13HO has stin ulated m any
studies of this m aterdal, and in particular of its un-—
hydrated precursor host material Nay,;Co0,. The
NaxCeP g, series has been known fOr more than ve
years?'_ﬁ':z"f’ r its unusual transport properties such as
large them oelectric power and nearly linearT depen-—
dence of the resistivity, indicative of strong correlation
e ects. Thishasbeen brought up, Sven fuxtherby a num —
ber of recent carefiil experin entﬁg"-lq’-”l'izj’ig"y;

Tt appears from these studie® that there is a large
suppression ofthe valenceband w idth (equivalently, lJarge
e ective m ass enhanceam ent) | by an order ofm agnipude
com pared w ith the LDA band structure cakulations??

W e suggest that such large renom alization m ay be
caused by strong C oulom b repulsion between charge car-
riers on neighboring C o sites, and point out that a num -
ber ofunusualproperties ofthe system m ay be explained
by the resulting low ferm ion degeneracy tem perature. W e
also consider other possible e ects of such repulsion, In
particular, charge ordering.

T he plan of the paper is as ollow s. To be speci ¢, we
consider a tJ-lke m odel w ith additional strong nearest
neighbor repulsion V. In sections IL,, we concentrate
on the dom inant t;V energetics. The study is done by
considering G utzw illerlike trial ferm jonic w avefunctions
(oro ected Fem iliquid) w ith additionalnearest neighbor
correlations nput through a Jastrow typecon gurational
weighting factor. The strength of the input correlations
serves as a variational param eter.

Sec. :Jfgt studies the properties of these wavefiinctions.
W e ndthatup tom oderate nput correlations, the w ave—
function indeed describes a renom alized Fem i liquid,
consistent w ith the Initial m otivation. W e also realize
that for strong input correlation and over the doping
range 027 < x < 05 and 05 < x < 0:73, our Jastrow —

G utzw iller wavefuinction has a P 3 P 3 charge order,
which is inherited from the charge distribution proper—
ties of the classical Jastrow weight on the lattice. Since
such a state isbeyond our niialm otivation, we exam ine
is properties and treat it very critically whenever the
variational param eter is driven into this regim e.

In Sec.-'_I{Z’. w e develop a convenient renom alized m ean—

eld picture or the energetics In the entire doping range.
W e dentify the regin e of the renom alized Fem i lig—
uid state, and also the regin e w here the strong repulsion
drivg _the&gtjm al Jastrow G utzw iller w avefunction into
the 3 3 charge order state.

In Sec.:\_7: we con m the renom alized mean eld pic-
ture w ith num erically accurate evaluationsw ith the trial
waveﬁmctjons.pw_e 0 perform a m ore detailed study
ofthe possble 3 3 charge order by com paring w ith
the m ore conventional CDW states. W, e _that our
Jastrow G utzw iller wavefunction in the 3 3regine
is rather good energetically and suggest som e ways for
In proving the energetics further.

In Sec. -'y-_i we add the J temm and consider the is—
sue of RVB superconductivity at low dopings. This is
done w ith the help of the renom alized mean eld pic—
ture. W ithout the Jastrow renomm alizations, the RV B
superconductivity would not survive to the experin en—
tally observed x = 035. We nd that the bandw idth
suppression due to charge frustration m ay indeed res—
urrect the superconductivity near x = 1=3 where such
renom alizations are strongest, particularly if we allow
the coexisting charge order. W e soeculate that thism ay
be relevant to explain the narrow dopjng range in which
the superconductivity has been fund £

Finally, n Sec.:'\/:]::[we conclude w ith som e sin ple pre—
dictions for the experin ents from the developed charge
frustration picture. M ost notably, transport properties
such as themm opower and Halle ect of the Fem i liquid
w ih low degeneracy tem perature resem ble those of the
Nap7C00 , systam ; these properties ook rather unusual
from the perspective of conventionalm etals.
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B efore progeeding, we rem ark about the possibility of
charge orde®t9 in Na,CoO, .,The, experin ental situa—
tion is not settled on this issue41314 W e fvor the pic—
ture w here there isno charge order, but only strong local
correlations. Charge ordering transition should exhibit
iself in an abrupt change in transport properties, w hich
has not been observed.

In the present papeig,_we}glg spend a ot of tim e dis-
cussing the particular 3 3 order, since it inevitably
arises In our system atic treatm ent of the concrete m odel.
W e should wam the reader that the details are likely
strongly m odeldependent. Since we do not know the
precise m icroscopic m odel, the presented analysis of the
charge order should be viewed only asan iniial sketch of
what m ight happen. T he reported work is done w ith the
nearest neighbor repulsion (and nearest neighbor Jastrow
correlation) only. Irbcl:lditbg_ﬁ;rther neighbor correlations
would frustratethe 3 3 charge order and extend the
renom alized Ferm i liquid regim e, but m ight also lead to
m ore com plicated charge orders. W e have not pursued
such studies system atically, concentrating on the nearest
neighbor case only.

II. tv MODEL.JASTROW -GUTZW ILLER

For concreteness, we consider the following single
band Hupbard m odel w ith additional nearest neighbor
repulsion?? on a triangular lattice
X X

td ¢ + he)Pg + V
hiji hiji

Hy = Pg ning (1)

Large onsite repulsion is taken into account using the
G utzw iller pro ctorP to pro fct out double-occupation
of s:ires| this gives the \t part" as in the fam iliar tJ
Ham iltonian. W e focus prin arily on the e ect ofadding
strong nearest neighbor charge repulsion V, and refer
to Eqg. a_I) as tV Ham iltonian. W e will consider the
full tJV Ham ittonian with J t;V later.) The band
is less than half- lled, w ith the average ferm ion density
e o i= < 1.

In the context of the Na,CoO, system, ¢, creates a
spinfi1l hole and represents the motion of a Co** (5 =
1=2) site, while Co® (S = 0) sites have no holes;

1 x. This is shown schem atically in FJg:_i Form ore
details, see also Refs. 17,18/19. We take t > 0, as in
Refs. 1js9. This is consistent with the photoem ission
studiesty and also with the high tem perature behavior
oftheHallcoe cient?d (see Sec.V I . In thispicture the
end com pound N aC o0 , consistsofallC o°* with nohols
( = 0;x = 1), whereas the hypothetical end com pound
N ayx- ¢C 00 , consists of a M ott insulator w ith all Co**

siteseach carrying S = % ( = 1;x= 0).From the latter
point ofview ,Na,C o0 ; can be viewed aselectron doping
by a concentration of x electrons into a M ott lnsulator.

Here, in order to gauge the e ect ofthe nearest neigh—
bor repulsion, we perform a trial wavefunction study of

FIG - l: NayCoO, Schem atic pictures (porrowed from

Ref. |_§|) explaining the single band electronic m odel. The

charge carriers are spin-1/2 charge g = #jholes of density
=1 X.

this strongly correlated system . W hen V = 0, a good
trialwavefunction is obtained by G utzw illerpro gcting a
sim ple free ferm Jon state:
X
Jei=PgJ ol=
fR g;fR Og

det[ i Ry)Icr,m t2iry_,"

det RS Grog:iiicro_4 i
where the sum is over all con gurations of spin up and
down ferm jonsw ith allR j and R § distinct, fR g\ fR %g =

0. Away from half- ling, this G utzw iller wavefiinction
is a Fem 1 liquid state; this can be con med, eg., by
m easuring the quasiparticle Z from the step n My i. In
this state, we have approxin ately m;nji 2, whik the
ferm jon kinetic energy can be fairly accurately estim ated
from that of the prepro fcted free form jonL %2123

h g el h offej oi 2
hgjei h oJ oi
w ith
B 1 _ 2x . 3)
*ETT T T x

This is comm only referred to as the G utzw iller approx—
In ation, or the renom alized mean eld theory. The
renom alization factor gr can be obtained by counting the
num berofrealspace con gurations available for hopping
In the pro fcted and prepro gcted states, and ignoring all
other wavefunction di erences.

Tuming on the nearest neighbor repulsion V, we
schem atize its e ect on the ground state by introducing
an additional Jastrow -type factor

2 3
X
exp 4 W; nin;° @)
hiji

foreach realspace con guration of ferm ions in the above
G utzw iller wavefunction. W > 0 e ectively suppresses
the nearest neighbor occupation probability, and can be

varied to optin ize the trialenergy ofthe tV Ham iltonian.

W e w ill refer to this wavefunction as Jastrow -G utzw iller
JdG) g6 -



Tt isclearthatthee ectofV ism ost severe forx = 1=3
and 2=3. ForV twe expect W 1, in which case the
vacancies (forx = 1=p3)_0rg‘1§ spdn carryingholes (forx =
2=3) would om a 3 3 structure to m Inim ize the
repulsion. Furthem ore in this state the particles cannot
hop w ithout paying the energy V . For interm ediate V
and away from comm ensuration som e rem nant of this
\7Amm ing" phenom enon m ay rem ain and this iswhatwe
would like to nvestigate in this paper.

III. PROPERTIES OF 4¢.CLASSICAL

LATTICE GAS SYSTEM .

Before presenting the optim ized energeticswith s¢,
we rst discuss its properties. For nonzero but an allw ,
it still descridbbes a Ferm i liquid state w ith som e further
renom alizations com pared to the G utzw iller wavefiinc—
tion. However, one has to be carefulwhen W becom es
large: The probability of nding a particular con gura—
tion of dparges now has an additional \classical" weight
exp[ W higi 405 ], and one hasto bewary ofthe possi-
bility ofphase transitions in the corresponding statistical
system . Factoring outm any possible spin assignm ents for
each charge con guration, we need to consider a classical
system ofparticles w ith nearest neighbor repulsion on a
triangular lattice w ith the classical partition finction

X X P
Z class = e U classh] _ eW hiji DD . 1))
fnig fnig
Heren; = 0;1,and wework at xed density as appro—
priate for the discussion of our trial wavefinctions w ith
xed ferm on number. W plays the rolke of the inverse
tem perature i this classicalsystem ,W = T ! (the clas-
sical repulsion strength is set to one).

T his Jattice gas system hasbeen extensively studied in
statistical physics2324 m ost notably as a m odel for ad—
sorbed m onolayers of rare-gasatom son graphite. A Iso, i
is equivalent to a triangular lattice Ising antiferrom agnet
In an extemal eld; xed particle density corresponds to

xed m agnetization in the Ising system .

The phase diagram in the T plane is shown In
Fig.d. It is symmetric with respect to = 0:5 due to
particle-hole symm etry In this classical system , and we
discuss the < 035 partonly.

At high temperatures (@mallW ) the system is in a
disordered gaseous phase. For am all particle density

< 027 the system rem ains in the gas phase all the
way to zero tem perature. For deﬁsitJespO_.27 < < 05
the system \crystallizes" into a 3 3 state at low
tem perature. This state is characterized by a preferen—
tial particle occupation of one of the three sublattices
of the triangular lattice; the order is strongest near the
com m sur?)te = 1=3; 2=3. Note that away from these

the 3 3 phase ism ore properly characterized as a
density wave state rather than a crystal In particular, a
fraction of particles rem ains relatively m obilke having no
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FIG ; 2: Phase diagram of the classical lattice gas system
Eq.é).NotethesymmetIyre]atileto = 0:5 dueto particle-
hole sym m etry.

activation energy for theirmotion. TheW = 1 model
is equivalent to the Baxter’s hard hexagon m odel and is
exactly solvable?4

Tt is usefiil to have }i;h_e ow Ing caricatures of the
charge motion In the 3 3 phase, appropriate at
low tem perature (large W ) and near the com m ensurate

1ling 1=3. For > 1=3, we have one sublattice, say
A, com pltely occupied by particles (these particles are
alm ost localized), whilke the rem aining sm all density is
an eared out relatively uniform Iy overthe honeycom b lat-
tice form ed by the B and C sublattices. For < 1=3,we
picture the B and C sites as com plktely empty W ih
alm ost no density uctuation), whilk all particles are
soread over the A sublattice. The charge motion is
achieved by hops from occupied A sites to neighboring
empty A sitesvia B or C sites; the most e ective such
hops Involve at least two neighboring em pty A sites in
order to avoi the ulsion energy cost for the intem e
diate step (see Fig.i§ i Sec.)).

Retuming to our trial wavefunction, we expect i to
roughly inherit the charge distribution properties of the
lattice gas system Eqg. 6'_5). Thus, for W such that the
classical system is in its disordered phase, the wavefunc—
tion realizes a Fem i liquid state. ?;11 thﬁ other hand,
when the classical system is in the 3 3 phase, we
have checked by variationalM onte C arlo studies that the
resulting wavefunction has a charge density wave (CDW )
order but retains som e liquid properties. (T he transi-
tion point W . is slightly di erent for the wavefinction
and the classical system .) N ote that the above Jastrow
weight realizes a soft profgction satisfying the nearest
neighbor repulsion V.. It fo s thf)t_a hard such pro—
®ction W ! 1 ) lkeadstothe 3 3 densiy wave or
027< < 05and 05< < 0:73.

B efore proceeding further, we w ant to em phasize again
that we set out to study Fem i liquid renom alizations
Induced by nearest neighbor repulsion. Fem iliquid state



is achieved In the param eter regin e where the classical
system rem ains disordered; in this case, our treatm ent is
consistent.

O n the other hand, when the nearest neighbor repul-
sion is strong, it drives the optin al variational param —
eter W of 5 into the regine wih the CDW order.
In this case, we have to be very cautious in interpreting
the \transition" and the resulting state, since our origi-
nalassum ptions about the properties of the w avefuinction
no longer hold. W e m ay still interpret this as a sign of
an instability towards a di erent state m ost lkely with
charge order), but the JG wavefunction in this regine
should be treated very critically, particularly since it has
som ew hat unusual charge distribution properties. T hus,
one shoul at least exam ine otherm ore conventionaltrial
statesw ith di erent orders. T his is done in Sec.V .

IV. ENERGETICS W ITH JG °
RENORMALIZED M EANFIELD PICTURE.

W e now proceed to the actual energetics with the

Carlo (VM C) procedure 242224 such detailed studies of
the tV energetics at experin entally relevant x = 0:7 and
035 are reported in the next section.

Tt is also possible to study m ore com plicated H am ilto—
nians. However, VM C evaluations are com putationally
rather costly. Furthem ore, they becom e nconclisive
when the energy di erences becom e very amall. This
is particularly the case when we attem pt to study the
physics at energy scales below the dom inant t and V,
eg., ffwe want to resole the spin sector, or study pair-
Ing instabilities due to the J tem .

U sefiland fairly accurate guidance is obtained thrpugh
the Hllow ing \renom alizedm ean eld" procedure?d24€3
which ismuch sin pler com putationally and is also m ore
am enable to Interpretation and extrapolation in the
regin e where VM C results becom e inconclusive. Gen-—
eralization ofthe con guration counting argum entsm en—
tioned earlier leads to the follow ing estin ate of the hop—
pihg energy renom alization in the JG wavefunction rel-
ative to the unpro fcted free form ion wavefiinction :

Jastrow -G utzw iller trial wavefinctions. It is possble h 36 Fncrd gs t_ gt[i;j]h 0FnCyr 3 ol
to perform essentially exact evaluations of the expec— h 567 seil h ¢J ol
tation values with such fem ionic wavefinctions using
a well established and docum ented Vardational M onte w ith
|
. 1 1 ’
9 ;1= @ = mn 0 @ 1lexp 2" Uctasshi= 1;n5= 0]  Uuasshi= Ojny= 17 : (7)

Here, :::d denotes averagihg in the classical lattice
gas system w ith the weight exp ( Wnrssh]) discussed
earlier. W hen obtaining this expression, sim ilar to the
original G utzw iller approxin ation Eq. (:_3), we agaln ig—
nored the details of the fermm ionic determ inant weight—
Ing of con gurations, but kept the Jastrow weighting.
Only con gurations wih the occupied j sie and un-—
occupied i site contrbute, and the speci ¢ \transition
weight" com es from the corresponding Jastrow weight—
Ing ofthe con gurations before and after the hop. Note
that Ucsshi = 1jny = 0] Uetass i = 0;1’1j= l]lisa lo-
calenergy term involving only the a ected sites i; j, and
their im m ediate neighbors.

Sin ilarly, we can approxin ate the nearest neighbor re—
pulsion energy by

h g¢ 1iNy] g6 i

h JGj JGi

Fryn i : @®)

T he required classicalexpectation values are readily eval-
uated via a M onte Carlo study of the lattice gas sys—
tem . Aswe will see In the next section, such renom al-
zedm ean eld procedure indeed gives fairly accurate esti-
m ates ofthe expectation values in the Jastrow -G utzw iller

wavefiinction, both in the m etallic and the densiy wave
regin es.

W e can now develop an overall picture for all ferm ion
densities. Particular cuts through the results are shown
n Figs. :_?: and :ff Fjgure:;ﬁ’ show s the hopping renom al-
ization factor g; as a function ofx fora number of xed
W . Complim entary cuts through the data for the spe-
ci ¢ xedx= 0:70 and x = 035 can be also found in the
next section.) Figure -3 is the core of the present paper.

TheW = 0 curve givesprecisely the originalG utzw iller
approxin ation Eq. 6'_3) for the no-double-occupancy con—
straint. T his sets a useful reference for gauging the addi-
tionale ect ofthe nearest neighbor repulsion. T he curve
with the largest W = 8, on the other hand, essentially
realizes a com plete progction that satis es the nearest
neighbor repulsion; this is the m axim al renom alization
that can be achieved w ith such nearest neighbor corre—
lations. The phase boundary of the classical lattice gas
(cf. Fig.d) is sketched by a thick dark line: A llpoints
above the line are in the disordered phase Fem i liquid

avefiinctions), whilk points below the line are in the

3 3 density wave phase.

Fjgu]:e:fi show s a sin ilar plot for the repulsion en—
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FIG . 3: Jastrow -G utzw iller renom alization factor for hop-—
ping, Eqg. (,'_1‘), as a function of doping for a number of xed
W . Evaluations are done via classical M onte C arlo study of
the lattice gas sy . The dark thick line delineates the
phasesof 56 .The 3 3 phase lies below the thick line
and in this region the exhiited g: is averaged over allbonds.
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_energy per site, referenced
3 charge ordered phases of

P r
ergy Enn = pyy;fnunyii per site (cf. Eq.i), which we

reference to the m inin al possble repulsion energy at a
given density: Epnw 11 = 0 or 2 D;1=3], 3 1 for

2 [1=3;2=3], and 6 3fr 2 R=3;1]. W hen plot-
ted in this way, the result is sym m etric w ith respect to

= 035 due to classical particlke-hole symm etry. Agai,
the classicalphase boundary is sketched w ith a thick dark
Iine. Observe that the curveswih W > 5 give almost
com plete \m inin um -nearest-neighbor" pro gction.

W ih this data, and also using the free-ferm ion
hPftio (%) (ot shown),we can optin ize the ulltV Ham it
tonian in this renom alizedm ean eld procedure for ;¢ .
The resulting \phase diagram " can be seen in Fig. -_5

tV ‘phase diagram’ with W, in renorm. meanfield
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FIG. 5: \Phase diagram " obtained by optim izing the tV
Ham iltonian over the JG wavefunctions. The di erent
\phases" correspond to the di erence In the physical prop-—
ertiesof ;s asa function ofW . Calculations are perform ed
in the renomm alizedm ean eld approxm ation using thedata of
Fjgs.:j :4 and the free form ion Hf'¢iy (x). The phase dJagram
J'snotexpected to be symm etric relative to V | cf. Fig. :3
The observed rough symm etry is due to com pensating ten-—
dencies in ot (x) and hHAtio (x) that m ake the actual kinetic
energy \m ore sym m etric" relative to x = 0:5.

For each doping x 2 [027;0:73] we show the \critical"
git HFE drives the optim alW into the regim e w ith the

3 3 order.

W e em phasize that this \phase diagram " is for the
optim ized Jastrow -G utzw iller w avefunction only; in par—
ticular, the exhibited \phase transition" corresponds to
the transition in the properties of j¢ as a function
of param eter W . It need not corresoond to the actual
phase diagram of the tV Ham iltonian. It is exhibited
here prim arily to delineate the regim es where the JG
renom alized Fermm i liquid can adequately describe the
tV m odel energetics, and also where such description is
no longer possibl. In the latter case, one should se-
riously exam ine other physical states paying particular
attentipn harge order. W hether the JG wavefnction
nits 3 3 phase can adequately describe the possi-
bl charge ordering In the system is a separate question
that requires a detailed study. W e w ill discuss thism ore
soeci cally in the next section. Here we only note that
it is rather fortuitous that our trial wavefunction w ith
a single variational param eter exhibits two phases, and
the nitially \unexpected" charge-ordered state should be
treated w ith great caution.

W e now retum to them ain question ofthiswork| the
bandw idth suppression due to nearest neighbor repulsion.
A gain, consider F jg.-r_S% . A conservative approach is to in—
sist that we consider Fem 1 liquid wavefunctionsonly. In
this case, we should disregard the data pointsthat end up
In the charge ordered phase. W e still see that there can
be signi cant renom alizationsby a factorofthreeto ve
relative to the bare hopping am plitude even rem aining in



the Ferm 1iliquid state. Fora xedW ,these renom aliza-
tions are strongest near the com m ensurate 1=3 and 2=3
llings, and weakest near x = 1=2. A lso, as can be in —
plied from the \phase diagram ", the e ect ofthe nearest
neighbor repulsion V is strongest near x = 1=3; 2=3.

On the gther hand, if we are to take the Jastrow -
Gutzwiller 3 3 density wave regin e seriously, there
can be even stronger renom alizations of the hopping en—
ergy, particularly near the comm ensurate densities. A's
we will suggest In the follow ing m ore speci ¢ discus—
sion ofthe CDW regin g, the entire picture provided by
Fig. -3 Including the data under the phase boundary is
Indeed usefiil], but m ay require somﬁ_]e m portant ad—
Justm ents. This is because in the 3 3 regin e the
charge order is such that there rem ain m obile (even if
strongly constrained) carriers; there is no charge gap
since there is no nesting for the considered dopings. T he
Jastrow G utzw iller wavefunction and the above renor-
malized mean eld treatm ent also capture this, and give
a st usefil guess on the e ect of charge order on the
ferm jon kinetic energy.

V. ENERGETICS W ITH JG :
POSSIBLE CDW

VM C STUDY .

W e now consider the tV m odel energetics in m ore de—
tail for speci ¢ x = 0:70 and x = 0:35. These values
are relevant for the unhydrated and hydrated Na,CoO ;.
The evaluations w ith the trial w,avefunctions are done
essentially exactly using VM C 2 2T This m ore concrete
setting w illallow us to discuss som e robust features that
em erge from our study vs the speci cs of the particular
Ham iltonian used to m odel charge frustration. Since an
accurate treatm ent of the CDW states m ay depend on
speci cdetails, the present discussion is only intended to
givea avorofthe possbilitiesthat should be considered.

A . Doping x= 0:70

Figure '{; show s expectation values of the two parts of
the tV Ham iltonian in the Jastrow G utzw iller w avefiinc—
tion for varying W evaluated using VM C . It also show s
the renom alized mean eld approxin ation to these ex—
pectation values. A sm entioned In the previous section,
this approxin ation is indeed fairly accurate and can be
taken seriously. Sihce we w illbe com paring several trial
states, we willuse only VM C resuls in this section.

At this particle density we have W . 33 In the cor-
resgoonding lattice gas system . Notice that near W . the
repulsion energy drops quickly and essentially allthe way
to zero, sim ilar to the transition in the classical system .
This is because it is possble to com plktely satisfy the
repulsion energy by arranging charges so that there are
no nearest neighbors. A 1so, such arrangem ents still allow
som e ferm don hopping, so there rem ains nonzero kinetic
energy gain even for very arge W .
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FIG . 6: Expectation values of the hopping and nearest neigh—
bor repulsion energies in the Jastrow -G utzw iller wavefunc—
tion at doping x = 0:70 (ferm ion density = 0:3). W e also

show the corresponding renom alized m ean eld values. Verti-
calarrow nearW . 33 indicates the transition point in the
classical lattice gas system .
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FIG . 7: Optin ization of the tV Ham iltonian over Jastrow —
G utzw iller and conventionalCDW trialwavefunctions. Inset
show s the optin alW o+ for the Jastrow -G utzw iller w avefunc-
tion; arrow indicates the criticalW . 3:3 in the correspond-
ing classical lattice gas system .

U sing the above data, we can optin ize the total en—
ergy for di erent values of V=t. The resul is indicated
in Fig.i}. For V=t . 69, the optinal W opr rem ains

290 and the wavefinction is m etallic w ith relatively
weak renom alizations. For Jarger V=t, the optim alW p¢
Jum ps to the 3 3 ordered side, and Jc has the
corresponding densiy wave order. Note that the opti-
malW o+ ramains fairly close to the critical value. In
thisway, while the repulsion energy is aln ost com pletely
satis ed, the system stillgains from som e of the original
kinetic energy.

W e now discuss the regine of large V, where the
Jastrow G utzw iller energetics suggests charge ordering.
First, it is Instructive to com pare this w ith the energet—



ics in a m ore conventional CDW trialstate. Such a state
is obtained, for exam ple, by considering a CDW m ean—
eld Ham ittonian

X X

Hipy = (s ¢y + hx) 2 g cos@ Oy :
hiji i

9)

0 cow Q) isaCDW orderparam eter at the order—

Ing wavevector Q . Here, (¢py Servesasa v%,tj_atjo al
param eter for the trial wavefiinction. In the 3 3
phase, the trialH cpy has onsite potential 2 on the
preferred A sublattice and + on the B and C sublat-
tices of the triangular lhattice. The trial wavefunction
is obtained by Gutzw iller profgction of the mean eld
ground state.

The optin ized tV energetics for such m ore conven—
tional CDW wavefunction is also shown in Fig. :j. For
V=t . 45 the optim alwavefunction has cpy 0, but
develops strong CDW order for larger V=t. In this con—
ventionalCDW stateatthis 1ling, we have a coexistence
of the charge order and Femm 1 liquid.

From Fig. ::/:, we see that the JG wavefiinction per—
form s signi cantly better than the conventional CDW
wavefinction. This is sin ple for the m etallic side, since
the JG wavefunction has an additional variational pa—
ram eter to optin ize local correlations com pared to the
plin metallic statewih ¢py = 0.On the otherhand,
on the charge-ordered side the Jastrow -G utzw iller w ave—
function perfom s better aln ost entirely due to better
kinetic energy. A s discussed earlier, the JG state retains
som e of the m etallic kinetic energy even In the large W
Im it. At the sam e tin e, the conventional CDW wave—
function localizes the ferm dons to the A sublattice very
strongly and loses essentially all kinetic energy: in the
Iim i of large V, the optimal c¢pw V and the opti-
m al total energy is t=V . Even though the Iowest
band rem ainsonly partially lled, its bandw idth goes to
zero in the lim it of large

Thus, we con e t_the Jastrow -G utzw iller w ave—
function w ith the 3 3 order perform s fairly well for
largeV . However, this isby nom eansthe end ofthe story
even forthe tV m odel. T hem ost serdous reservation here
is that we have not explored other com peting states in
the systam for large V. W e will not address this. W e
still hope that our approach captures the relevant local
energetics in the system .

Irbthe sent context, we can explore the energetics of
the 3 3 orderingm ore system atically. A sdiscussed,
the comp X nin um -nearest-neighborpro ection leads
to the 3 3 order. For < 1=3, we essentially have
charges living on the A sublattice only and m oving pri-
marily via A B A orA C
bonds B C are rarely used (see Fjg.-'_g) . In the above,
we were progcting the uniform free ferm ion triangular
lattice hopping ground state, while i is clear that in
the resulting charge ordered state the hops B C are
poorly utilized, and m ore generally the kinetic energy|
the driving force for unifom iy| is less inportant. In

CDW -

A routes, while the
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FIG . 8: a) Schem atics ofthep§ p§ charge order for <
1=3. Charges occupy the A sublattice and spend very little
tin eon theB and C sublattices. The rem aining em pty A sites
can be utilized for charge hopping. T here is an intem ediate
repulsion energy cost of V. to m ove an isolated such site, but
no such cost for two neighboring em pty A -sites as shown in
the gure. b) D ice lattice hopping ansatz m otivated by the
observation that hops B € are rarely used.

thep§ Eregine,jtthen Seem s m ore appropriate to

proEct a hopping state w ith strong A B and A C
hopping am plitudes and weak B C hops. The lin -
iting case is the dice lattice hopping shown in Fig. :_Sb;

the six-coordinated sites are the A sites, w hile the three—
coordinated sitesare the B d Cpsﬂ:es T hedice hopping

state by construction has 3 3 order. It is easy to

verify that in the low estband one halfofthe ferm ion den—
sity is located on the A sublattice. C kearly, this has bet—
ter repulsion energy than the triangular hopping state.

To further optin ize the nearest neighbor correlations, we

can Introduce a Jastrow weighting as forthe uniform hop-
ping state (note that in the dice case the classical lattice

gas transition is ng, longer relevant since the charge sys-
tem hasthe 3 3 order from the outset). T he opti-
m zed tV energeticsisshown in F jg.:_é, andwe indeed nd
that the dice hopping ansatz is som ew hat better than the

uniform state.

F inally, we should point out that we have com pletely
ignored the spin physics by considering only unpolar-
zed wavefunctions. It should be clear that since the
bandw idth becom es so narrow , there w ill be signi cant
degeneracy| on the tV energy sca]e| in the spin sector.
This degeneracy w ill be resolved In som e way or other
at lower energy scale, and the details w ill depend largely
on the soeci cs of the m icroscopic H am iltonian. As an
exam ple, trying out spin-polarized Jastrow -G utzw iller
waveflinctions in the tVv Ham iltonian, we nd that in
the charge-ordered regin e the fully polarized wavefunc—
tion perform s only slightly worse than the unpolarized
one. For the dice hopping ansatz, on the other hand,
the spin-polarized w avefinction perform sbetter than the
unpolarized one. O ne can get som e feeling of the slight
di erencesby exam iningF Jga'_b . Such itinerant ferrom ag—
net tendencies becom e even m ore pronounced at lower
ferm jon density higher x).

A fter the presented detail, it should be clear that the
energetics can be rather subtle and m odel dependent,
particularly In the charge order regine. W e now want
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FIG.9: Thisisa blow-up ofFjg.:_iI focusing on thep 3 P 3
regin e and show ing additional Jastrow <G utzw iller type trial
wavefunctions for the tV H am iltonian. Besides the unpolar-
ized triangular lattice hopping ansatz, we also show the opti-
m ized energetics for the corresponding fully polarized state,
and also for the dice lattice hopping ansatz.

to separate out which features are m ore robust than the
above speci cs. This is In portant since at present we do
not have a good know ledge of the m icroscopic H am iltto—
nian n the NayCoO, system .

F irst of all, we conclude that there can be signi cant
renom alizations in the m etallic wavefinction. T he hop-
pihg can be e ectively suppressed roughly by a factor
of three (see F1ig. :_6), w ih the wavefinction retaining
is Fem i liquid character. The achievable Fem i liquid
renom alizationsm ay be even larger ifwe jl'lC]leﬁ ;furtBelf
neighbor repulsion, since this w ill frustrate the 3 3
charge order and give m ore param eter space to the lig—
uld state wih uniform charge distrbution. A s long as
the system rem ains uniform , this is not sensitive to the
m icroscopics. @At this local \high energy" lvel of anal-
ysis we com pltely disregard the low energy instabilities
of the resulting Ferm i liquid state.)

O ur second observation is about the nature of possi-
ble charge orders in such strongly frustrated system . O ur
JG wavefiinctionso eran interesting possibility ofessen—
tially satisfying the nearest neighbor C oulom b repulsion
while retaining som e kinetic energy gain and m etallic—
iy. P rocting the triangular or dice lattice hopping is
m erely a detailofhow the quantum tunneling is put into
the w avefunction, but the overallpicture of the resulting
state is the sam e. W hether such state is energetically
favorable com pared w ith other com peting states requires
a m ore detailed study.

Finally, we expect that the soin dynam ics is highly
degenerate in such charge frustrated system s, and tsul-
tin ate fate is resolved only at m uch lower energy scales.

0.4 ‘ ‘ : ‘ -

R Ey/V - (Ey/V)min: Jastrow-Gutzwiller Y
0.2 For+x Ry ‘classical’
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Expectation value

FIG . 10: This is sin ilar to Fig. i, but Hr doping x = 035
(ferm ion density = 0:65). T he repulsion energy is referenced
to them inim al repulsion energy. At this densiy, W 28.

B. Doping x= 0.35

W enow summ arize sin flartV study at x = 0:35. This
is of Interest for the hydrated com pound N aj.35C 00 »
13H,0 that was found to exhibit superconductivity.

Figure :_l-g show s the expectation values of the kinetic
and nearest neighbor repulsion energies in the ;¢ eval-
uated using VM C . T he repulsion energy is referenced to
the m inin al repulsion energy at thisdensity Ennm in =
V 3  1)persite; cf.Figi4]. The renom alizedmean eld
approxin ation is also shown and is fairly accurate.

T he result ofthe wavefuinction optin ization for the tv
Ham iltonian is shown in Fig.}l1. For V=t . 42, the op-
tinalW ¢ ramains . 1:5; the wavefunction is m etallic
w ith weak renom alizations. For larger V=t, the opti-
mal ;g jimps to the 3 3 ordered side; how ever,
the optim alW o, rem ains fairly close to W 28, and
the system retains signi cant part of the originalkinetic
energy.

Tuming to the regin e of large V , we consider also the
more fam iliar CDW trial state obtained from the m ean—

eld H am ittonian Eq.:_(b) . The optin ized energetics w ith
such conventional CDW wavefunction is also shown In
Fig. :_l-]_j The optinal ¢py remains close to zero or
V . 3, but becom es signi cant and negative for larger
V. W _nowpgbserve that in the regine wih the pu-
tative 3 3 charge order both the JG wavefiinction
and themean eld CDW wavefunction give very close op—
tin alenergies. T his is also true or the individualt and
V parts, suggesting that the Jastrow -G utzw iller and con—
ventionalCDW wavefinctions give in fact essentially the
sam e physical state.

This can be understood by exam Ining the mean eld
CDW state.For c¢py < 0theB and C sublattices are
preferentially occupied, whik the A sublattice is pref-
erentially em pty. In this case, the ower two mean eld
bands retain much of the original bandw idth even in

the lim it of large (¢pw . This is because the B and C
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FIG.1l: Optin ization of the tV H am iltonian over Jastrow —
Gutzw iller and cor}ventjonal CDW trial wavefunctions at
x = 035 (cf. Fi. :_1). W e also show the result for Jastrow —
G utzw iller honeycom b hopping ansatz.

sites form a connected honeycom b lattice, and for large

cpw the two bands correspond essentially to hopping
on this lattice. The physical state is now obtained by
the G utzw iller pro fction ofthis free ferm ion honeycom b
lattice hopping state. But this isalso roughly thlg }_chtgrg
of the Jastrow -G utzw iller wavefuinction in the 3 3
regin e for this densiy.

T he above suggests that we also try pro gcting honey—
com b hopping ansatz, since it better utilizes the B C
hops. However, for the range of V=t studied here, the
uniform triangular hopping ansatz perform s better, pri-
m arily since it m anages to retain some oftheA B and
A Cpllopp[jn_g energy. This com pletes our exploration
ofthe 3 3 order.

F inally, we note that at this high ferm ion density =
0:65, unlke the casewih = 0:30, the soin degeneracy
does not occur, and the unpolarized wavefiinctions are
alw ays better.

To summ arize, the local energetics of the tV m odel
at x = 035 iswell capt by either the renom alized
Fem i liquid, or the 3 3 charg% ordered state, de-
pending on the valuie of V=t. The 3 3 state also
hasm obilke ferm ions occupying prin arily the honeycom b
sublattice (of the original triangular lattice); however,
since the ferm ion density is close to com plete covering of
the honeycom b Iattice, the ferm jon hopping is strongly
suppressed.

Again, theu atg fate ofthe Fem iliquid (orthe lig—
uid part in the 3 3 regin e) is resolved only at lower
energies. In the ollow ing section we study the supercon—
ducting instability due to the J tem , and whether the
RV B superconductivity can be signi cantly enhanced by
the discussed strong kinetic energy suppression.

VI. RVB SUPERCONDUCTIVITY :
RESURRECTION NEAR x= 1=37?

W e now tum to the issue of RVB superconductiviy
due to the antiferrom agnetic spin interaction at dopings
0< x< 04. In the context of the tr:angu]a.r.]a.‘t:t:qe.tl
m odel, thisw as considered by severalauthors?24292¢.27
T hese studies predict d + id superconductivity. A s ex—
pected for such RVB scenario, the superconductivity is
strongest (relative to the m etallic state) near half Iling
x = 0, where the charge m obility is very low . Away
from half- lling at m oderate dopings, the need to satisfy
the kinetic energy ofthe carriers leads to strong suppres-
sion of the superconductivity. A s pointed out in Ref. :_lg‘
and discussed furtherbelow , the experin entally ocbserved
superconductivity at doping x = 0:35 represents a sig—
ni cant problem to this scenario: If one uses the LDA
bandw idth to estim ate 332.J 50 100m €V, and takes
the hopping Integral sign as in this work, and m akes a
reasonable guess J 10 to 20 m €V, the resulting RVB
superconductivity is vanishingly weak forthisdoping and
would not be ocbserved.

A s discussed above) cf.Fjg.-'_3| charge frustration can
Jead to strong suppression ofthe e ective hopping am pli-
tude te , even for larger doping. Here we study w hether
this suppression can be strong enough to resurrect the
superconductivity at x = 0:35. Fjgure[_’n* also suggests
that the region near x = 1=3 is special in that i allow s
the strongest such renom alizations, w ith or w thout the
charge ordering. A s discussed earlier, this is because the
charge system ism ost sensitive to the furtherneighbor in—
teractions near this com m ensurate doping. O n the other
hand, when the superconductiviy is weak, the transi-
tion tem perature is exponentially sensitive to the e ec—
tive hopping am plitude (see below ). Thus, wem ay spec—
ulate about the possbility of a an all superconducting
dom e around this special doping due to charge correla—
tion (possbly, charge ordering).

The physics treatment presented below is very
schem atic. W e will essentially think only In tem s of
the renom alized couplings and ignore the fact that the
underlying \liquid" state m ay be chargeordered. This
is done to get a rough feeling as to whether the sug—
gested scenario can work at all. If the superconductivity
nearx = 1=3 can reappear only in the charge-ordered re—
gion, the obtained Insight is stillusefiil and m ay suggest
a m ore carefuil treatm ent. For exam ple, the charge order
m ay be suppressed by longer range repulsion. Another
possibility isthat a m ore accurate treatm ent m ay lead to
short range charge order for intermm ediate coupling w hich
shares the sam e kinetic energy suppression.

W e rst summ arize the standard RVB mean eld for
the pure tJ model. W e form ulate, tlps.m ean eld as an
approxin ate vaJ::atJonalp]:ooeduJ:e'2:'1'24"26I T his is partic—
ularly convenient for the present work, which also takes
the variationalw avefiinction perspective.

To study the possibility of singlet superconductivity,



we consider \trial" Ham iltonian
X h i

Htrial = 59 ¢ ( 13 Cly + hxy)
ij
X h i
d o e x);
i
w ith i = ijr i = ij.Foreach such trialH am ilto—

nian, we obtain the corresponding ground state j (i. In
the mean eld, we ignore the no-double-occupancy con—

heHuwici _hoffed ol h oHs7 ol
- - —— *+ g7 — = 4
hgjei h o3 ol h oJ ol

hiji

T he hopping renom alization factor is gNen ,hy Eqg. (3),
while fr the H eisenberyg exchange we have?i23

4

1+ x)? : b

95 =
These estin ates Pllow essentially from the no-double-
occupancy con guration constraints, and do not depend
on the details of the prepro gcted state as long as i is
spatially uniform . A 1so, they give num erical results that
are fairly close to the actual evaluations w ith the pro-
Bcted wavefiinctions, as discussed earlier. The above
is precisely the renom alized mean eld formulation of
Refs.2124,26. The shveboson mean eld ofRefi 1) uses
instead g. = x and gy = 1, so their num erical values are
som ew hat di erent.

In this formulation, only the ratio = is meaning—
ful. A convenient procedure to m Inim ize Eq. C_l-(_)') is to
m Inin ize instead the so called mean eld H am ittonian
X 8

Hpe= 3 atsT+ 3 uf + Hewar s

nisi 39sJ35

By standard argum ents, the global m inimum of the

mean eld Ham iltonian is also the m ninum of the trial
expectation valie Eq. {_19‘) . In this ©m ulation, the op—

tinal and each obtain physical scale as set by t

and J. Thus, we can get a rough idea about the quasi-

particle spectrum above the ground state by considering

themean eld excitation spectrum , which now hasproper
physical scale. In particular, the optinal givesa phys—

icalm easure of the strength of superconductivity.

T he selfconsistency conditions read

39’ Ji5
i = Gyt s8 jl'Cli/ G 1 az)

3
9= i h NN e

ij 8 i3

13)

tshdl ¢ i+ e g

10

straint and only require the average density to be cor-
rectly il o i= 1  x, which is achieved by tuning the
chem ical potential . G oing beyond the mean eld, the
physical wavefunction is obtained by G utzw iller pro gc—
tion.

A sdiscussed at length earlier, we can approxin ate the
expectation valie of the tJ Ham iltonian in the physical
w aveflinction by proper renom alizationsofthem ean eld
valies:

From now on,we specialize to the d+ id superconductor
ansatz:

= . = 2 =3, — i4 =3,
er = ’ e, — € ’ ez — € .

14)
.

Here ey = %, e, = 22+ —2¢, and e3 = & e

are the uni triangular lattice vectors. There is strong

evidence that this state wins the tJ m odel energetics

for the, congidered dopings, at least on the mean eld

evell gy deder

W e give the results or t = 3J and t = 5J. This,is
som ewhat di erent from the cited t= 5  10J valuedd
At the moment, there is signi cant uncertainty in the
precise m icroscopic m odel, while the superconductivity
energy scale is exponentially sensitive to the m icroscopic
values and to num erical constants in the theory. The
t= 3J resultsm ake the dem onstration ofprinciple m ore
dram atic. A sin ilar, but weaker, e ect isseen fort= 5J

Theoptinal in unitsofJ is shown asa function of
doping in Fig.\l3. Forweak J, the optinal  is given by
a BC S-like ormula (see Appendix A for details)

t e Ct esr=Jesr (15)
with som e num erical constant ¢ = c(x) and t& = ot
Je = gsJ. The e ective m obility of charges increases
w ith doping te xt, and this leads to the observed very
quick drog of

F Jgu]:e.12 also show stw o otherphysicalm easuresofthe
strength of superconductivity. One isthemean eld T
de ned here as the transition tem perature for the nite
tem perature optim ization of the mean eld Ham iltonian
Hnpe.

T he otherm easure is obtained by considering the con—
densation energy of the superconducting state. This is
de ned as the energy gain in the optim al superconduct—
ing state relative to the Fem i liquid state ( = 0). For
anall , the condensation energy is expected to scale as
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FIG .12: Renom alized m ean eld resuls for the d+ id super—
conducting state fort= 3J. W e show themean eld T, the
optin al , and the square root of the condensation energy
E cona - The energy scale is the bare J; note the logarithm ic
scale for the energy.

E cond 2=t, ; to com pare w ith
nstead CE condJ)lz2 .

From F jg.:_iz_i, these m easures all traileach other. The

gurehasbeen som ew hat arbitrarily cuto  at10® J. For
J 20m &V, any T. or below this scale would not be
observed In the experin ents. N ote the precipious drop
In the strength of superconductivity forx & 020. T here
is sin ply no hope for it surviving to the experim entally
observed x = 0:35 in this setting.

W e rem ark here that a direct VM C study must see
the condensation energy to establish the ground state

. Since E cong Is extrem ely sm all, such studies becom e
In practical. This is where the renom alized mean eld
procedure becom es very useful.

n Fig.l2d, we plot

Let usnow retum to the tJV m odelw ith strong near—
est neighbor repulsion. W e think roughly as follow s. The
dom inant t and V parts can be satis ed as above by the
appropriate Jastrow weighting ofchargecon gurationsin
our trialw avefiinctions. A sdiscussed earlier, thee ectof
the Jastrow factor can be conveniently described by the
corresponding renom alizationsofthe hopping am plitude
e (Eq.-rj and Fig. :_'q’) and the H eisenberg exchange gy .
T he latter is approxin ated by

h @y 1) @
[ @ =29

i

95 = ; (16)

and isplotted in Fig. 13 (cf. discussion Hlow ing Eq.i).
A s Jong as the charge distrbution rem ainsunifom , these
renom alizations capture the main e ect of the nearest
neighbor correlations built in by the Jastrow factor.
Thus, for each dopihg lvel x and the Jastrow sup-—
pression strength W , we can estin ate the correspond-
ng te ;Je , and then the optinal . The latter is our
m an measure of the superconductivity strength and is
shown in Fjg.:_l-é_l. TheW = 0 lne is the same as in

11
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FIG . 13: Jastrow G utzw iller renom alization factor for the

H eisenberg exchanlqe' asa ﬁ,mcthn_of go_pjng for a num ber of

xed W (cfFigs.B,4). In the 3 3 phase (data points

below the thick dark line), the exhibited g; is averaged over
allbonds.

Fig. :_1-2_;, while the W = 8 corresponds essentially to the
m Inin um -nearest-neighbor progction. Again, the dark
thick line corresponds to the phase boundary of the Jas—
Uprw_ejggt_. Forx > 027 allpoints above this line have
the 3 3 charge order. T hese are obtained by using
the corresponding form alrenom alization factors and the
above prescription, even though this violates the initial
m otivation com ing from a uniform renomm alized liquid
picture. A s emphasized earlier, the precise energetics
In this regin e lkely requires a m ore careful treatm ent.
H owever, iggexpect that even such sin plistic analysis in
the 3 3 regin e gives a reasonable rst guidance on
how the rolk of the kinetic energy can be suppressed by
possbl charge ordering in the system .

O urtentative conclusion from F Jg:_fl_j isthat ort= 3J
the considered nearest neighbor Jastrow renom alizations
that leave the underlying liquid wavefunction in the pure
Ferm iliquid state are borderline su cient to explain the
superconductivity near x = 1=3. One should of course
Judge this critically because ofthe exponential sensitivity
to the actual value of the ratio t. =J. , Eq. C_@) The
trend for increasing t=J can be seen by com paringt= 3J
Fig.l4 and t= 57 Fig.l5.

W e speculate that N Na,CoO, 1:3HO the actualsi—
uation is qualitatively close to the curve with W = 3 in
Fig 14, which near x = 1=3 roughly corresponds to the
critical strongly correlated liquid of the nearest neighbor
Jastrow weight (cf. Fjgs.:_z,rg) . This curve m ay lie inside
the liquid phase for Ionger ranged Jastrow weight. An-—
other possibility is that only short range charge order is
developed for intermm ediate coupling. O ne thing should
be clear from Figs. 14,5: there can indeed be signif-
icant enhancem ent| one to two orders of m agnitude|
In the superconductivity scale due to the kinetic energy
suppression in the charge-correlated liquid. Because the
charge system ism ost responsive near the com m ensurate
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FIG. 14: Renom alized mean eld for the Jastrow -weighted
d+ id superconducting state fort= 3J (cf.Fig.12). W e show

the selfconsistent as the m easure of the superconductiv—
ity strength (T. plots look very sin ilar). The dark thick line
corresponds to the phase boundary of the Jastrow weight (cf.

Figs. 2 E A3) | themaxinum enhancem ent of the supercon-
ductivity whﬂe rem aining in the uniform phase.
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FIG .15: This is the sam e as F ig. 14, but Hrt= 5J.

= 1=3, this enhancam ent m ay be strongest near this
doping, which m ay explain the experin entally suggested:?
superconducting \dom e" around x = 1=3. However, we
note that even forw = 3, in Fjg.:_lé_}I shows only a
shallow m aximum near x = 1=3. A possble explanation
of the experim ent is that x signi cantly less than 1=3 is
not achievable due to chem ical reasons and superconduc—
tivity issin ply cuto . Again, the In portantm essagewe
draw from Fig. :L4 is the possbility of pushing T, up to
an observable levelnear x = 1=3.

Finally, if we continue the theory into the Jastrow

3 3 charge order regin ¢, the T, enhancem ent m ay
be even stronger. T his is not surprising, since the charge
m obility is suppressed even further in this case. Thus,
our earlier analysis tells us that for x > 1=3 we are es—
sentially doping a nearly half- lled honeycomb lattice.
T his picture also suggests som e possibilities of treating
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the 3 3 jin e m ore carefully, sim ilar to our dis-
cussion In Sec.W!. For exampl, for x > 1=3, we can
view the ferm ions as restricted prim arily to the honey—
com b lattice. On the other hand, the d + id state wins
the energetics in the original uniform triangular lattice
mean eld and needs to be reexam ned in the present
context. The above renom alized mean eld procedure
roughly corresponds to restricting the d+ id ansatz onto
the honeycom b lattice. O f course, one should also con—
sider other possible RVB superconductor states on the
honeycom b Jattice and decide which one is optin alener—
getically. M ore generally, onem ay want to consider trian—
gular lattice superconducting ansatz vbji';h bpoken transla-
tional sym m etry pattemed after the 3 3 state.W e
are not pursuing such studies here, since i is in portant
to rstestablish whether the charge ordering occursatall
In the m aterdal. If this indeed happens, the above rough
considerations can give us som e Iniial idea about the
scale of the superconducting nstabilities in such state.

VII. CONCLUSIONS.CONNECTION W ITH

EXPERIM ENTS.

W e conclude by stating som e consequences of the dis—
cussed e ects of charge frustration.

1) & will clearly be interesting to look for signs of
charge order near x = 1=3 and 2=3 using X ray or neu-—
tron scattering. T he conductivity is m etallic and in the
case of x = 1=3 reaches 50e?=h at low tem peraturesi
T his suggests that long-range charge ordering is unlkely,
but there m ay be a tendency for short-range ordering.

2) T here can be strong suppression ofthee ective hop-
pihg am plitude due to nearest neighbor repulsion while
rem aining in the Fem 1liquid state. Themean eld hop-
ping am plitude 5 = is given by Eq. I;L@l) and has
contrbutions proportionalto gt and g;J . Note that In
addition to the suppression ofg: F ig. 3), gy is also sup—
pressed Fig.;13), especially orx > 05.

T his suppression leadsto low ferm ion degeneracy tem —
perature. The properties of such Fem i liquid system
wih g T are rather unusual from the perspective of
the fam iliar metals wih ¢ T (the Fem i energy is
m easured from the bottom of the band, and is roughly

F ' ).

a) In particular, the them opower is large and satu-—

rates to the value

kg 2
Q= —=—h a7
qT q
at large tem perature. N ote the \classical" scale ks =®j=
862 V/K,whih is in fact cbserved in Na,Co0, S
T he fulltem perature dependence orx = 0:70 isshown in
Fjg.gé. Here and below , we use sin ple-m inded transport
theory summ arized in A ppendix E: Fom Fjg.:_l-g, the
them opow er reaches one half of the m axin al value for
T & .
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FIG. 16: Sinplem inded transport theory for nondegener—
ate spin-1/2 Femm i gas on the triangular lattice. The ther-
m opower is plotted in \classical" units of kg =$7j while the
units for the Hall coe cient contain the three-din ensional
volum e per C o atom

b) The Hall coe cient for the triangular lattice band
structure has an unusual non-saturating increase w ith
the tem perature or T & r as cbserved experin entally
In Ref. :_L-C_)' T he 1m iting high tem perature behavior is

kg T
Ry = —— ;
a @ ) te

18)

where is the three-dim ensional volum e per Co. The
fall tem perature dependence is shown in F ig.116; the high

tem perature trend sets in for T 1to 2% . Possbility

ofthisunusualbehaviorwaspredicted in R ef.:_igi from the

high tem perature expansion for the tJ m odel (the doping

dependence ofthe proportionality coe cient is som ew hat
di erent here). W e ram ark that this unusualbehavior is
the consequence of the trangular lattice band structure

only, and its origin can be traced to the presence ofthree—
site hopping loopsasdetailed in A ppendix 5: . Correlation

e ects per se are needed only to reduce £ below the

experin ental tem peratures.

c) Pauli susceptibility perCo site for T & ¢ becomes

19)

N ote that this has a Cure-lke behavior, but is som e—
what sm aller| by a factor of 1 =2| from the case of
com plktely free soins.

3) The kinetic energy renom alizations are strongest
(bor xed repulsion strength) near the comm ensurate
x = 1=3;2=3, and weakest near x = 1=2. This is be-
cause the system nds i easiest to order, even if only
locally, near the comm ensurate 1lling, whilke away from
com m ensuration m uch of the nearest neighbor repulsion
energy cannot be avoided in any case.

Charge frustration m ay also be relkvant or the ex—
perin ental \charging" curve of Ref. g The observed
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plateaus at x = 1=3; 2=3 rem ind one of the m agneti-
zation plateaus In the frustrated triangular lattice Ising
m odel (related to the lattice gas w ith nearest neighbor
repulsion asm entioned in Sec. IQ)I. N ote that the b.and—
w idth observed by heat capaciy®® and by ARPESL) is
proportional to  and has contrbutions from both gt
and g;J (see Eqg. :_l-Z_i) . On the other hand, electrom ag—
netic response couples only to t so that the D rude weight
observable from Infrared re ectivity and the super uid
density (Observable via the London penetration depth in
the case of superconductors) are directly proportionalto
g:. These will provide a m ore sensitive test of the pre—
dicted dip In g near x = 1=3 and x = 2=3 as shown in
FJg:j Forexam ple, i w illbe interesting to com pare the
D rude weight for x = 1=3 and x = 05 sam pls.

4) The spin physics near x = 2=3 is expected to be
highly degenerate and com plicated, and w illm anifest it—
self below the energy scale te . In particular, the above
transport picturesw illlikely bem odi ed below thisscale.

5) Near x = 1=3, whether the system prefers uniform
or charge-ordered state, the correlated liquid can have
further RVB superconducting instabilities. T he suppres—
sion of the charge m obility serves to enhance and m ay
even resurrect the superconductivity under a small su-
perconducting dom e around x = 1=3. Experin ents! ob—
serve the disappearance of the superconductivity below
x = 026. However, the strongest RVB superconductivity
is expected at m uch lower doping, and the search should
be pursued m ore vigorously towards x = 0, if that is
chem ically possible.
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APPENDIX A:DETAILS OF EQ . (1)

Eqg. C_1-§') can be understE)od by exam ining the self-
consistency conditionsEq. d_lg) . Specializing orthe d+ id
ansatz, we have

Lo 3% 1 faak)
= P — :

8 N e . ]f+ ]2(

1 1

fa+ 1a k) 2cosk 1e cosk e Eoosk £ Eoosk
HereN 1+ isthe num ber of Jattice sites; y = w ith
k= 2 (cosk e+ cosk e+ cosk 8.
For weak superconductivity Je . te , ©lowing

a BC S-like analysis, we obtain the follow ing approxin ate



Triangular lattice: ingradients for /A(0), T,
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FIG.17: D ensity of states per site ¢ (E ) and the Integrated
DOSN () forthetrangular Jattice band structure (unithop-
ping am plitude, no spin) . W e also show the data for the aver—
age d+ id wave factor f4, iq at the corresponding energy cut;
we plot 05f4+ 319 to t Into the sam e vertical scale. To ob—
tain the values corresponding to the particular doping x, we

rst locate E such thatN E) = (1 x)=2. In this m anner,
we obtain c(x) = 4=@3 ofa+ 1a) plotted for the relevant range
0< x< 04 in the inset.

formula

4
3 o ®)far 1a &) Je

=A exp A1)

A is an orxder one num erical constant, g (x) is the trian—
gular lattice hopping density of states per site (ot in-—
cluding soin) at the Fem ienergy corresponding to dop—
ng x, and fg; ig is the d + id wave factor averaged over
the Fem i surface. The scale in front of the exponen—
tial corresponds to the energy cuto being roughly the
Fem ienergy, since the pairing is over the fullFem ivol-
ume. For anall J. we see from Eq. 612) that can
be replaced by t. i (1), yielding Eq. (15). Sin ilar
expression is obtained for the m ean e]d T.

T he necessary data isshown in F ig. .17 The coe cient

c(x) depends rather weakly on x, and the main e ect
on the and T, is from the doping dependence of t
T he above approxin ate form ula agrees fairly well w ith
the actualm ean eld calculations perform ed in the m ain
text.

APPENDIX B:TRANSPORT FOR T .

In this appendix, we sum m arize the sin ple Ferm iliquid
t:cansport theory that was used to obtain Fig. '16: and
Eqgs.]3.8. Them ain ©m ulae can be Hund i standard
texts232,

a) T he themm opower is given by

L
0= ®1)

XX
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The kinetic coe cientsare given by the integrals overthe
B rillouin zone

&k Qf &)
iz = a3 T = )y (k)?;
2 &k @
xx qz F — v k)vx k) :
Here, £( ) = 1= + 1) is the Fem i distrdbution.

W e cite the m ore fam iliar three-din ensional expressions.
W hen applying toNa,C o0, ,we specialize to the layered
triangular lattice by assum ing no dispersion In the 2 di-
rection. The full tem perature dependence for x = 0:70
is shown in Fig.i6, and the lin iting high-tem perature
behavior is given in Eq. {17)

b) Inweakm agnetic elds !,
is given by

1,theHallcoe cient

RH:

B2)

xxr yy arethe static zero eld conductivities given ear-
lier, while

Z
g dk Qf
@

c 4 3

Ve K)M gy v k) Movy ()]

B3)

@2
@k @k

In the last equation, M 1 k) =

m ass tensor.

The high tem perature behavior for the layered trian—
gular lattice is given by Eq. {18). The origin of this non—
saturating increase w ith tem perature lies in the presence
of triangular hopping loops. Indeed, consider the above
sam iclassicalexpression for y athigh tem perature, and
translate it from the m om entum space back to the real
space assum ing a generalhopping problem tgro on a Bra—
vais Jattice. T he result reads

is the inverse

g ef 2%
c @

titicboR1xR2y R1 Ry2);
R1R2

®4)

Here, et 2

G )=@4T),and also entersyy; yy; 18
the volum e of the unit cell. T he lattice hopping problem
is input through the realspace sum overpossblehopsout
of the origin: R 1 Roi, R2 Ro2 . For each triangk
speci ed by an unordered triple ofvertices 0;R; ;R ;, the
clockwise 0! 1! 2! 0 and anticlockwise 0 ! 2!
1! 0 contrbutionsaddto R1 Rz)?, ie. a quantity
ofde nite sign. The e ect is of course strongest for the
triangular lattice.
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