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A bstract
W e nd soin charge recom bnation is a generic feature of pro gcted wave functions. We nd
this e ect is regponsbl for a series of di erences between mean eld theory prediction and the
resul from propcted wave functions. W e also nd soin charge recom bination plays an in portant
role In detemm ining the dissipation of supercurrent, the quasiparticle properties and the hole —holk

correlation.
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Superconductivity resuls from Bose condensation of charged particles. In the BC S the—
ory of superconductivity, Fem ionic electrons are paired into Bosonic C opper pairs whose
condensation lead to superconductivity. Soon after the discovery of high tem perature su—
perconductors, A nderson proposed an exotic way toward superconductivity in this class of
m aterials. His way is to fractionalize the electron rather than pair them up []JZ1B]. The
parent com pounds of high tem perature superconductors are antiferrom agnetic mnsulators.
A nderson argued that doping holes Into such antiferrom agnetic insulators would generate a
FoIn lIiquid state which can be envisioned as coherent superposition of spin singlet pairs. He
also argued that the excitations on the spin liquid state are fractionalized. Speci cally, the
soin and charge quantum num ber of the electron are now carried ssparately by two kinds
of excitations, nam ely a spjn-é chargeless Fem lonic excitation called soinon and a spinless
Bosonic charged excitation callholon. In such a soin-charge ssparated system , the charged
holon is lberated from the Fem jonic statistics of the origihal electron and are ready to
condense into a super uid.

Onemai probkm for such a proposal lies in the fact the predicted T, is too high 41[H].
There is Just no su cient dissipation to suppress the holon supercurrent. In the BC S theory,
the supercurrent is suppressed by quasiparticlke excitation. T hese charged Femm lonic excita—
tion form the nom al uid and cause disspative regponse in extemal electrom agnetic®&M )

eld. However, n an ideal soin charge ssparated system , the Femm ionic spinon excitation
dose not carry charge and do not cause dissipation in an extemalEM  eld while the bosonic
excitation of the holon system ismuch lsse ective In dissipate the supercurrent.

The soin charge ssparation idea is nicely embodied in the slave Boson scheane oft J
model. In this schem e, the electron operator ¢; is wrtten as f; b}’; where f; and bare
Fem ionic spinon operator and Bosonic holon operator. W ithin this scheme, Lee and W en
proposed that the spinon —holon recom bination m ay hold the key forthe problem ofoveresti-
m ated T, [6]. T hrough such a recom bination, the Femm ionic spinon excitation acquire charge
and can cause dissipation In EM  eld, or, a charged holk regain Fem ionic statistics and is
transform ed into a nom al carrier out of the condensate. However, it is not clear what is
the cause and nature of such a spinon —holon recombination. W en and Lee argued that the
recom bination m ay be related the unbroken U (1) gauge structure in their SU (2) gauge the-
ory ofhigh tem perature superconductivity [4]. The problm of spinon —holon recom bination
is also discussed phenom enologically by Lee et. al[B] and NgQl.



Here we point out that soinon —holon recom bination isa generic feature In pro gcted wave
functions. First we m ention som e clies that In ply this. Asour rst exampl, we consider
them otion ofholon In the so called uniform RV B state on square lattice. The uniform RV B

state is generated by the ollow hgmean eld ansatz
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In which the sum is over nearest neighboring NN ) sites on the square httice. At the

mean ld level, them otion ofa holon in such a soin badkground is described by the m ean
J¥d Ham iltonian
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In which is tl’ﬁ)e meanE ¥d hopping m atrix elem ent in such a spin background and is
X
given by = f/ £, ;i which iand j are NN sites. At themean Xd kvel, the

i;

ground state of the system is given by
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where Ny, is the number of holon , ky is the soinon Fem i surface #S). In themean Id
X

ground state, = (cosky) + cosky,)) and is nonzero. Thus each holon has a kinetic
k< kg
energy ofordert .Now weprofct themean eld ground state into the physical subspace

of no doubl occupancy. The progction of the spinon wave function lead to the unifom
RV B state (the proction of the holon condensate only contribute a constant)
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wih the RVB amplitude a;; given by e*® 3 At half 1ling, the RVB am plitude
k< ke

a3 has the in portant characteristics that it is nonzero only for sites i and j belonging to



di erent sublattices. Thus, contrary to our expectation from mean led theory, the holon
In fact can not hop between NN sites In such a spin background. O ne would argue that the
soin wave function should be m odi ed upon hol doping. A ccording to mean  led theory,
the m ost natural guess on them odi cation is to ram ove N, soinon below the spinon Fem i

surface. Fortwo hols, themodi edmean led state is given by

Y
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In which kg and ky arem om entum sbelow the soinon Fem isurface where a pair of spinons
are rem oved. T hiswave fiinction represents a state w ith two holonsat g= 0 and two soinon

excitationsm ore exactly, two holes of sopinon) at ky and kg on the half Iled uniform RV B
background. Procting thismean eld state Into the wbs;}a{aoe of no doublk occupancy, we

getaRVB statewith amodi ed RVB amplitude &; = + e ® 3 The change of the

k< kr k6 ko
RVB am plitude caused by the spinon excitation is vanishingly an all(oforder 1=N , where N

isnum ber of Jattice sites) and it seem s that the holem otion between NN sites is stillblocked.
However, by direct calculation of kinetic energy In the modi ed RVB state, we nd such
an expectation is wrong. The kinetic energy per hol is of order t rather than vanishingly
an all. The only explanation for this surprising result is that the soinon excitation is bound
to the m oving holon. If the spinon excitation and the holon are independent of each other,
the change of the local spin badkground around the m oving holon caused by the soinon
excitation would be of order 1=N and would not be abl to relase to NN kinetic energy.
The uniform RVB state is quite special. However, the spinon —holon recombination is
quite generic in progcted wave functions. Now we consider the d-wave RVB state on the

square lattice generated by the ansatz
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In which 45 = and for NN sites along x and y directions. Themean eld ground

state is given by




In which y and  arrmean eld kinetic energy and pairing gap of the soinon. Pro-—
fcting ¥ B C Si into the subspace of no double occupancy generates a RVB state w ith
X

aij = Tp%eﬂ‘ @ 3 In the d-wave RVB state, the NN hopping is not suppressed.
k k k
k
However, the m atrix elem ent for next nearest neighboring NNN) and next next nearest

neighborng WNNN ) hopping is very an all near half 1ling. This is reasonable since the
mean eld matrix elem ent for hoping between sites on the sam e sublattice is exactly zero
when = 0. Leeet. al. nd the kinetic energy due to NNN and NNNN hopping can
be released by creating spinon excitation at appropriate m om entum s on the d—wave RV B

state101141{18]. For the case oft)x(zvo holks, they nd the NNN and NNNN kinetic energy
is released In a state with af; = —p%ieﬂ“i V. I is easy to check that this state
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can be generated by profcting M F Y% = fi,»f 4 ¥ BCS1iand thus represent a state
w ih two spinon excitations. Thus once again we see the creation of an Individual spinon
excitation can m ake an order of one change on the hopping m atrix elem ent ofholon. This

again indicate that the soinon excitation is bound to the m oving holon.

The spinon — holon recombination can be inferred also from the quasiparticlke weight.
In the slave Boson mean eld theory, the quasiparticlke weight is proportional to the holon
condensate and vanish with hole density. A fter proction, the quasiparticle weight can
have a nonzero value even at vanishingly sm all hok density. A s a trivial exam ple in this
respect, we consider doping a hole into a fully polarized spin background. Since the spin
is fully polarized, the system is In fact n a fiee partick state and the quasiparticke weight
should be exactly one. Aswe will show below, the di erence between the prediction from
themean ld theory and that from the propcted wave function can be understood as a
result of spinon —holon recom bination. In fact, the soinon excitation and holon are totally
com bined in the fully polarized soin background in the sense that they sit at the sam e site
and bind into a realelectron. A a less trivial exam pl we consider doping a hole nto a soin
badkground w ih antiferrom agnetic long range order. A s we will show below, the soinon
excitation and the holon will form wellde ned bound state n such a spin background. This
bound state has a nonzero overlap w ith a bare electron. T hus the quasiparticlke weight do
not vanish near half 1lling in this case.

Now we de ne the soinon — holon recom bination m ore concretely. For sin plicity, we

consider the uniform RV B state and dope only one hole into the system . Themean eld



wave fiunction for the doped system is
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Thiswave finction represents a state with a holon at g= 0 (created by b;zo) and a spnon
excitation at ky (created by £ Ko4) On the half lled RVB badkground. In thismean eld
state, the spinon excitation and the holon are lndependent of each other. Now we discuss
how they are correlated in the procted wave function. Here we de ne the site on which
£, operate as the location of the spinon excitation and study how the spinon excitation is
distrdouted when the holon is located on site i. In fact, it su  ers from som eambiguiy to tak
about the location of the spinon excitation on the profcted wave flinction, especially when
the RVB am plitude is long ranged {1 1]. A though su ers from such ambiguity, the correlation
function de ned above is still of great value for understanding the di erence between m ean

eld theory and procted wave functions. For exam ple, if the correlation function reduce
to a delta finction, then the spinon operator £, and the holon operator b act on the sam e
site and as a whole is equivalent to the operation of a bare elctron operator ¢y . In this
case, the spinon and the holon are recom bined into a realelectron.

T he desired correlation function can be evaluated easily. Suppose the holon sit on site 1
while the soinon sit on a di erent site j. Since all sites besides i are singly occupied after
the projction, site j must be doubly occupied before the action of £, while site imust
be empty. Thus the probability for such a spinon —holon con guration is given by the
probability of nding site i em pty and site J doubly occupied and w ith all other sites singly
occupied n themean eld state ¥ Si. At the sam e tin e, the probability for the holon and
the sonon to sit on the sam e site is given by the probability of nding site i occupied by
a down spin and with all other sites singly occupied in F Si. The ratio between the two
probability P;; and Py; is given by
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Here, denotes an arbitrary con guration wih all sites singly occupied,  denotes an

arbitrary con guration with site i em pty and site j doubly occupied and w ith all other sites



singly occupied. In deriving this form ula, we have used the fact that each con guration
can be generated from two con guration through electron hopping from site i to site j.

T his statistical sum can be evaluated easily with VariationalM onte C arlo m ethod.

Now we present the result for the spinon —holon correlation function in various pro fgcted
wave functions. Figure 1 show s the correlation function for the procted one dim ension
Fermm i sea. T he projpcted one din ensional Ferm i sea is found to be a very good varational
guess on the ground state of one dinensionalt J modelfl4]. W e see the spinon —holon
correlation fiinction decay as 1=r at large distance In this state. Thispower law decay which
is not Integrablk) lad to a vanishingly amn all quasiparticlke weight near half 1lling. Figure
2 show the result for the two dimensional d-wave RVB state. The correlation function
in this case also decay with power law at large distance and is not integrable. Thus the
quasiparticle weight in this case also vanishes near half 1ling. However, num erically the
power law decaying tail is quite sn all for both the one dim ension profcted Fem i sea and
the d-wave RVB state. The power law tail is hardly visbl In Figure 2 due to its num erical
an allness. In Figure 3 we plot the the dependence of correlation at the largest distance
of the Jattice as a function of the lattice size. From this plot we see the soinon — holon
correlation decay approxin ately as 1=r’? at large distance in the d-wave RVB state.

Now we show som e exam pls w ith m ore tightly bound spinon —holon pairs. The st
exam pl isthe fillly polarized state. In this state, the probability of nding a doubly occupied
site is zero. Thus the spinon and the holon m ust occupy the sam e site and recom bine into
a bare electron. Hence the quasiparticle weight is exactly one. A s our second exam ple, we
consider states w ith antiferrom agnetic Jong range order. In this case, the con guration w ith
site 1 em pty and site j doubly occupied is ssparated from the con guration with all sites
singly occupied in energy by a gap proportional to the SDW order param eter. Thus, we
expect the spinon —holon correlation function to decay exponentially at Jarge distance. O ur
calculation do nd such an exponential decay as shown In Figure 4 and 5. This exponential
decay indicates that the spinon and the holon form wellde ned bound state and hasa nite
overlap w ith a bare electron. Calculation ofLee et. al. do nd a nite quasiparticle weight
on such a state.

A nother consequence ofthe spinon —holon recom bination isthe change of statistics of

the charge carrier. In the absence of the spinon excitation, the holon is a bosonic excitation



which m ove coherently in the RVB badckground. In the presence of the spinon excitation,

the holon tend to bind w ith the spinon. The com posite ob fct of soinon —holon pair then

acquire Ferm i statistics and becom e nom alcarrier. T his is especially true when the soinon

—holon bound state is well de ned. In the case of power law decaying spinon — holon
correlation, there is no well de ned bound state and the statistics is in a strict sense not
de ned. However, when the energy scale involved isnot too an all, assigning Ferm i statistics
to the com posite ob ct of soinon —holon pair is reasonabl since the power law decaying

tail is num erically very sm all.

T he spinon —holon recom bination and the related change of statistics of charge carrier is
essential for the dissipation ofthe supercurrent in a spin charge separated superconductorfg].
The them ally excited spinon excitation would combine with the holon in the holon con-
densate. This com bination would transform a superconducting charge carrier nto a nom al
charge carrier. W hen the num ber ofthem ally excited spinon equals to the num ber ofholon,
all charge carrder In the super uid are transform ed into nom al carrer and the supercon-—
ductivity is gone. At low doping, the number of spinon excitation needed to destroy the
superconductivity is an all and it is thus expected that the soin state above T, is not signif-
jcantly di erent from the RVB ground state. Thism ay explain the nom al state spin gap
observed in underdoped cuprates.

A s m entioned above, the spinon excitation can also be goontaneously generated In the
d-wave RVB state by nonbipartite (for exam ple NNN and NNNN) hopping term in the
Ham iltonian. T he spontaneously generated spinon w ill com bine w ith the holon in the con-
densate and transform the latter into nom al carrier. T hus, superconductivity is destroyed
by the nonbipartite hopping tem at low doping. This e ect is recently studied by Shih
et. al.[l3] At higher doping Jevel, the RVB background ismodi ed so that the NNN and
NNNN hoping are not suppressed and there is no need to generate soinon excitation. T hen
superconductivity w ill survive.

The spinon —holon recombination also m odify the hole —hole correlation. W hen the
soinon and the holon are tightly bound, the com posite ob Ect of spinon —holon pair tend
to avoid each other due to its Fem ionic statistics. T his change of hok —hole correlation is
observed in num erical work of Lee et: al{l(]: In their work, they caloulated the correlation
of a pair of holes in a state with coexisting d-wave RVB and SDW order. They nd the

holes tend to attract each other when there is no spinon excitation. W hen a pair of spinon



excitations are generated, the hole —hol attraction disappear. F igure 6and 7 show the hole
—hol correlation calculated in the d-wave RVB state w ith and w ithout soinon excitation.
A Though spinon and holon are kss tightly bound in the d-RVB state, the in  uence of spinon
—holon recom bination on the hole —hole correlation function is still quite rem arkable. From
the gure we see clearly that the second holk is pushed away from the hol at the origin in
the presence of a pair of soinon excitations.

W e conclude that spinon —holon recom bination is a generic feature in procted wave
functions. Thise ectplay an In portant role in the dissipation of supercurrent in cuprates.
The spinon —holon recom bination also a ect signi cantly the quasiparticle properties and
hole —hol correlation in progcted wave functions.
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FIG.1l: Spihon —holn correlation function for profcted one din ensional Ferm i1 sea. The inset

show the data in logarithm ic scale.

FIG .2: Spinon —holon correlation fiinction fora dwave RVB statewith = 025:The calculation

isdone on a 20 20 lattice and the holon is located at (10,10).

[L5] Anoctherway to release the NNN and NNNN kinetic energy is to introduce NNN and NNNN
hopingtem in them ean eld ansatz forthe spinon.H owever, such nonbipartite term w illcause
fundm ental change on the structure of spin wave fiinction and result in signi cant Increase of

the exchange energy.
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FIG .3: Power law decay of the spinon —holon correlation at large distance for d-wave RV B state.

Here, L is the lattice size, 1, ax is Jargest distance that can be de ned in such a lattice.

FIG. 4: Spihon —holon correlation function In a spin background w ith both d-wave RVB and

antiferrom agnetic order. The SDW orderparameteris ,rp = 0d: = 025:
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FIG . 5: Exponential decay of spinon —holon correlation at large distance In a spin background

w ith antiferrom agnetic order.

FIG.6: Holk —hol correlation (nom alized by its value for NN holes) In a d-wave RVB state w ith
= 025 In the absence of spinon excitation. The calculation isdone on 12 12 Jattice and one

the hol is located at (6,6).
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FIG.7: Hole —holk correlation n a dwave RVB state wih = 025 in the presence of a pair of

soinon excitation.
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