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C uprates as doped U(1)spin liquids
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W e explore theoretically the notion thatthe underdoped cupratesm ay be viewed asdoped U (1)

spin liquid M ottinsulators.W epursuea conceptually clearversion ofthisidea thatnaturally incor-

poratesseveralaspectsofthephenom enology ofthecuprates.W earguethatthelow doping region

m ay be fruitfully discussed in term s ofthe universalphysics associated with a chem icalpotential

tuned M otttransition between a U (1)spin liquid insulatorand a d-wavesuperconductor.A precise

characterization ofthedecon� nem entin theU (1)spin liquid isprovided by theem ergenceofa con-

served gauge ux.Thisextraconservation law should hold atleastapproxim ately in theunderdoped

m aterials.Experim entsthatcould possibly detectthisconserved gauge  ux are proposed.

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

Superconductivity in the cuprate m aterials occurs

upon doping M ottinsulators.Theevolution ofthephys-

icalproperties from the insulator to the superconduc-

tor as a function ofdoping has been extensively stud-

ied in the last severalyears. M any experim ents have

clearly established the relevance ofthe proxim ity to the

M ottstate atzero doping forunderstanding phenom ena

at�nite doping where superconductivity appearsatlow

tem perature1.

There is considerable theoreticaldebate however on

the precise nature of the connection between the un-

doped M ottstateand thedoped superconductor.Exper-

im entally itiswellestablished thatthe M ottinsulating

state at zero doping develops long ranged Neelantifer-

rom agnetism . Upon doping the m agnetism disappears

ratherrapidly and soon thereafterisreplaced by the su-

perconducting ground state. The \norm al" state above

the superconducting transition tem perature is m etallic

and iscom m only referred to asthe pseudogap state. A

key observation isthatthe pseudogap state and the su-

perconductor that descends from it both rem em ber the

M ottness oftheir parent undoped m aterialbut do not

rem em ber its long ranged Neelorder. This observation

isencoded in the old suggestion2,3 thata usefulway to

think abouttheunderdoped region isto �rstunderstand

the nature ofthe possible non-m agnetic M ott states at

zero doping - obtained for instance by increasing frus-

tration in the interaction between the spins. The be-

haviourofthe doped system m ay then possibly befruit-

fully viewed as the result ofdoping this non-m agnetic

M ottstate. The idea isthatthe doping e�ectively frus-

tratestheNeelorderso thatthesystem ispushed across

the transition wherethe Neelorderislost(seeFig.1).

In this paper we pursue a particular non-m agnetic

M ott state that is connected to the Neel state by a

second order transition. Furtherm ore doping this non-

m agnetic state leads to a d-wave superconductor with

nodalquasiparticleexcitations.Fortheseand otherrea-

sonsdiscussedbelow,theparticularpossibilityweexplore

istheoretically very appealing.W e show thatthisroute

to superconductivity leads to very unusual(and hence

possibly unique) physicale�ects that could possibly be

detected in experim ents.

Theparticularnon-m agneticstateweconsiderm ay be

dubbed a‘decon�ned’U (1)spin liquid on thetwodim en-

sionalsquarelattice.Thelow energy theory ofthisstate

consistsofnodallineardispersing Diracspinonsthatare

coupled to a non-com pactuctuating U (1) gauge �eld.

Such aspin liquid statehasplayed acentralrolein alarge

num berofpriortheoreticalpapersin the �eld4,5,6,7.Re-

cent developm ents8 have considerably clari�ed the con-

ceptualbasisofthisstateopeningthewaytotheperspec-

tiveused in thispaper.Indeed thepresentpaperm ay be

viewed asproviding a conceptually clearversion ofvari-

ousprevioustheoreticalideasthatallowsforpredictions

thatarepossibly testable.

W hat precisely is m eant by the notion that the un-

derdoped cuprates m ay be viewed as doped versions of

a non-m agneticM ottinsulator? To understand thisitis

instructive to considerthe phase diagram as a function

of the chem icalpotential rather than the hole doping

as shown in Fig. 2. Consider any non-m agnetic M ott

state that when doped leads to a d-wave superconduc-

tor. Asa function ofchem icalpotential,there willthen

be a zero tem perature phase transition where the holes

�rst enter the system . For concretenes we willsim ply

refer to this as the M ott transition -the corresponding

phase boundary is m arked in red in Fig 2. The associ-

ated quantum critical�xed pointwillcontrolthephysics

in a �nite non-zero range ofparam eters. The various

crossoversexpected nearsuch transitionsarewell-known

and are shown in Fig. 3 Su�ciently close to this zero

tem perature criticalpoint m any aspects ofthe physics

willbeuniversal.Theregim ein which such universalbe-

haviorisobserved willbelim ited by ‘cut-o�s’determ ined

by m icroscopicparam eters.In particularwem ay expect

thatthe cuto� scale isprovided by an energy ofa frac-

tion ofJ (the exchangeenergy forthe spinsin the M ott

insulator).W enotethatthiscorrespondstoareasonably

high tem perature scale.

Now consideran underdoped cupratem aterialat�xed

doping x.Upon increasing thetem peraturethiswillfol-

low a path in Fig.3 that is shown schem atically. The

propertiesofthesystem along thispath m ay beusefully

discussed in term softhevariouscrossoverregim esin Fig.

In particularitisclearthatthe‘norm al’stateabovethe
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FIG .1: Schem atic zero tem perature phase diagram showing

the route between the antiferrom agnetic M ott insulator and

thed-wave superconductor.The verticalaxisislabelled by a

param eterg which m ay betaken asa m easureofthefrustra-

tion in theinteraction between thespinsin theM ottinsulator.

AF represents the antiferom agnetically ordered state. SL is

a spin liquid insulator that could potentially be reached by

increasing thefrustration.Thepath taken by thecupratem a-

terialsasafunction ofdopingx isshown in athick dashed-dot

line.The question m arksrepresentregionswhere thephysics

isnotclearatpresent.D oping thespin liquid naturally leads

to thedSC state.Theidea behind thespin liquid approach is

to regard thesuperconducting system atnon-zero x asresult-

ing from doping the spin liquid though this is not the path

actually taken by the m aterial.

������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������

������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������
������������������

g

AF

Spin
liquid dSC

??

µ
FIG .2: Sam e as in Fig. 1 but as a function of chem ical

potentialratherthan hole doping.

superconducting transition is to be understood directly

asthe �nite tem perature ‘quantum critical’region asso-

ciated with the M otttransition.Em pirically thisregion

correspondstothepseudogap regim e.Thusourassertion

isthatthepseudogap regim eiscontrolled bytheunstable

zero tem perature�xed pointassociated with the (M ott)

transition to a M ottinsulator.

O nce we adopt this point ofview it is clear that the

T

µMott spin
liquid

dSc

‘‘QC’’ FS

FIG .3:Schem atic phase diagram fora doping induced M ott

transition between a spin liquid insulatorand a d-wavesuper-

conductor. The bold dot-dashed line is the path taken by a

system athole density x thathasa superconducting ground

state.Theregion m arked FS representsthe uctuation regim e

ofthe superconducting transition. The region m arked Q C is

the quantum criticalregion associated with the M ottcritical

point. Thisregion m ay be identi� ed with the high tem pera-

ture pseudogap phase in the experim ents.

M ott transition (which controls the pseudogap regim e)

need not be to the antiferrom agnetic M ott state real-

ized in the parentm aterials.Indeed the physicalsystem

takesapath through a com plicated region which m ay in-

volve charge ordering orstripe phaseswhose relation to

otherregionsofthephasediagram ispoor;y understood.

Ratherforthereasonsm entioned in previousparagraphs

itm akessense to explore M otttransitionsto insulators

thatarenon-m agnetic.In the bulk ofthispaperwewill

focuson theU (1)spin liquid insulatorand theM otttran-

sition from it to a superconductor induced by doping.

Laterweshow how m any aspectsoftheresulting theory

m ay stillsurvive provided only certain weaker assum p-

tionsaresatis�ed (seeSection VI).

II. M O T T IN SU LA T O R

W ebegin with a discussion oftheM ottinsulator.The

Neelstate is the ground state ofthe nearest neighbour

Heisenbergantiferrom agnet.Howeverasexplained above

we willbe interested in possible non-m agnetic ground

states that are proxim ate to the Neelstate. It is very

im portantto realizethatthere arevery few such known

candidate non-m agnetic ground states. Thus this theo-

reticalapproach to the cuprate problem isfairly tightly

constrained. O ne natural candidate is the dim erized

state described in Ref. 9. Studies ofthe doped dim er-

ized state have been pursued with som e phenem enolog-

icalsuccess10. Indeed a superconducting state with d-

wave sym m etry obtains upon doping. However such a

superconductoralso inheritsthe dim erorderofthe par-

ent M ott state. In particular it has a fullgap to spin



3

excitations (at leastat low doping)and breakstransla-

tion sym m etry.Em pirically howeverthere isstrong evi-

dence forthe presence ofsuch nodalquasiparticles,and

forthe presence oftranslation sym m etry in m ostofthe

m aterials studied. W e are thus naturally led to search

for translation invariantnon-m agnetic M ott states that

when doped willproduce a d-wave superconductorwith

nodalquasiparticles.

M ott insulators that preserve translation and other

lattice sym m etries are rather exotic beasts - the exci-

tation spectra ofallknown theoreticalexam plesarecon-

veniently described in term s of fractionalized spin-1=2

‘spinon’degreesoffreedom .Furtherin certain such ‘spin

liquid’states,itispossible forthe spinonsto have gap-

lessnodalpointswith lineardispersion.Such spin liquids

thereforeprovideidealstartingpointstodopetoproduce

translation invariantd-wavesuperconductorswith nodal

quasiparticles.

An im portantphysicalproperty ofsuch fractionalized

spin liquid M ott insulators is the em ergence of extra

topologicalstructure.Speci�cally spin liquid statespos-

sess extra topologicalconservation laws not present in

the m icroscopic m odels in which they arise. This con-

servation law is conveniently interpreted as the ux of

an em ergentgauge�eld.Di�erentclassesofspin liquids

m aybede�ned dependingon thenatureofthisconserved

gaugeux.

A sim pleexam pleofa spin liquid with nodalferm ionic

spinons is provided by a state where there is a con-

served Z2 gauge ux. Indeed an attractive theory of

the cuprates based on doping this state was developed

and advocated in Ref.11,12. O ne feature ofthis theory

is that in the superconducting state hc=e vortices tend

to have lower energy than than hc=2e vortices particu-

larly atlow doping. Thisisbecause in thisroute to su-

perconductivity a hc=2e vortex necessarily involves the

presence ofZ2 gauge ux in its core. There is an en-

ergy costto having the Z2 gauge ux which dom inates

in thelow dopinglim itand raisestheenergy ofthehc=2e

vortex.A crucialexperim entaltest12 ofsuch a theory is

to directly detectthe ‘vison’excitation thatcarriesthis

conserved Z2 ux,orindirectly to look forsignaturesof

stablehc=evortices13,14.Unfortunately,to date,allsuch

experim entshavebeen negative15,16.

Thisforcesusto re�neoursearch furtherand look for

spin liquid statesthatdo notpossessZ2 gaugestructure

(i.edo nothavevison excitations).An im m ediatecandi-

date forsuch a state issuggested by slaveparticle m ean

�eld theoriesofspin-1=2m odels.W ithin aferm ionicrep-

resentation ofthe spin,a popularm ean �eld state isthe

d-waveorstaggered ux state.Thisstateisconveniently

viewed asa d-wave paired state ofspinonsat1=2 �ling

with the following Ham iltonian:

H = �
X

< rr0>

�rr0(f
y
rfr0 + h:c)+ � rr0(fr"fr0# � ("! #)):

(2.1)

Here fr�,� = ";# is a two-com ponentferm ionic spinon

on the site r ofa two dim ensionalsquare lattice. The

hopping �rr0 is a realconstant, and the pairing � rr0

has d-wave structure: � rr0 = � 0 on horizontalbonds

and � rr0 = � � 0 on verticalbonds. Diagonalization of

them ean �eld Ham iltonian givesa low energy spectrum

with 4 nodalpointsnearwhich a lineardispersing Dirac

spectrum appears.

Aspointed outin Ref.17,thism ean �eld stateisequiv-

alent under a unitary transform ation to the ‘staggered

ux’Ham iltonian:

H sf =
X

< rr0>

�
(i�rr0 + � rr0)f

y
rfr0 + h:c

�
(2.2)

Here wetake r to belong to one sublattice ofthe square

latticeso thatr0belongsto theoppositesublattice.This

describes ferm ionic spin-1=2 spinons on the square lat-

ticewith com plex hopping am plitudessuch thatthereis

a non-zero ux thatisstaggered from plaquette to pla-

quette.

Thecrucialquestion isthefateofthism ean �eld state

upon includinguctuations.Itiswell-known thattheim -

portantuctuationsinvolve coupling to a com pactU (1)

gauge �eld. The resulting Ham iltonian is conveniently

written in the ‘staggered ux’gauge and hasthe struc-

ture:

H = H f + H g (2.3)

H f =
X

rr0

(i�rr0 + � rr0)e
ia

rr
0f

y
rfr0 + h:c) (2.4)

H g = � K
X

P

cos(~r � ~a)+ u
X

< rr0>

e
2
rr0 (2.5)

Here arr0 2 [0;2�)isto be regarded the spatialcom po-

nentofa U (1)gauge�eld,and err0 isthe corresponding

electric �eld. Strictly speaking we m ust take the lim it

K ! 0;u ! 1 but relaxing this condition is not ex-

pected to crucially change the physics. The Ham ilto-

nian m ustbesupplem ented with a G ausslaw constraint
~r :~e+ fyrfr = 1 on every lattice site.

Specializing to the low energy lim it, this theory

m ay form ally be viewed as a theory ofm assless Dirac

ferm ionscoupled to a com pactU (1)gauge�eld.Hereas

usualcom pactness m eans that point-like instantons or

m onopolesareallowed in thecon�gurationsofthegauge

�eld in space-tim e. At each such m onopole event the

gaugeux changesby an integerm ultiple of2�.Recent

work8 has resolved a long-standing controversy on the

low energy behavioroftheoriesofthistype,and shown

thatwhen the num berN ofDirac speciesislarge,there

isa stable‘decon�ned’phasewheretheinstanton fugac-

ity renorm alizesto zero atlong distancesand low ener-

gies.(Thecaseofdirectphysicalinterestcorrespondsto

N = 4).A continuum �eld theory thatdescribesthislow

energy �xed pointissim ply given by the action:

Sfer =

Z

d
2
xd��	 �

�(@� + ia�)	 � +
N

2e2g
(����@�a�)

2.

(2.6)
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where	 j,j= 1;::::;4 representthefourspeciesofDirac

ferm ion appropriateforeach ofthe two distinctnodes.

A precise characterization ofthe decon�nem ent8,18 in

this phase is obtained by noting that the absence of

instantons at low energies im plies that the gauge ux

b= @xay � @yax isconserved.Thiscorrespondsto an ex-

tra globaltopologicalU (1)sym m etry atthe low energy

�xed pointthatisabsentin the m icroscopicspin m odel.

The analysis ofRef. 8 shows that stable U (1) spin

liquidscould existin d = 2 atleastforlarge enough N .

W hether this stability extends down to the physically

relevant case of SU (2) spins is not known at present.

Thiscorrespondsto the case N = 4.Howeverthe large-

N analysis shows that as a m atter ofprinciple there is

no reason to dism iss the possibility ofsuch stable U (1)

spin liquids for SU (2) spins. For m ost of the present

paperwewillsim ply assum ethatthisistrue,and explore

itsconsequences.Howeverdetailed num ericalcalculation

to settle thisissue willcertainly be usefuland welcom e.

Towards the end ofthe paper (in Section VI) we will

exploretheoppositepossibility -thatthestability ofthe

U (1) spin liquids does not extend to SU (2) spins. W e

show how even in thatcase itm ay be possible to retain

the key aspects of the theory provided certain weaker

assum ptionsaresatis�ed.

Thisd-wavepaired U (1)spin liquid stateisconnected

toaconventionalNeelstateatorderingvector(�;�)by a

second ordertransition.Thistransition willbediscussed

elsewhere and is an exam ple ofa decon�ned quantum

criticalpoint18,19.In particulartherewillbetwo diverg-

ing length scaleson theordered side-onecharacterizing

the crossover from criticalto Neelordered spin corre-

lations,and a di�erent longer one associated with the

con�nem entofspinons.

A schem aticphasediagram depictingtheNeeland spin

liquid phases at zero doping is shown in Fig. 1. Now

consider doping the M ott insulator. As in m any previ-

ousworks,weassum ethatthe doping m ovesthe system

acrossthe phase boundary where the m agnetism islost.

W e m ay then fruitfully view the doped non-m agnetic

stateasthe resultofdoping the U (1)spin liquid.

III. D O P ED U (1) SP IN LIQ U ID S

W hat then happens to the U (1) spin liquid when it

is doped? O ne answer to this question is suggested by

the slave particle m ean �eld theory developed in Ref. 5

which also provides usefulm athem aticalform alism . A

d-wavesuperconductorwith gaplessnodalquasiparticles

is obtained. To understand this it is �rst usefulto ask

about the nature ofthe electric charge carrying excita-

tions in this doped U (1) spin liquid. Speaking loosely

in the presence offerm ionic spin-1=2 electrically neutral

spinons,the charge ofthe doped holesm ay be expected

tobeassociated with spin-0,charge-ebosonswhich carry

gaugecharge.Thisisroughly correct-m oreprecisecon-

sideration showsthattherearetwospeciesofsuch bosons

which each carrygaugecharge� 1.Thesewillbedenoted

b1;b2.The presenceoftwo speciesofbosonswith gauge

charges� 1 (butelectric chargee and spin-0)isactually

com m on in situationsthatinvolvedoping U (1)fraction-

alized phases. For instance,in three dim ensionalfrac-

tionalized boson insulatorswith a decon�ned U (1)gauge

�eld such asthatconsidered in Ref.20,twoboson species

appearquitenaturally.Notethata com positeofthetwo

bosons is gauge invariant,has charge 2e,and is a spin

singlet. Hence itm ay be identi�ed with a Cooperpair.

Thusthetwo bosonsm ay each beidenti�ed asbeing one

halfofa Cooperpair.

Now consider condensing each of the two species of

bosons with the sam e am plitude < b1 > = < b2 > 6= 0.

Clearly this state breaks the physical electrom agnetic

U (1)sym m etry,and hence is superconducting. Further

once the bosonscondense the spinonsgetendowed with

electriccharge-thestructureofthespinon Ham iltonian

im posesd-wavesym m etry on thissuperconductingstate.

In particularthelow energynodalspinonssim plybecom e

the nodal quasiparticles of the superconducting state.

This condensate with < b1 > = < b2 > 6= 0 is actually

energetically favored in slaveparticlem ean �eld calcula-

tionson the t� J m odelatlow tem perature in the low

doping range.

As discussed in the introduction it is instructive to

considerthe phase diagram notasa function ofdoping

x butasa function ofthechem icalpotential.Thephase

diagram then looks as shown in Fig.3. As the chem i-

calpotentialisincreased,thereisa M otttransition from

the U (1) spin liquid insulator to the d-wave supercon-

ductor. The corresponding (unstable)zero tem perature

�xed point controls m any aspects ofthe physics in the

underdoped side.In particularitdeterm inesthe univer-

salaspects ofthe phsyics ofthe pseudogap regim e and

its eventuallow tem perature transition into the super-

conducting state.

W hat is the theory that describes this M ott transi-

tion? To understand thiswe �rstnote thatin the insu-

lating state,the two bosonsb1;2 are gapped. Increasing

chem icalpotentialdecreasesthisgap.The gap closesat

the M ott transition beyond which superconductivity is

achieved when both boson speciescondense (with equal

am plitude).A continuum theory fortheM otttransition

thatdescribesthiscondensation isreadily written down.

Ittakesthe form

S = Sfer + Sb1 + Sb2 (3.1)

Sb1 =

Z

�;x

b
�
1

 

@� � iao � � �
(~r � i~a)2

2m b

!

b1 (3.2)

Sb2 =

Z

�;x

b
�
2

 

@� + iao � � �
(~r + i~a)2

2m b

!

b2 (3.3)

The changein the sign ofthe term sinvolving the gauge

potential(a0;~a)reectsthe opposite gauge chargescar-

ried by b1 and b2.Thephysicalholedensity issim ply the

totalboson density given by b�1b1 + b�2b2,and thus cou-
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ples linearly to the chem icalpotential�. The ferm ion

part Sfer is given in Eqn. 2.6 above. The transition

occurs when � = 0. As discussed in the introduction a

m aterialat�xed doping x willtake a path such asthat

shown in Fig.3 in thisphase diagram .

In writing down this continuum theory we have as-

sum ed thatthe instantonsare irrelevantnotjustatthe

U (1)spin liquid �xed pointbutalso atthe critical�xed

point describing the M otttransition. This is quite rea-

sonable. The presence ofextra gapless m atter �elds is

only expected to drive the instantons m ore irrelevant.

W ith thisassum ption theconservation ofgaugeux con-

tinuesto hold rightatthiscritical�xed point.

In Ref. 5, a slave-particle representation with a

ferm ionic charge-0 spin-1=2 spinon and two species of

bosonic charge e spin-0 holons was introduced for the

t-J m odel.Clearly thisrepresentation isideally suited to

discuss the zero doping U (1) spin liquid and the corre-

sponding doped system .In particulartheslaveparticles

are ‘decon�ned’in the U (1) spin liquid and the associ-

ated M ottcriticalpointto the doped superconductorin

the sense that instantons in the associated U (1) gauge

�eld areirrelevant.Asem phasized abovethisleadsto an

extra globaltopologicalsym m etry associated with con-

servation ofgauge ux. T his conserved gauge ux

gives precise m eaning to the notion ofdecon�ne-

m entand justi�esthe use ofthe slave particles as

the usefuldegrees offreedom . Indeed the consider-

ationsofthepreviousparagraphsgivesharp m eaning to

the theory oftheunderdoped cupratesdeveloped on the

basisofthisslaveparticlerepresentation.

IV . M EA N IN G O F G A U G E FLU X

As the conserved gauge ux plays a crucialrole in

this theory it is interesting to ask what its m eaning is

and ifits presence can directly be detected in the non-

superconducting statejustaboveTc in underdoped sam -

ples. In the following we describe som e physicale�ects

thatshould obtain ifsuch a decon�ned U (1)gauge�eld

indeed exists.Thekey isto exploittheunusualstructure

ofthe hc=2e vortex thatobtainsin the superconducting

state. The unusualnature ofthe vortex stem sfrom the

fact thatthe superconducting state is obtained by con-

densing separately the two charge-e bosonsb1;2. Never-

thelessthe superconducting state issm oothly connected

to a regularBCS d-wave superconductor. Thus,despite

thecondensation ofcharge-ebosons,thesuperconductor

m ustsupporthc=2evortices.Such vortex solutionswere

described by Lee and W en21. A sim ple construction in

factgivestwo apparently distincthc=2evortices-in one

there is a full2� vortex in b1 but not in b2 and in the

otherthere isa 2� vortex in b2 butnotin b1.Note that

the Cooper pair operator � b1b2 winds by 2� in either

case.To understand thesevortex solutionsbetterand as

they willprove im portantfor whatfollows,we consider

thefollowingsim pleenergyfunctionalwhich capturesthe

basicphysicsassociated with the vortices:

E =

Z

d
2
x
K

2

��
~r �1 � ~a� ~A

�2
+

�
~r �2 + ~a� ~A

�2
�

+ :::::

(4.1)

Here �1;2 are the phasesofb1;2 respectively. The �eld ~a

is the vector potentialofthe internalU (1) gauge �eld,

and ~A isthatofthe externalelectrom agnetc �eld. The

ellipsesrepresentvariousotherterm s(such asthe gauge

andexternal�eld kineticenergies,etc)thathavenotbeen

written out.Let�1;2 wind by 2�m 1;2 on going on a large

loop encircling a vortex (m 1;2 are integers). Then we

m usthave

2�m 1 = �a + �A (4.2)

2�m 2 = � �a + �A (4.3)

Here�a;A aretheuxesofthegauge�eldsa;A enclosed

by the loop. Fora hc=2e vortex we m usthave �A = �.

Thiswillhappen ifm 1+ m 2 = 1.Theinternalgaugeux

�a = �(m 1 � m 2)can then be any odd integralm ultiple

of�.In generaltherewilbe som e energy costto having

non-zero internalgauge ux so the lowest value ofthe

gaugeux isenergetically preferred.Thisstillleavesthe

two possibilities�a = � �.Thesecorrespond precisely to

the two vortices described above. Ref. 21 also pointed

outthatasthe am plitude ofonly one ofthe two bosons

willbesuppressed in thecoreofeithervortex,theregion

in the core looks like a condensate ofb1 but not b2 or

vice veras. Such condensatescan easily be seen to have

truestaggered ux orderwith physicalcurrentscirculat-

ing in a staggered m anner in the core. This staggered

currentpattern correspondsto abroken sym m etry phase

that apparently rears its head in the vortex core. The

sym m etry oftranslation by onelatticespacing isbroken

by thestaggering ofthecurrentpattern.Howeverasthe

core is�nite the sym m etry cannottruly be broken,and

therewillbea�nitetunnelingratebetween thetwokinds

ofcores.

Itisclearfrom thediscussion abovethatthetwokinds

ofcoresand theassociated staggerd patternscorrespond

to�a = � �.W eim m ediatelyseethatthetunnelingevent

between the two kindsofcoresm ustinvolvea changeof

2� in the ux ofthe internalgauge�eld.Such a 2� ux

changing eventisprecisely the instanton in the internal

gauge�eld.Thuswehavetherem arkably sim plepicture

ofthe instanton asjustthe tunneling eventbetween the

twokindsofstaggered ux coresforhc=2evorticesin the

superconducting state.

Notethatbyassum ption thesuperconductingstatede-

scends from a ‘norm al’state with decon�nem ent where

the instantonsare irrelevantatlong scales. Howeverin

thesuperconducting statetheinternalgaugeux associ-

ated with the vortex is con�ned to a ux tube of�nite

size. The �nite size of the ux tube im plies that in-

stantons can no longer necessarily be ignored. Indeed

instantons willalso render unstable vortices that have

�a = � 3�;� 5�;:::::so thatthereisin principlea unique

hc=2e vortex.
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These vortices will presum ably start developing in-

tegrity in the uctuation region (see Fig.3) above the

superconducting transition.Form aterialswith sm allTc
(i.eclosetotheM ottcriticalpointin Fig.),theinstanton

ratewillbesm all(com pared to electronicenergy scales).

Consequently even in the uctuation region the vortex

coreswillhavestaggered ux orderthatuctuatesslowly

atthisrate.Itisnaturalto identify thisregion with the

one observed to have an enhanced Nernst e�ect in the

experim ents22.

Theconsiderationson vorticesaboveenableusto pro-

vide som e m eaning to the gauge ux once there is rea-

sonably well-developed localsuperconducting order (i.e

in theuctuation region orbelow).In thisregion,a use-

fuldescription isprovided by a ‘sigm a-m odel’approach

which focusesexclusively on the uctuating classicalor-

derparam eters.Indeed such a description wasobtained

in Ref.23.Herewewilltakea slightly di�erentperspec-

tivethatwillbring outsom ekey physicalaspects.

Theuctuationsofthesuperconductingorderparam e-

terb
y

1b
y

2 areclearlyim portantin thisregion.Asdiscussed

abovethevorticesin thisorderparam eterwillstarthav-

ing integrity in thisregion.Since aswe haveseen above

the vorticeshave slowly uctuating staggered ux order

in theircoresitwillbenecessary to also includean order

param eter for the staggered ux uctuations. Clearly

thisisjustsim ply given by nz � jb1j
2 � jb2j

2.Note that

both theseorderparam eters(superconducting and stag-

gered ux) have sim ple descriptions as bilinears in the

underlying bosons.

Itistem ptingtocom binetheseorderparam etersintoa

singlethree-com ponentvector~n with n+ being thepair-

ing order param eter and nz the staggered ux one. In

the regim ewherethere iswell-developed localorderone

m ight im agine that this vector has well-de�ned m agni-

tude but there are uctuations in its direction. A de-

scription in term sofa uctuating unitvector�eld which

represents the localordering direction m ay then possi-

bly be appropriate. The energy functionalforthis unit

vector�eld willpresum ably have easy plane anisotropy

which favorsthe superconducting order.

Despite the appealof such a description it actually

hidesa very im portantpieceofphysics,and henceisnot

thefullstory.Thepointisthatin theoriginaldescription

in term s ofthe boson �elds b1;2,there is an extra con-

served quantity -nam ely the gauge ux -which should

be included in the long wavelength physics. This extra

conservation arisesdueto theassum ed irrelevanceofin-

stantonsat the M ott critical�xed point. (O fcourse at

�nite tem peraturesclose to butnotquite atthe critical

pointtheinstanton fugacitywillbesm alland hencestrict

conservation ofgaugeux willnotobtain -neverthelessit

isnecessary to includeitto m eaningfully discussphysics

in the region im pacted by the proxim ity to this critical

point).

W hatisthisconserved ux in term softheunitvector

�eld n̂? The answerto thisiswell-known:itisthe den-

sity ofdefectcon�gurationsknown asskyrm ions. Thus

in the absence of instantons, the skyrm ion num ber in

the ‘sigm a’-m odeldescription is conserved. Itis im por-

tantto appreciatethatthisisnota property offam iliar

quantum O (3) sigm a m odels in two dim ensions but is

ratherclosely related to theunconventionalO (3)m odels

studied in Refs.24,25,26.Thelatterarem odelsin which

hedgehogcon�gurationsoftheunitvector�eld havebeen

arti�ciallysuppressed by hand.In thissituation asin the

presentproblem agaugetheoreticdescription in term sof

C P 1 �eldsissuperiorasitdirectly bringsoutthe extra

conservation law.

An expression fortheconserved gaugeux in term sof

the observable order param eter �elds is readily written

down.The gaugem agnetic�eld

B = 2��sk (4.4)

�sk =
1

4�
n̂:@xn̂ � @yn̂: (4.5)

W e write

n̂ = (sin� cos�;sin� sin�;cos�) (4.6)

so that nz = cos� is the staggered ux order param -

eter,and � is the phase ofthe superconducting order

param eter28 Then the expression above for the gauge

m agnetic�eld isreadily m anipulated to

B =
1

2

�
~r nz � ~r �

�

(4.7)

It is easy to check that for a vortex with the structure

described abovethe totalgaugeux is� � asexpected.

V . D ET EC T IO N O F G A U G E FLU X

W hataresom e signaturesofthe gaugeux in experi-

m ents? Theasym ptoticconservation ofthegaugeux at

theM otttransition �xed pointpotentially providessom e

possibilitiesforitsdetection. Atnon-zero tem peratures

in thenon-superconductingregions,theux conservation

is only approxim ate (as the instanton fugacity is sm all

butnon-zero). Neverthelessatlow enough tem perature

the conserved ux willpropagate di�usively overa long

rangeoflength and tim escales.Thusthereshould bean

extra di�usivem odethatispresentatlow tem peratures

in thenon-superconductingstate.Itishowevernotclear

how to design a probe that willcouple to this di�usive

m odeatpresent.

Alternately the vortex structure described above pro-

vides a usefulway to create and then detect the gauge

ux in the non-superconducting norm alstate. W e will

�rstdescribe thisby ignoring the instantonscom pletely

in the norm alstate. The e�ects ofinstantonswillthen

be discussed.

Consider �rst a large disc ofcuprate m aterialwhich

is such that the doping levelchanges as a function of

the radialdistance from the center as shown in Fig. 4.

The outerm ostannulus has the largestdoping x1. The
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FIG .4:Structure ofthe sam ple needed forthe proposed ex-

perim ent. The outer annulus (in dark blue) has the highest

Tc. The inner annulus(in light blue)has a sm aller Tc. The

restofthe sam ple (in brown)haseven sm allerTc.

inner annulus has a lower doping levelx2. The rest of

the sam ple is at a doping levelx3 < x2 < x1. The

correspondingtransitiontem peraturesTc1;2;3 willbesuch

thatTc3 < Tc2 < Tc1.W ealsoim aginethatthethickness

�R o;�R i ofthe outerand inner annuliare both m uch

sm allerthanthepenetration depth forthephysicalvector

potentialA.Thepenetration depth oftheinternalgauge

�eld a is expected to be sm alland we expectit willbe

sm allerthan �R o;�R i.W ealso im aginethattheradius

ofthis inner annulus R i is a substantialfraction ofthe

radiusR o ofthe outerannulus.

Now considerthefollowing setofoperationson such a

sam ple.

(i)Firstcoolin a m agnetic �eld to a tem perature Tin
such that Tc2 < Tin < Tc1. The outer ring willthen

go superconducting while the rest ofthe sam ple stays

norm al. In the presence ofthe �eld the outer ring will

condenseinto a statein which thereisa netvorticity on

going around the ring.W e willbe interested in the case

where this net vorticity is an odd m ultiple ofthe basic

hc=2e vortex. If as assum ed the physicalpenetration

depth is m uch bigger than the thickness �R o then the

physicalm agnetic ux enclosed by the ring willnot be

quantized.

(ii)Now considerturningo�theexternalm agetic�eld.

Thevortexpresentin theoutersuperconductingringwill

FIG .5:Variation ofthedoping levelx with radialdistancer

in the sam ple.

stay(m anifested asasm allcirculatingpersistentcurrent)

and willgiveriseto a sm allm agnetic�eld.Asexplained

above ifthe vorticity isodd,then itm ustbe associated

with a ux ofthe internalgauge �eld thatis � �. This

internalgauge ux m ust essentially allbe in the inner

‘norm al’region ofthesam plewith verysm allpenetration

into the outer superconducting ring. It willspread out

essentially evenly over the fullinner region. W e have

thusm anaged to create a con�guration with a non-zero

internalgaugeux in the non-superconducting state.

(iii) How do we detect the presence of this internal

gaugeux? Forthatim aginenow coolingthesam plefur-

therto a tem perature Tfin such thatTc3 < Tfin < Tc2.

Then the inner ring willalso go superconducting. This

isto beunderstood asthecondensation ofthetwo boson

speciesb1;2.Butthiscondensation occursin thepresence

ofsom e internalgauge ux. W hen the bosonsb1;2 con-

densein theinnerring,they willdo so in a m annerthat

quantizesthe internalgauge ux enclosed by this inner

ringintoan integerm ultipleof�.Ifasassum ed theinner

radiusis a substantialfraction ofthe outer radius then

the netinternalgaugeux willpreferthe quantized val-

ues� � ratherthan bezero (seebelow).Howevercon�g-

urationsoftheinnerring thatenclosequantized internal

gaugeux of� � also necessarily contain a physicalvor-

tex thatisan odd m ultipleofhc=2e.W ith thethickness

ofthe inner ring being sm aller than the physicalpen-

etration depth,m ost ofthe physicalm agnetic ux will

escape. There willstillbe a sm allresidualphysicalux

due to the currentin the innerring associated with the

induced vortex.Thisresidualphysicalm agneticux can

then be detected.

Notethatthesign oftheinduced physicalux isinde-

pendentofthesign oftheinitialm agnetic�eld.Further-

m orethe e�ectobtainsonly ifthe initialvorticity in the

outer ring is odd. Ifon the other hand the initialvor-

ticity is even the associated internalgauge ux is zero,
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and therewillbenoinduced physicalux when theinner

ring goessuperconducting.

Thepreceding discussion ignoresany e�ectsofinstan-

tons.In contrasttoabulk vortex in thesuperconducting

state the vorticesin the set-up above have m acroscopic

cores. The internalgauge ux is therefore distributed

over a region ofm acroscopic size. Consequently ifin-

stantonsareirrelevantatlong scalesin thenorm alstate,

theirratem ay beexpected to besm all.Atany non-zero

tem perature (as in the proposed experim ent) there will

beanon-zeroinstanton ratewhich willbesm allforsm all

tem perature.

W hen such instantons are allowed then the internal

gaugeux created in the sam ple afterstep (ii)willuc-

tuate between the values + � and � �. Howeverso long

asthe tim e required to form the physicalvortex in step

(iii) is m uch longer than this instanton rate we expect

thatthe e�ectwillbe seen.

A . Energy estim ates

In this subsection we take a closer look at the ener-

gies involved with various conceivable outcom es ofthe

processdescribed above. W e assum e thatthe cooling is

slow enough thatthesystem alwaysstaysin equillibrium

so thatthe outcom e ofthe experim entisdeterm ined by

therm odynam ic considerations. This willgive us som e

indication ofthe conditionsunderwhich the experim ent

has its best chance ofgiving a positive result. W e will

usethesim pleenergy functionalin Eqn.4.1butwillnow

need to keep track ofthekineticenergy term sforthein-

ternalgauge �eld. In principle we should also account

for the existence ofm any weakly coupled layers in the

threedim ensionalsam pleand theenergy oftheexternal

m agnetic�eld.To begin with wewillignorethese latter

e�ectsand com m enton them later.

The energy per layer in the superconducting state is

thusgiven by

E = E b + E a (5.1)

E b =

Z

d
2
x
K

2

��
~r �1 � ~a� ~A

�2
+

�
~r �2 + ~a� ~A

�2
�

(5.2)

E a =

Z

d
2
xg

�
~r � ~a

�2
(5.3)

HereK isthesuperuid sti�nessand isroughlyoftheor-

derofkB Tc.Theparam etergism oredi�culttoestim ate

in any reliable m anner.A crude estim ate isprovided by

the following consideration. Right at the M ott critical

point,we m ay hope to calculate the energy associated

with variouscon�gurationsofthegauge�eld in a ‘RPA’

approach which integratesoutboth thespinon and boson

�elds. In thiscalculation the gauge action isdom inated

by contributions from the spinons and is roughly given

by

Seff[a]� Ja

Z

d
2
qd!

p
!2 + q2j~a

T (~q;!)j2 (5.4)

with J the exchange energy and a the lattice spacing

(notto be confused with the vectorpotential). For the

energy,thiscorrespondsto an e�ectivecoupling g thatis

singular:g(q)� Ja=q forsm allq.At�nite tem perature

T,thissingularbehaviourwillbe cuto� ata valueqT �

kB T=vF � kB T=Ja.W e thushavethe estim ate

g �
J2a2

kB T
: (5.5)

W e caution howeverthatthisestim ate isvery crude.

The energy associated with a supercurrent (the K

term )com peteswith the energy associated with the in-

ternalgauge �eld ~a. At the end ofthe experim ent dis-

cussed above,the system hasone oftwo options.Itcan

choose to quantize the gauge ux in the inner ring at

� while paying the cost ofa spontaneous supercurrent

through the inner annulus. The other option is that it

prferes to push allthe internalgauge ux out into the

region between the two superconducting annulithereby

creating no supercurrent. Ifthis were to occur the ex-

perim entwillgivea nullresult.Itisthereforenecessary

to com parethe energiesofthese two possibleoutcom es.

The energy cost of the supercurrent is readily esti-

m ated and is

E J � (�R i)R i

�
K

R 2
i

�

� Tc

�
�R i

R i

�

(5.6)

Fora sam plewith Tc � 10K ,and �R i � 0:1R i,wehave

E J � 1K . The energy cost ofpushing the �eld out of

the innerring isroughly

E a � g
1

R 2
o � R 2

i

�
J2a2

kB TR
2
of

(5.7)

wheref�R2
o istheareabetween theinnerand outerrings.

Ifwe assum e f � 0:1,then E a > 1K for sam ples with

R o < � 1000a. Thus the energy cost per layer ofthe

gauge �eld m ay be expected to dom inate forsam plesof

outerdiam eteraboutorsm allerthan a m icron.However

in view of the crudeness of the energy estim ates, this

should only be taken asvery rough guidance.

It is clearly also advantageous to have severallayers

so thatthetotalenergy gain in form ing thesupercurrent

is m ultiplied by the num ber of layers and can exceed

kB T. Finally we also m ention thatifthe innerannulus

thickness is m uch bigger than the physicalpenetration

depth then allofthe physicalux associated with the

trapped inner vortex willstay in the sam ple. However

the energy costofthis physicalux iseasily seen to be

enorm ous-itoverwhelm esany e�ectsdueto theinternal

gauge �eld. Itisforthisreason thatwe advocate using

an inner annulus thinner than the physicalpenetration

depth to letm ostofthe ux escape.

V I. A LT ER N A T E T H EO R ET IC A L P O SSIB ILIES

In thisSection,we wish to sketch som e alternate the-

oreticalpossibilities thatweaken the assum ptionsm ade
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in previousSections.In particularletuscontem platethe

situation thatthe stability ofthe U (1)spin liquid state

found in thelim itofalargenum berN ofspeciesfoDirac

spinons does not extend to the physically relevant case

ofN = 4. In otherwords,whatifsuch a U (1)spin liq-

uid isnevera stablephaseforany m odelofSU (2)spins

with shortranged interactionsin two dim ensions? Ifthe

instability is due to the relevance ofa m onopole opera-

torthen itisnaturalto expectcon�nem entto occur.A

naturalpossible con�ned state thatcan resultissim ply

the conventionalNeelantiferrom agnet29.

W e now show how even in this case it m ay stillbe

possibleto view theunderdoped cupratesasdoped U (1)

spin liquids for the physics in an interm ediate window

oftem peratures. Thiswindow willdescribe the pseudo-

gap regim e.O urargum entswillrely crucially on lessons

drawn from recentwork18,19 on decon�ned quantum crit-

icality. Indeed Ref. 18,19 showed that unstable gapped

U (1)spin liquidsm ay em ergeasgood descriptionsofthe

physics over a broad interm ediate region oflength and

tim e scales close to certain quantum phase transitions.

Here we willargue that in a sim ilar vein the U (1)spin

liquid statewith gaplessDiracspinonsconsidered in this

paper m ay also controlthe physics in a broad interm e-

diate regim e near certain quantum transitions at zero

doping even ifit is eventually unstable toward con�ne-

m ent.W ewillthen discusstheim plicationsforthedoped

system .

W e now consider the possibility that the spin liquid

state in Figs. 1,2 isa Z2 state ofthe spin system that

hasnodalDirac spinons. W e willargue thata large re-

gion nearthe transition between thisstate and the con-

ventionalNeelstatem ay becontrolled by the(unstable)

U (1)spin liquid �xed point.W e recallthatthe Z 2 state

also has a gapped ‘vison’excitation that carriesthe Z2

gaugeux.Now considera con�nem enttransition outof

thisstate thatisobtained by condensing the vison. For

gapped Z2 spin liquids,such a transition to a con�ned

valence bond solid state ispossible.W e referthe reader

to Ref.19 fora com pletediscussion.Asdiscussed there,

thistransition providesan exam pleofadecon�ned quan-

tum criticalpoint.In particularthecriticaltheoryisthat

ofa criticalcharged boson (interpreted asa spinon pair

�eld) coupled to a uctuating non-com pactU (1) gauge

�eld.

To study thecon�nem enttransition outoftheZ 2 spin

liquid with gapless nodalspinons, we follow the sam e

generalidea asin Ref. 19. Such a state isconveniently

described asa theory ofDiracspinonscoupled to a com -

pactU (1)gauge�eld provided wealso condensea singlet

pairofspinons.Such a spinon pairhasgaugecharge-2so

thatwhen itcondenses,the U (1)gauge theory entersa

Higgsphasewhoseuniversalphysicsisdescribed in term s

ofa decon�ned Z 2 gaugetheory.Schem atically consider

an action with the following generalstructure

S = Sfer + Sf� + Ssp (6.1)

Sf� =

Z

d
2
xd��

�
�sp 

T
�
y
 + h:c

�
(6.2)

Ssp =

Z

d
2
xd�j(@� � 2ia�)�spj

2 + :::: (6.3)

Here �sp represents the spinon pair �eld -this is taken

to be invariant under allthe globalsym m etries ofthe

m icroscopicspin m odel.Asm entioned abovetheZ2 spin

liquid appearsastheHiggsphasewhere�sp iscondensed.

Now considera phasetransition where�sp uncondenses,

i.e gets gapped. To discuss the low energy physics of

such a phase we sim ply drop term s involving �sp. The

result is precisely the theory ofDirac spinons coupled

to a com pact U (1) gauge �eld. In this Section we are

assum ing that m onopoles are relevant at the U (1) spin

liquid �xed pointforthe physicalcase N = 4 (N isthe

num berofDiracspecies).Theresultingstateisexpected

to be con�ned,presum ably justthe usualNeelstate.

Itis howeverperfectly possible that m onopole events

though relevant at the U (1) spin liquid �xed point are

irrelevantatthe critical�xed pointcontrolling the tran-

sition to the Higgs phase (i.e the Z2 spin liquid). In-

deed thisisprecisely whathappensin thesituationswith

gapped spinons considered in Ref. 18,19. A particu-

larly close analog is provided by the transition between

a valence bond solid param agnetand a spin gapped Z2

param agnet. Furtherm ore in the present gapless case,

the critical�xed point has a greater num ber ofgapless

m atter�eldsthan in theU (1)spin liquid �xed point-in-

creasing the num berofgaplessm atter�eldsisexpected

toincreasethescalingdim ension ofthem onopoles.Thus

itappearspossible thatm onopolesare irrelevantatthe

critical�xed pointthough relevantatthe U (1)spin liq-

uid �xed point.In thefollowing wewillassum ethatthis

is the case. This is a weaker assum ption than the one

m adein previoussections.

W ithin this weaker assum ption, a num ber of inter-

esting possibilities arise. First it strongly suggests the

possibility of a direct second order transition between

a Z2 spin liquid with Dirac spinons and a conventional

collinearNeelantiferrom agnet. The criticalpointisde-

scribed by the theory in Eqns. 6.1 and where the com -

pactness m ay be ignored at low energies. This is a de-

con�ned quantum criticalpointin the sam e sense asin

Ref.18,19.In particulartheux oftheU (1)gauge�eld

isconserved atthelow energy �xed point.Theassum ed

renorm alization group owsnearthiscritical�xed point

are shown in Fig. 6. As in other situations with these

ows,on approaching the transition from the Neelside,

therewillbetwo diverginglength scales� and �conf with

�conf diverging asa powerof�.Thus�conf ispotentially

m uch biggerthan � nearthe transition.The�rstlength

scale� isthescalebelow which thecorrelationsappearto

bethatofthecritical�xed point.Atlength scalesbigger

then � butsm allerthan �conf,a description in term sof
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FIG . 6: Possible renorm alization group  ow diagram that

allows for a directseconfordertransition between a conven-

tionalcollinearNeelm agnet,and aZ2 spin liquid with gapless

D irac spinons. g is the param eter used to tune through the

transition. � isthe fugacity ofthe leading allowed m onopole

operator. The U (1) spin liquid with gapless D irac spinons

appearsasan unstable � xed pointthatneverthelesscontrols

the physics in a broad interm ediate window oflength scales

in the ordered side ofthe phase transition.

NeelCritical U(1) SL

ξ ξ conf L

FIG .7: Crossovers as a function oflength scale in the Neel

state close to the transition assum ing the validity ofthe RG

 ows ofFig.6. There is a broad interm ediate regim e where

the physics is that ofgapless D irac spinons in a U (1) spin

liquid state.

the U (1) spin liquid with Dirac spinons is appropriate.

Finally itisonly on length scalesbiggerthan �conf does

the system crossover to the con�ned Neelstate. Thus

though unstable the U (1)spin liquid would (within the

assum ptionsabove)stilldescribe the physicsin a broad

interm ediateregion nearthetransition between theNeel

stateand a Z2 spin liquid with Diracspinons.

W hat m ay we then say about the doped system ? It

is now only necessary to assum e thatdoping e�ectively

pushes the system toward the criticalpoint to the Z2

spin liquid. Then itisnaturalto expectthatthe doped

version ofthe U (1)spin liquid providesa description of

thephysicsin a broad interm ediateregim eoflength and

energy scales. This interm ediate regim e m ay possibly

describethepseudogap region in m oderately doped sam -

ples.

Atpresentwedo notknow which (ifeither)ofthetwo

possibilitiesforthefateoftheU (1)spin liquid discussed

aboveobtains.W ehopethattheconsiderationsherewill

setthe stageforfuture work on thesequestions.

V II. C O N C LU SIO N

W e have pursued the old idea that the underdoped

m etallic cuprates are fruitfully viewed as doped non-

m agnetic M ott insulators. W e sharpened the m eaning

ofthis notion by �rstconsidering the phase diagram as

a function ofchem icalpotentialratherthan holedensity.

W esuggestedthatthedoped m etalm aybeunderstood as

being closeto a chem icalpotentialtuned quantum tran-

sition from a spin liquid M ottinsulatorto thed-wavesu-

perconductor.From thisperspective the actualdetailed

path followed by the realm aterialasitevolvesfrom the

undoped antiferrom agnetic M ottinsulatorto the doped

m etalisnotthatim portantin determ ining m any aspects

ofthe latter. Indeed this path in the realm aterialap-

pearsto be com plicated and probably non-universal(in

thatitvariesbetween di�erentcuprates). W hatisuni-

versalisthe behaviorin a wide window ofinterm ediate

tem peratures(orenergy scale)in the doped m etal.O ur

suggestion isthatthisphysicsiscaptured by theuniver-

salpropertiesoftheM ottcriticalpointbetween thespin

liquid insulatorand the d-wavesuperconductor.

Theparticularspin liquid stateweconsidered hasgap-

lessnodalspinonscoupled to a uctuating non-com pact

U (1)gauge �eld. These spinonsm ay be considered ‘de-

con�ned’. W e em phasize that this term does notm ean

that the spinons behave as free ferm ions because they

are stillstrongly coupled to the uctuating U (1) gauge

�eld7. Rather the precise m eaning to the notion ofde-

con�nem entisprovided by the observation thatthere is

an extra em ergentglobal(topological)conservation law

in thisphasethatisnotpresentatthem icroscopiclevel.

This conserved quantity is sim ply the gauge ux. W e

discussed the m eaning ofthe gauge ux,and suggested

physicale�ectsthatcould help detectitsexistencein ex-

perim ents.
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