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W estudy thetopologicalorderin RVB statederived from G utzwillerprojection ofBCS-likem ean

� eld state.W e propose to constructthe topologicalexcitation on theprojected RVB state through

G utzwiller projection ofm ean � eld state with inserted Z2  ux tube. W e prove that allprojected

RVB statesderived from bipartitee� ectivetheories,no m atterthegaugestructurein them ean � eld

ansatz,are positive de� nitein thesense oftheM arshallsign rule,which providesa universalorigin

forthe absence oftopologicalorderin such RVB state.

PACS num bers:75.10.Jm ,75.50.Ee,75.40.M g

Itis widely believed that the strongly correlated sys-

tem sm ay exhibitexoticground statestructuresand sup-

port exotic excitations. The study ofvariationalwave

functions provide a unique way to uncoversuch exotic-

ness. In the two dim ensional quantum antiferrom ag-

net(2DQ AF),itis proposed thata featurelessquantum

spin liquid state called resonating valence bond(RVB)

state m ay be realized[1]. The RVB state is a coherent

superposition ofspin singletpairsand can be written as

jRVBi=
X

dim er covering

a(i1j1;:::;injn)

nY

k= 1

(ikjk); (1)

in which (ij) = 1p
2
(i " j # � i # j ") is a spin singlet

pair(valencebond)between siteiand j.Itisargued that

the RVB state m ay support fractionalized excitation of

spin 1

2
spinon[2,3].

A system aticwaytogeneratetheRVB stateisthrough

G utzwiller projection of BCS-like m ean � eld state[1].

Such kind ofprojected RVB statesare now widely used

in the variationalstudy ofundoped and doped quantum

antiferrom agnet[4,5,6,7]. An im portant issue on the

projected RVB state isto characterize itsstructure and

understand itsexcitation in physicalterm s.Thisissueis

addressed atthee� ectivetheory levelby W en who intro-

duced the notion ofquantum order[8]. However,an un-

derstandingatthewavefunction levelisstilllackand itis

unclearto whatextend istheprediction ofe� ectivethe-

ory applicableto projected wavefunctions.Fortunately,

theprojectivem ethod to generatethevariationalground

statealso providesa system aticway to generatethe low

energy excitations. A variationalwave function for low

energy excitation issim ply generated by G utzwillerpro-

jection of m ean � eld excited states[1]. Such a proce-

dure hasbeen followed by a num berofauthorsto study

quasiparticle excitations[6,9,10,11,12]and topologi-

calexcitations[13,14]on projected RVB wavefunctions.

In this paper,we use such a projective construction to

study thetopologicalexcitation and topologicalorderon

the projected RVB wavefunctions.

The conceptoftopologicalorderis the key notion to

describethestructureofa RVB stateand to understand

thefractionalization ofexcitation on it[3,16,18,19].The

topologicalordercan be de� ned asthe rigidity ofa sys-

tem againsttopologicalexcitation(dubbed vison)in the

bulk ofthe system . O n a m ultiply connected m anifold,

the topologicalorder m anifests itselfas the topological

degeneracy oftheground state,in which casetheground

statehasanum beroflocally sim ilarbutglobally distinct

partners that di� er by whether or not a vison threads

each holeofthe m anifold[8,13].

Theseideascan beillustrated by thesim pleexam pleof

quantum dim erm odel[3,16,17]. In the quantum dim er

m odel(Q DM ),the Hilbertspacefactorizesinto even and

odd topologicalsectorsby the num berofvalence bonds

thatintersecta cutline which startsatthe centerofvi-

son and endsattheboundary ofthesystem (orin� nity).

A vison can be generated sim ply by reversing the sign

oftheam plitudesofodd sectordim ercon� gurations[16].

Thevison de� ned in thisfashion behavesasa�  ux tube

for an unpaired spin. Thus the topologicalorder is in-

tim ately related to thecoherentm otion offractionalized

spin excitation in theRVB background.

At the G aussian level,the projected RVB states are

described by theslaveBoson e� ectivetheories[8,18,20].

According to the slave Boson e� ective theory,a system

with Z2 gauge structure in the m ean � eld ansatz has

topologicalorderand supportsfractionalized excitations,

while a Z2  ux tube playsthe roleofthe vison[19].

In their pioneering work,Ivanov and Senthilconjec-

tured thata Z2 gaugestructurein them ean � eld ansatz

is also essential for the corresponding projected RVB

state to show topologicalorder[13, 14, 15]. Based on

thephenom enologicalZ2 gaugetheoryoftheunderdoped

cuprates[19], they proposed that a vison can be con-
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structed by projecting BCS statecontaining a supercon-

ducting vortex. They � nd num erically thatRVB states

derived from certain e� ective theory with U (1) gauge

structure, m ore speci� cally, the nearest-neighboring d-

wave RVB state(NND state),doesnotexhibittopologi-

calorder.Thisistaken asevidence fortheirconjecture,

since the vison - vortex analog is illde� ned when the

pairing term isgauged away in a U (1)e� ective theory.

In thispaper,wetry to relatethe topologicalorderof

projected RVB stateto theirphasestructurein theIsing

basis. W e � nd the absence oftopologicalorder in the

NND-type RVB statescan be m orenaturally attributed

totheM arshallsign ruleofthewavefunction in theIsing

basis,ratherthan the U (1)gaugestructure in the m ean

� eld ansatz.

The M arshall sign rule is a well known property

ofthe antiferrom agnetic Heisenberg m odelon bipartite

lattice[22, 23]. According to the rule, the wave func-

tion ofthe ground state isrealin the Ising basisand its

sign is given by (� 1)N
even

# ,in which N even
# is the num -

ber of down spins in the even sublattice. In this pa-

per,weprovethatallRVB statesderived from bipartite

slave Boson m ean � eld states satisfy such a sign rule,

no m atterwhatisthe gauge structure ofthe m ean � eld

ansatz. Atthe sam e tim e,we show a vison can be con-

structed by projecting a m ean � eld statecontaining a Z2

 ux tube,ratherthan a superconducting vortex used by

Ivanov and Senthil. Com bining these two points allow

us to show that RVB states derived from allbipartite

m ean � eld states,such astheNND state,do notsupport

topologicalorder. Thusthe M arshallsign rule provides

an universalorigin for the absence oftopologicalorder

for RVB state de� ned on bipartite lattices[25],while a

G aussian levele� ectivetheory failsforsuch a state.

In the slave Boson theory of RVB states[8, 18, 20],

Ferm ionic slave particles fi� are introduced to repre-

sent the SU (2) spin variable as Si =
1

2

P

��
f
y

i���� fi�.

These slave particles are subjected to the constraint of
P

�
f
y

i�fi� = 1 to bea faithfulrepresentation ofthespin

algebra. Atthe saddle pointlevel,a RVB state isgiven

by a BCS-likem ean � eld ansatzforthe slaveparticles

H M F =
X

hiji

�

 
y

iUij j + H:c:

�

+
X

i

�i

�

f
y

i�fi� � 1

�

;

(2)

in which  i =

�
fi"

f
y

i#

�

. Here, Uij =

�
� ��ij � ij

� �
ij �ij

�

denote the m ean � eld RVB order param eters,while �i

arethe Lagrangian m ultipliersintroduced to enforcethe

m ean � eld constraint.The  uctuation ofthe RVB order

param eters are treated by e� ective gauge theories[18].

W hen the gauge sym m etry of the m ean � eld ansatz

is broken to Z2, the e� ective theory is a Z2 gauge

theory[18,19].Since the Z2 gauge uctuation isgapped

at the G aussian level,it is believed that a Z2 e� ective

theory describesa phasewith truly fractionalized excita-

tions.

The ground state ofthe m ean � eld Ham iltonian has

the form ofCooperpaircondensate[21],

j	 i= exp

0

@
X

ij

aij(f
y

i"
f
y

j#
� f

y

i#
f
y

j"
)

1

A j0i; (3)

in which aij is the wave function of a Cooper in real

space. The RVB state isgiven by G utzwillerprojection

ofthe m ean � eld ground state,

jRVBi= PG j	 i= PG

0

@
X

ij

aij(f
y

i"
f
y

j#
� f

y

i#
f
y

j"
)

1

A

N

2

j0i;

(4)

in which PG =
Q

i
(1� ni"ni#) and N is the num ber of

latticesite.

Thetopologicalordercan bechecked by exam ining on

a toursthe orthogonality ofthe RVB statesthatdi� ers

in thenum beroftrapped visonsin theholesofthetorus.

Here,we propose a m ore transparent way to construct

the vison wavefunction.In the e� ective theory context,

a vison is nothing but a Z2 gauge  ux tube. Hence,

weproposeto constructthevison wavefunction through

G utzwillerprojection ofm ean � eld statewith an inserted

Z2 gauge  ux tube. The only e� ect ofthe inserted Z2

 ux tube is to reverse the sign ofm ean � eld RVB or-

derparam eters�ij and � ij on bondsthatintersectthe

cut line de� ning the vison,which am ounts to changing

theboundary condition acrossthecutlinefrom periodic

to anti-periodic(or vice versa). In Ivanov and Senthil’s

work, the role of a trapped superconducting vortex is

also to change the boundary condition across the cut

line. Thus our construction is equivalent to theirs but

isapplicablein m oregeneralsituations.

Now we show thatthe absence oftopologicalorderin

theNND-typeRVB statecan beattributed theM arshall

sign rule. The NND theory belongsto the generalclass

ofU (1)bipartite e� ective theory,which containsa U (1)

gaugestructurein the m ean � eld ansatzand isbipartite

in the sense that �ij and � ij only connect sites in op-

posite sublattices. Below we show that the RVB states

derived from such theoriessatisfy theM arshallsign rule.

Since a U (1)bipartite theory isstillU (1)bipartite with

the insertion ofa Z2  ux tube,the RVB state with a

trapped vison also satisfy theM arshallsign ruleand will

notbe orthogonalto the RVB state with no trapped vi-

son in generalcase[25].ThusRVB statesin thisclassare

unlikely to exhibittopologicalorder.

Forconvenience’ssake,wework in thegaugewith only

hopping term ,

H M F =
X

hiji;�

�

�ijf
y

i�fj� + H:c:

�

: (5)
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The m ean � eld ground stateofHM F isgiven by

j	 i=
Y

�m < 0

f
y

m "
f
y

m #
j0i (6)

in which fym =
P

i
’m (i)f

y

i denotestheeigenstateofH M F

ofeigenvalue�m .Fora bipartiteHam iltonian,theeigen-

values appear in plus-m inus pairs. The corresponding

eigenfunctionsare

’m (i)= ’
e
m (i)+ ’

o
m (i)

’ �m (i)= ’
e
m (i)� ’

o
m (i);

in which ’em (i) and ’om (i) are the com ponents of the

eigenfunctions in the subspace ofeven and odd sublat-

tices. From the orthonorm ality of’m (i),it is easy to

show that’em (i)and ’
o
m (i)form com pleteand orthonor-

m albasisin theirrespectivesubspaces.Thus,theeigen-

vectors with �m < 0 su� ce to expand the subspaces of

each sublattices.Thisproperty ofthebipartiteHam ilto-

nian isthe key to establish the M arshallsign rulein the

projected RVB states.

In thebasisexpanded by
Q

k= 1;N
2

f
y

ik "
f
y

jk #
j0i,theam -

plitude ofthe aboveRVB state isgiven by the following

Slaterdeterm inant

 =

�
�
�
�
�
�
�

’1(i1) � � � ’1(iN
2

)

..

.
..
.

’ N

2

(i1) � � � ’ N

2

(iN
2

)

�
�
�
�
�
�
�

�
�
�
�
�
�
�

’1(j1) � � � ’1(jN

2

)

..

.
..
.

’ N

2

(j1) � � � ’ N

2

(jN

2

)

�
�
�
�
�
�
�

:

Forconvenience’ssake,wede� nea referencespin con� g-

uration in which allup(down)spinssitin the even(odd)

sublattice. The am plitude ofthis spin con� guration is

given by

 ref =

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

’e1(i1) � � � ’e
1(iN

2

)

..

.
..
.

’eN
2

(i1) � � � ’e
N

2

(iN
2

)

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

’o1(j1) � � � ’o
1(jN

2

)

..

.
..
.

’oN
2

(j1) � � � ’o
N

2

(jN

2

)

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

:

Since the row vector(’em (i1)� � � ’e
m (iN

2

))form com plete

and orthonorm albasisin thesubspaceofeven sublattice,

the colum n vector (’e1(i)� � � ’e
N

2

(i))T also form a com -

plete and orthonorm albasis. The sam e is true for the

odd sublattice.

Now consider a generalspin con� gurations. W ith no

lossofgenerality,we considerthe spin con� guration de-

rived from the referencecon� guration through exchange

ofthe � rst k up spins and the � rst k down spins. O ne

easilyveri� esthattheinnerproductoftheam plitudesfor

thesstwo con� gurations, �k ref,isgiven by the square

m odulusofa k-th orderdeterm inant

 
�
k ref = j

�
�
�
�
�
�
�

s(j1i1) � � � s(j1ik)

.

..
.
..

s(jki1) � � � s(jkik)

�
�
�
�
�
�
�

j2; (7)

in which s(jl;in) =
P

m = 1;N
2

’o�m (jl)’
e
m (in), in and jl

denote the coordinatesofthe exchanged k up spinsand

k down spins.

Thus,the am plitude ofthe RVB state derived from

Eq.(5)is positive de� nite up to a globalphase. Taking

into accountthe sign change due to Ferm ion exchange,

wearriveattheconclusion thattheprojected RVB states

derived from U (1)bipartitetheoriessatisfy theM arshall

sign ruleand thusarevery unlikely toexhibittopological

order. However,it is not clearwhether the U (1) gauge

structureorthebipartitenatureofthetheory isrespon-

sibleforthe absenceoftopologicalorder.To clarify this

point,weexam inethephasestructureofprojected RVB

statederived from an arbitrary bipartitee� ectivetheory.

Them ean � eld ansatzforan arbitrary bipartitetheory

isgiven by

H M F =
X

hiji;�

�

�ijf
y

i�fj� + H :C:

�

+
X

hiji

�

� ij(f
y

i"
f
y

j#
+ f

y

j"
f
y

i#
)+ H :C:

�

; (8)

in which �ij and � ij connect sites on di� erent sublat-

tices and are otherwise arbitrary(note other details of

the lattice,such asitsdim ension,spatialsym m etry and

topology,are allirrelevantforourdiscussion). The La-

grangian m ultipliers are set to zero since the theory is

particle-holesym m etric.To facilitatetheproof,wem ake

a particle-holetransform ation on down spins[4],

fi# �! �i~f
y

i#
; (9)

in which �i = 1 fori2 even sublattice and �i = � 1 for

i2 odd sublattice.The transform ed Ham iltonian reads

~H M F =
X

hiji

�

�ijf
y

i"
fj" + H :c:

�

+
X

hiji

�

�
�
ij
~f
y

i#
~fj# + H :c:

�

+
X

hiji

�

�j� ij(f
y

i"
~fj# � f

y

j"
~fi#)+ H :c:

�

: (10)

The eigenvector ofthis Ham iltonian is given by yn =
P

i
(un(i)f

y

i"
+ vn(i)

~f
y

i#
). Since the Ham iltonian is bi-

partite,itseigenvaluesappearin plus-m inuspairs. The

corresponding eigenvectorsaregiven by

�
un(i)

vn(i)

� even

�

�
un(i)

vn(i)

� odd

; (11)

in which

�
un(i)

vn(i)

� even

and

�
un(i)

vn(i)

� odd

aretheprojec-

tionsoftheeigenvectorsin theeven and odd sublattices.

Fora bipartiteHam iltonian,thesesublatticeprojections

form com plete and orthonorm albasisin theirrespective

subspaces. At the sam e tim e,since the system is spin
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rotationalsym m etric, the eigenvalues are two fold de-

generate. Speci� cally,if(um (i);vm (i))isan eigenvector

ofthe Ham iltonian,then (v�m (i);� u
�
m (i)) is a eigenvec-

torofthe Ham iltonian with the sam e eigenvalue. Thus,

the m ean � eld ground state ofthe Ham iltonian can be

written as

j	 i=
Y

�m < 0


y
m j
~0i=

N

2

0

Y

m = 1

�

um (i)f
y

i"
+ vm (i)

~f
y

i#

�

�

�

v
�
m (i)f

y

i"
� u

�
m (i)

~f
y

i#

��
�~0
�
; (12)

in which �m denotesthe eigenvalue,and
�
�~0
�
denotesthe

vacuum offi" and
~fi#. The prim e on the productindi-

catesthattheproductistaken overtheeigenvectorswith

negativeeigenvalues.

W e now project the wave function into the subspace

ofno doubleoccupancy.Athalf� lling,theup spinsand

the holesofthe down spinsshould occupy the sam e set

oflattice sites in the projected wave function. Thus a

generalspin con� guration can be expressed in the Fock

basis as
Q

m = 1;N
2

f
y

im "

Q

m = 1;N
2

~f
y

im #

�
�~0
�
. The am plitude

oftheprojected RVB stateforthiscon� guration isgiven

by the following Slaterdeterm inant

 =

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

u1(i1) � � � u1(iN
2

) v1(i1) � � � v1(iN
2

)

.

..
.
..

.

..
.
..

u N

2

(i1) � � � u N

2

(iN
2

) vN

2

(i1) � � � vN

2

(iN
2

)

v�1(i1) � � � v�
1(iN

2

) � u�1(i1) � � � � u�
1(iN

2

)

...
...

...
...

v�N
2

(i1) � � � v�
N

2

(iN
2

) � u�N
2

(i1) � � � � u�
N

2

(iN
2

)

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

:

(13)

Following essentially the sam e steps that we have de-

tailed in the U (1) case, one can show that the col-

um n vectors, (u1(ie)� � � u N

2

(ie);v
�
1(ie)� � � v�

N

2

(ie))
T and

(v1(ie)� � � vN

2

(ie);� u
�
1(ie)� � � � u�

N

2

(ie))
T for ie 2 even

sublattice,and (u1(io)� � � u N

2

(io);v
�
1(io)� � � v�

N

2

(io))
T and

(v1(io)� � � vN

2

(io);� u
�
1(io)� � � � u�

N

2

(io))
T for io 2 odd

sublattice, form com plete and orthonorm al basis in

their respective subspaces. From this orthogonality,

one can show that  �
k
 ref is still given by Eq.(7),

with the m atrix elem ent now given by s(jl;in) =
P

m = 1;N
2

(u�m (jl)um (in)+ v�m (jl)v
�
m (in)).Asbefore, ref

denotestheam plitudeofthereferencespin con� guration

with allup spins occupying the even sublattice and all

down spins occupying the odd sublattice,while  k de-

notesthe am plitude ofa generalspin con� guration with

k up spinsoccupyingtheodd sublattice.in and jldenote

thecoordinatesoftheexchanged k up spinsand k down

spins.

Thus,the am plitude ofthe RVB state derived from

Eq.(8) in the basis expanded by
Q

k= 1;N
2

f
y

ik "
~f
y

ik #

�
�~0
�
is

also positive de� nite up to a globalphase. It is easy

to check thatthe M arshallsign rule hasbeen builtinto

this basis. Thus projected RVB state derived from an

arbitrary bipartite e� ective theory satis� esthe M arshall

sign ruleand arevery unlikely to show topologicalorder,

no m atterthe gauge structure ofthe m ean � eld ansatz.

Sincethetopologicalorderisdirectly responsibleforthe

existenceoffractionalized excitations,ourresultalsoim -

pliesthattheM arshallsign ruleprovidesa universalori-

gin ofcon� ning forceforfractionalized excitationson bi-

partitelattice.

O urproofoftheM arshallsign rulem akesitclearthat

a Z2 gauge structure in the m ean � eld ansatz alone is

not su� cient for the derived RVB state to show topo-

logicalorder. To illustrate this point,we have checked

thetopologicalorderin theRVB statederived from a Z2

bipartite theory with the following m ean � eld ansatzon

squarelattice

Ui;i+ x = � �3 + �1;Ui;i+ y = � �3 � �1

Ui;i+ 3x = = � �3 + �2;Ui;i+ 3y = � �3 � �2; (14)

in which �1;�2 and �3 denote the three Paulim atrices.

In Figure1a,weplottheoverlap between thestatewith

periodic-antiperiodic boundary condition and that with

antiperiodic-periodicboundarycondition onatorus.The

resultshowsclearlytheabsenceoftopologicaldegeneracy

in such an RVB state.O n theotherhand,sincethede� -

nition ofvison isnow independentofthegaugestructure

ofthee� ectivetheory,neitherisa Z2 gaugestructurein

the m ean � eld ansatz necessary for the projected RVB

state to show topologicalorder.To illustrate thispoint,

we have checked the topologicaldegeneracy in the RVB

state derived from a U (1) nonbipartite theory with the

following m ean � eld ansatz

Ui;i+ x = � �3;Ui;i+ y = � (� 1)ix �3;

Ui;i+ x+ y = � 3(� 1)ix �3: (15)

This ansatz describes a U (1) RVB state on anisotropic

triangularlattice.The isotropicversion ofthisansatzis

found to be a good approxim ation for the ground state

ofthe Heisenberg m odelon triangular lattice[24]. The

overlap for this RVB state is shown in Figure 1b. The

resultindicatesthatthe RVB state derived from such a

U (1) theory exhibits topologicaldegeneracy. Thus the

gaugestructurein them ean � eld ansatzseem sto benot

a good tellerforexistenceofthetopologicalorderin the

projected RVB state.

In sum m ary,wehaveproposed a new way to construct

topologicalexcitation on projected RVB states.W e � nd

theM arshallsign ruleprovidesa universalorigin forthe

absenceoftopologicalorderforRVB statesderived from

bipartite e� ective theories. This indicates thata G aus-

sian levele� ective theory is insu� cient for RVB states

de� ned on bipartite lattices.
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FIG . 1: O verlaps between the RVB state with periodic-

antiperiodic boundary condition and the RVB state with

antiperiodic-periodic boundary condition on a torus ofsize

L.(a)Z2 bipartite case,(b)U (1)non-bipartite case.
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