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Spin C harge R ecom bination in Projected W ave Functions.
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Abstract

W e �nd spin charge recom bination is a generic feature ofprojected wave functions. W e �nd

this e�ect is responsible for a series ofdi�erences between m ean �eld theory prediction and the

resultfrom projected wave functions.W e also �nd spin charge recom bination playsan im portant

rolein determ ining thedissipation ofsupercurrent,thequasiparticlepropertiesand thehole-hole

correlation.
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Superconductivity resultsfrom Bosecondensation ofcharged particles.In theBCS the-

ory ofsuperconductivity,Ferm ionic electrons are paired into Bosonic Copperpairs whose

condensation lead to superconductivity. Soon afterthe discovery ofhigh tem perature su-

perconductors,Anderson proposed an exotic way toward superconductivity in thisclassof

m aterials. His way is to fractionalize the electron rather than pair them up[1][2][3]. The

parent com pounds ofhigh tem perature superconductors are antiferrom agnetic insulators.

Anderson argued thatdoping holesinto such antiferrom agneticinsulatorswould generatea

spin liquid statewhich can beenvisioned ascoherentsuperposition ofspin singletpairs.He

also argued thattheexcitationson thespin liquid statearefractionalized.Speci� cally,the

spin and charge quantum num berofthe electron are now carried separately by two kinds

ofexcitations,nam ely a spin-1
2
chargelessFerm ionicexcitation called spinon and a spinless

Bosoniccharged excitation callholon.In such a spin-chargeseparated system ,thecharged

holon is liberated from the Ferm ionic statistics ofthe originalelectron and are ready to

condenseinto a super uid.

One m ain problem forsuch a proposalliesin the factthe predicted Tc istoo high[4][5].

Thereisjustnosu� cientdissipation tosuppresstheholon supercurrent.In theBCS theory,

thesupercurrentissuppressed by quasiparticleexcitation.Thesecharged Ferm ionicexcita-

tion form the norm al uid and cause dissipative response in externalelectrom agnetic(EM )

� eld. However,in an idealspin charge separated system ,the Ferm ionic spinon excitation

dosenotcarry chargeand donotcausedissipation in an externalEM � eld whilethebosonic

excitation oftheholon system ism uch lesse� ective in dissipatethesupercurrent.

The spin charge separation idea isnicely em bodied in the slave Boson schem e oft� J

m odel. In this schem e,the electron operator ci� is written as fi�b
y

i;where fi� and biare

Ferm ionic spinon operatorand Bosonic holon operator. W ithin thisschem e,Lee and W en

proposed thatthespinon -holon recom bination m ayhold thekeyfortheproblem ofoveresti-

m ated Tc[6].Through such a recom bination,theFerm ionicspinon excitation acquirecharge

and can cause dissipation in EM � eld,or,a charged hole regain Ferm ionic statisticsand is

transform ed into a norm alcarrieroutofthe condensate. However,itisnotclearwhatis

thecauseand natureofsuch a spinon -holon recom bination.W en and Leeargued thatthe

recom bination m ay berelated theunbroken U(1)gaugestructurein theirSU(2)gaugethe-

ory ofhigh tem peraturesuperconductivity[7].Theproblem ofspinon -holon recom bination

isalso discussed phenom enologically by Leeet.al.[8]and Ng[9].
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Herewepointoutthatspinon -holon recom bination isagenericfeaturein projected wave

functions. Firstwe m ention som e cluesthatim ply this. Asour� rstexam ple,we consider

them otion ofholon in theso called uniform RVB stateon squarelattice.Theuniform RVB

stateisgenerated by thefollowing m ean � eld ansatz

H f = �
X

hiji;�

(f
y

i;�fj;� + h:c:)� �f

X

i;�

f
y

i;�fi;�

in which the sum is over nearest neighboring(NN) sites on the square lattice. At the

m ean � led level,them otion ofa holon in such a spin background isdescribed by them ean

� led Ham iltonian

H h = �t�
X

hiji

(b
y

ibj + h:c:)� �b

X

i

b
y

ibi

in which � isthe m ean � led hopping m atrix elem ent in such a spin background and is

given by � =
X

�

D

f
y

i;�fj;�

E

;in which iand j are NN sites. At the m ean � led level,the

ground stateofthesystem isgiven by

jFSi= (b
y

q= 0)
N b

Y

k< kF

f
y

k"
f
y

� k#
j0i

where N b is the num ber ofholon ,kF is the spinon Ferm isurface(FS).In the m ean � led

ground state,� =
X

k< kF

(cos(kx)+ cos(ky)) and is nonzero. Thus each holon has a kinetic

energy ofordert�.Now weprojectthem ean � eld ground stateinto thephysicalsubspace

ofno double occupancy. The projection ofthe spinon wave function lead to the uniform

RVB state(theprojection oftheholon condensateonly contributea constant)

jU � RV B i= PG jFSi= PG

 
X

i;j

a
ij
f
y

i"
f
y

j#

! N f

2

j0i

with the RVB am plitude aij given by
X

k< kF

eik(i� j). At half� lling,the RVB am plitude

aij has the im portantcharacteristics thatitis nonzero only forsites iand j belonging to
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di� erentsublattices. Thus,contrary to ourexpectation from m ean � led theory,the holon

in factcan nothop between NN sitesin such a spin background.Onewould arguethatthe

spin wave function should be m odi� ed upon hole doping. According to m ean � led theory,

them ostnaturalguesson them odi� cation isto rem ove Nb spinon below thespinon Ferm i

surface.Fortwo holes,them odi� ed m ean � led stateisgiven by

jM F
0
i= (b

y

q= 0)
2
fk0"f� k0#

Y

k< kF

f
y

k"
f
y

� k#
j0i= fk0"f� k0#jFSi

in which k0 and �k0 arem om entum sbelow thespinon Ferm isurfacewhereapairofspinons

arerem oved.Thiswavefunction representsastatewith two holonsatq= 0and twospinon

excitations(m oreexactly,two holesofspinon)atk0 and �k0 on thehalf� lled uniform RVB

background.Projecting thism ean � eld stateinto thesubspaceofno doubleoccupancy,we

geta RVB statewith a m odi� ed RVB am plitudea0ij =
1

N

X

k< kF ;k6= k0

eik(i� j).Thechangeofthe

RVB am plitudecaused by thespinon excitation isvanishingly sm all(oforder1=N ,whereN

isnum beroflatticesites)and itseem sthattheholem otion between NN sitesisstillblocked.

However,by direct calculation ofkinetic energy in the m odi� ed RVB state,we � nd such

an expectation iswrong. The kinetic energy perhole isofordertratherthan vanishingly

sm all.Theonly explanation forthissurprising resultisthatthespinon excitation isbound

to them oving holon.Ifthespinon excitation and theholon areindependentofeach other,

the change ofthe localspin background around the m oving holon caused by the spinon

excitation would beoforder1=N and would notbeableto releaseto NN kineticenergy.

The uniform RVB state isquite special. However,the spinon -holon recom bination is

quite generic in projected wave functions. Now we considerthe d-wave RVB state on the

squarelatticegenerated by theansatz

H f = �
X

hiji;�

(f
y

i;�fj;� + h:c:)+
X

hiji

� ij(f
y

i;"
f
y

j;#
+ f

y

j;"
f
y

i;#
+ h:c:)� �f

X

i;�

f
y

i;�fi;�

in which � ij = � and �� forNN sitesalong x and y directions. The m ean � eld ground

stateisgiven by

jd� B CSi= (b
y

q= 0)
N b

Y

k

(1+
� k

�k +
p
�2
k
+ � 2

k

f
y

k"
f
y

� k#
)j0i
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in which �k and � k are m ean � eld kinetic energy and pairing gap ofthe spinon. Pro-

jecting jd� B CSi into the subspace ofno double occupancy generates a RVB state with

aij =
X

k

� k

�k+
p

�2
k
+ � 2

k

eik(i� j). In the d-wave RVB state,the NN hopping isnotsuppressed.

However, the m atrix elem ent for next nearest neighboring(NNN) and next next nearest

neighboring(NNNN) hopping is very sm allnear half� lling. This is reasonable since the

m ean � eld m atrix elem ent forhoping between siteson the sam e sublattice isexactly zero

when �f = 0. Lee et. al. � nd the kinetic energy due to NNN and NNNN hopping can

be released by creating spinon excitation atappropriate m om entum son the d-wave RVB

state[10][14][15]. Forthe case oftwo holes,they � nd the NNN and NNNN kinetic energy

is released in a state with a0ij =
X

k6= k0

� k

�k+
p

�2
k
+ � 2

k

eik(i� j). It is easy to check that this state

can be generated by projecting jM F 0i = fk0"f� k0#jd� B CSi and thus represent a state

with two spinon excitations. Thus once again we see the creation ofan individualspinon

excitation can m ake an orderofone change on the hopping m atrix elem entofholon.This

again indicatethatthespinon excitation isbound to them oving holon.

The spinon -holon recom bination can be inferred also from the quasiparticle weight.

In the slave Boson m ean � eld theory,the quasiparticle weightisproportionalto the holon

condensate and vanish with hole density. After projection,the quasiparticle weight can

have a nonzero value even atvanishingly sm allhole density. As a trivialexam ple in this

respect,we consider doping a hole into a fully polarized spin background. Since the spin

isfully polarized,the system isin factin a free particle state and the quasiparticle weight

should be exactly one. Aswe willshow below,the di� erence between the prediction from

the m ean � led theory and thatfrom the projected wave function can be understood as a

resultofspinon -holon recom bination.In fact,thespinon excitation and holon aretotally

com bined in thefully polarized spin background in thesense thatthey sitatthesam e site

and bind into a realelectron.A a lesstrivialexam pleweconsiderdoping a holeinto a spin

background with antiferrom agnetic long range order. As we willshow below,the spinon

excitation and theholon willform wellde� ned bound statein such aspin background.This

bound state hasa nonzero overlap with a bare electron. Thusthe quasiparticle weightdo

notvanish nearhalf� lling in thiscase.

Now we de� ne the spinon - holon recom bination m ore concretely. For sim plicity, we

consider the uniform RVB state and dope only one hole into the system . The m ean � eld
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wavefunction forthedoped system is

jk0;"i= b
y

q= 0f� k0#

Y

k< kF

f
y

k"
f
y

� k#
j0i=

1

N

X

i;j

e
ik0(i� j)b

y

ifj#

Y

k< kF

f
y

k"
f
y

� k#
j0i

Thiswave function representsa statewith a holon atq= 0 (created by b
y

q= 0)and a spinon

excitation at�k0 (created by f� k0#)on thehalf� lled RVB background.In thism ean � eld

state,the spinon excitation and the holon are independentofeach other. Now we discuss

how they are correlated in the projected wave function. Here we de� ne the site on which

fj# operateasthe location ofthespinon excitation and study how thespinon excitation is

distributed when theholon islocated on sitei.In fact,itsu� ersfrom som eam biguity totalk

aboutthelocation ofthespinon excitation on theprojected wavefunction,especially when

theRVB am plitudeislongranged[11].Although su� ersfrom such am biguity,thecorrelation

function de� ned aboveisstillofgreatvalueforunderstanding thedi� erencebetween m ean

� eld theory and projected wave functions. Forexam ple,ifthe correlation function reduce

to a delta function,then thespinon operatorfj# and theholon operatorb
y

i acton thesam e

site and asa whole is equivalent to the operation ofa bare electron operatorci#. In this

case,thespinon and theholon arerecom bined into a realelectron.

Thedesired correlation function can beevaluated easily.Suppose theholon siton sitei

while the spinon siton a di� erentsite j. Since allsitesbesidesiare singly occupied after

the projection,site j m ust be doubly occupied before the action offj# while site im ust

be em pty. Thus the probability for such a spinon -holon con� guration is given by the

probability of� nding siteiem pty and sitejdoubly occupied and with allothersitessingly

occupied in them ean � eld statejFSi.Atthesam etim e,theprobability fortheholon and

the spinon to siton the sam e site isgiven by the probability of� nding site ioccupied by

a down spin and with allother sites singly occupied in jFSi. The ratio between the two

probability Pij and Pii isgiven by

Pij

Pii
=

X

�

j �j
2

X

�

j �j
2
=

X

�

j �j
2 j �j

2

j � j
2

X

�

j �j
2

Here, � denotes an arbitrary con� guration with allsites singly occupied, � denotes an

arbitrary con� guration with siteiem pty and sitejdoubly occupied and with allothersites
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singly occupied. In deriving thisform ula,we have used the factthateach con� guration �

can be generated from two con� guration � through electron hopping from site ito site j.

Thisstatisticalsum can beevaluated easily with VariationalM onteCarlo m ethod.

Now wepresenttheresultforthespinon -holon correlation function in variousprojected

wave functions. Figure 1 shows the correlation function for the projected one dim ension

Ferm isea.Theprojected onedim ensionalFerm isea isfound to bea very good variational

guesson the ground state ofone dim ensionalt� J m odel[12]. W e see the spinon -holon

correlation function decayas1=ratlargedistancein thisstate.Thispowerlaw decay(which

isnotintegrable)lead to a vanishingly sm allquasiparticle weight nearhalf� lling. Figure

2 show the result for the two dim ensionald-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� lling. However,num erically the

powerlaw decaying tailisquite sm allforboth the one dim ension projected Ferm isea and

thed-waveRVB state.Thepowerlaw tailishardly visiblein Figure2 dueto itsnum erical

sm allness. In Figure 3 we plot the the dependence ofcorrelation at the largest distance

ofthe lattice as a function ofthe lattice size. From this plot we see the spinon -holon

correlation decay approxim ately as1=r3=2 atlargedistancein thed-waveRVB state.

Now we show som e exam ples with m ore tightly bound spinon -holon pairs. The � rst

exam pleisthefullypolarized state.Inthisstate,theprobabilityof� ndingadoublyoccupied

site iszero.Thusthe spinon and the holon m ustoccupy the sam e site and recom bine into

a bare electron. Hence the quasiparticle weightisexactly one.Asoursecond exam ple,we

considerstateswith antiferrom agneticlong rangeorder.In thiscase,thecon� guration with

site iem pty and site j doubly occupied isseparated from the con� guration with allsites

singly occupied in energy by a gap proportionalto the SDW order param eter. Thus,we

expectthespinon -holon correlation function to decay exponentially atlargedistance.Our

calculation do � nd such an exponentialdecay asshown in Figure4 and 5.Thisexponential

decay indicatesthatthespinon and theholon form wellde� ned bound stateand hasa� nite

overlap with a bareelectron.Calculation ofLeeet.al.do � nd a � nitequasiparticleweight

on such a state.

Anotherconsequenceofthespinon -holon recom bination isthechangeofstatisticsof

thechargecarrier.In theabsenceofthespinon excitation,theholon isa bosonicexcitation
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which m ove coherently in the RVB background. In the presence ofthe spinon excitation,

the holon tend to bind with the spinon. The com posite objectofspinon -holon pairthen

acquireFerm istatisticsand becom enorm alcarrier.Thisisespecially truewhen thespinon

- holon bound state is wellde� ned. In the case ofpower law decaying spinon - holon

correlation,there is no wellde� ned bound state and the statistics is in a strictsense not

de� ned.However,when theenergy scaleinvolved isnottoosm all,assigning Ferm istatistics

to the com posite objectofspinon -holon pairisreasonable since the powerlaw decaying

tailisnum erically very sm all.

Thespinon -holon recom bination and therelated changeofstatisticsofchargecarrieris

essentialforthedissipation ofthesupercurrentin aspin chargeseparated superconductor[6].

The therm ally excited spinon excitation would com bine with the holon in the holon con-

densate.Thiscom bination would transform a superconducting chargecarrierinto a norm al

chargecarrier.W hen thenum beroftherm ally excited spinon equalstothenum berofholon,

allcharge carrier in the super uid are transform ed into norm alcarrier and the supercon-

ductivity is gone. At low doping,the num ber ofspinon excitation needed to destroy the

superconductivity issm alland itisthusexpected thatthespin stateaboveTc isnotsignif-

icantly di� erentfrom the RVB ground state. Thism ay explain the norm alstate spin gap

observed in underdoped cuprates.

Asm entioned above,the spinon excitation can also be spontaneously generated in the

d- wave RVB state by nonbipartite(for exam ple NNN and NNNN) hopping term in the

Ham iltonian.The spontaneously generated spinon willcom bine with the holon in the con-

densate and transform the latterinto norm alcarrier.Thus,superconductivity isdestroyed

by the nonbipartite hopping term at low doping. This e� ect is recently studied by Shih

et. al.[13]Athigher doping level,the RVB background ism odi� ed so thatthe NNN and

NNNN hoping arenotsuppressed and thereisno need to generatespinon excitation.Then

superconductivity willsurvive.

The spinon -holon recom bination also m odify the hole -hole correlation. W hen the

spinon and the holon are tightly bound,the com posite objectofspinon -holon pairtend

to avoid each otherdueto itsFerm ionicstatistics.Thischangeofhole-holecorrelation is

observed in num ericalwork ofLee et:al[10]:In theirwork,they calculated the correlation

ofa pair ofholes in a state with coexisting d-wave RVB and SDW order. They � nd the

holestend to attracteach otherwhen thereisno spinon excitation.W hen a pairofspinon
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excitationsaregenerated,thehole-holeattraction disappear.Figure6and 7 show thehole

-hole correlation calculated in the d-wave RVB state with and withoutspinon excitation.

Although spinon and holon arelesstightly bound in thed-RVB state,thein uenceofspinon

-holon recom bination on thehole-holecorrelation function isstillquiterem arkable.From

the� gurewesee clearly thatthesecond holeispushed away from theholeattheorigin in

thepresence ofa pairofspinon excitations.

W e conclude that spinon -holon recom bination is a generic feature in projected wave

functions.Thise� ectplay an im portantrolein thedissipation ofsupercurrentin cuprates.

The spinon -holon recom bination also a� ectsigni� cantly the quasiparticle propertiesand

hole-holecorrelation in projected wave functions.

Thiswork issupported by NSFC GrantNo.90303009.The authorswould like to thank
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FIG .1: Spinon -holon correlation function for projected one dim ensionalFerm isea. The inset

show the data in logarithm ic scale.

FIG .2:Spinon -holon correlation function fora d-waveRVB statewith � = 0:25:Thecalculation

isdone on a 20� 20 lattice and the holon islocated at(10,10).

[15] Anotherway to release theNNN and NNNN kinetic energy isto introduceNNN and NNNN

hopingterm in them ean �eld ansatzforthespinon.However,such nonbipartiteterm willcause

fundm entalchangeon thestructureofspin wave function and resultin signi�cantincreaseof

the exchange energy.
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FIG .3:Powerlaw decay ofthespinon -holon correlation atlarge distanceford-wave RVB state.

Here,L isthelattice size,rm ax islargestdistance thatcan bede�ned in such a lattice.

FIG .4: Spinon - holon correlation function in a spin background with both d-wave RVB and

antiferrom agnetic order.TheSDW orderparam eteris� A F = 0:1:� = 0:25:
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FIG .5: Exponentialdecay ofspinon -holon correlation at large distance in a spin background

with antiferrom agnetic order.

FIG .6:Hole-holecorrelation (norm alized by itsvalueforNN holes)in a d-wave RVB state with

� = 0:25 in the absence ofspinon excitation. The calculation isdone on 12� 12 lattice and one

the holeislocated at(6,6).
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FIG .7:Hole -hole correlation in a d-wave RVB state with � = 0:25 in the presence ofa pairof

spinon excitation.
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