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B andw idth-controlvs. doping-controlM ott transition in the H ubbard m odel
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W ereinvestigatethebandwidth-controland doping-controlM otttransitions(BCM T and D CM T)

from a spin liquid M ottinsulatorto a Ferm iliquid m etalbased on theslave-rotorrepresentation of

the Hubbard m odel,[1]where the M otttransitions are described by softening ofbosonic collective

excitations.W e �nd thatthe nature ofthe insulating phase away from half�lling isdi�erentfrom

thatofhalf�lling in the respectthata charge density wave coexistswith a topologicalorder(spin

liquid) away from half�lling because the condensation ofvortices generically breaks translational

sym m etry in thepresenceof"dualm agnetic�elds" resulting from holedoping whilethetopological

order rem ains stable owing to gapless excitations near the Ferm isurface. Perform ing a renorm al-

ization group analysis,wediscusstheroleofdissipativegauge
uctuationsdueto theFerm isurface

in both the BCM T and the D CM T.

PACS num bers:71.10.-w,71.30.+ h,71.27.+ a,71.10.Fd

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

Landau-G inzburg-W ilson (LG W ) paradigm has been

ouruniquetheoreticalfram eworkforclassicalphasetran-

sitions. Starting from an electron Ham iltonian,one can

derivean e� ectiveLG W freeenergyfunctionalin term sof

orderparam etersassociated with som esym m etry break-

ing.TheLG W fram eworkhasbeen alsoapplied toquan-

tum phasetransitionsby taking tem poral
 uctuationsof

orderparam etersinto account,usually called the Hertz-

M illistheory.[2]

Therearem odelsofquantum phasetransitions,on the

otherhand,which m ay defy interpretation in the LG W

paradigm . Consider the super
 uid-insulator transition

ofa boson Hubbard-type m odel. The boson density (n)

and its phase (�) are canonically conjugate,satisfying

the uncertainty relation � n� � & 1,and the com peting

natureofthetwo variablesresultsin thecondensation of

onevariableortheother,dependingon theratioofphase

sti� nessand thecom pressibility.Thequantum conjugate

nature of the variables,satisfying an uncertainty rela-

tion,liesattheheartofthequantum phasetransition in

thisparticularcase.Itisnotobvioushow LG W theory,

written solely in term s ofan order param eter,captures

theinherentcom peting natureoftheconjugatevariables

driving the quantum phasetransition.

As another exam ple of a quantum phase transition

where an order param eter description is likely to fail,

we m ention the m etalto param agnetic insulator tran-

sition (M ott transition) found in the study ofthe two

dim ensionalHubbard m odel.Asrecentdynam icalm ean-

� eld theory (DM FT) studies show,the transition is as-

sociated with the vanishing ofthe spectralweightofthe

quasiparticlepeak,butnotwith any sym m etry breaking

� eld,hence the order param eter approach in the LG W

paradigm isnotclearto be applicable.[3]

Recently, Florens and G eorges (FG ) reexam ined a

bandwidth-controlM otttransition (BCM T)from apara-

m agnetic M ottinsulatorofa spin liquid to a correlated

m etalof a Ferm iliquid at half� lling in the Hubbard

m odel.[1] In order to describe the BCM T they intro-

duced an elegant form ulation based on the slave-rotor

representation, and investigated properties of m etallic

and insulating phases ofthe m odel. M any ofthe prop-

ertiesobtained atthem ean-� eld levelm atched wellwith

them oresophisticated DM FT calculations.[3]In thisfor-

m ulation the com peting nature ofcanonically quantum

conjugate variablesnaturally appears. W ithin this the-

oreticalfram ework the M otttransition isunderstood by

softening ofbosonic collective excitations,physically as-

sociated with zero-sound m odesin a Ferm iliquid.W hen

these bosonic excitations are gapped, a param agnetic

M ottinsulatorwith charge gap butno spin gap results,

thuscalled a spin liquid. O n the otherhand,condensa-

tion oftheboson excitationscausesa coherentquasipar-

ticle peak at zero energy,resulting in a Ferm iliquid in

the low energy lim it.

In the present paper we investigate a doping-control

M ott transition (DCM T) from the spin liquid to the

Ferm iliquid based on the slave-rotor representation of

the Hubbard m odel. W e � nd that the DCM T di� ers

from the BCM T in the respect that the nature ofthe

M ott insulator and the m echanism ofthe M ott transi-

tion are di� erent from each other. Hole doping results

in a nontrivialBerry phaseterm to theboson � eld,lead-

ingtoan e� ectivem agnetic� eld foritsvortex � eld in the

dualform ulation.Itisshown thatthise� ectivem agnetic

� eld inducesacrystallinephaseofdoped holes,coexisting

with the spin liquid. O n the other hand,the param ag-

neticM ottinsulatorathalf� llingisthesam espin liquid,

butwithoutany chargeorders.W earguethatthedoped

spin liquid with chargeorderevolvesintotheFerm iliquid

via a continuousphasetransition.

The present scenario for the DCM T was discussed

before,but based on the boson-only (Hubbard) m odel,

where ferm ionic excitations are ignored[4,5]or decou-

pled to the bosonic excitations[6]in the renorm alization

group (RG )sense. In thispaperwe startfrom the elec-

tron Hubbard m odel,and derivean e� ectivebosonic� eld

theory.Itshould benoted thatthise� ective� eld theory

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0510564v3
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istotally di� erentfrom thatin theboson Hubbard m odel

owing to the presence ofdam ped gauge 
 uctuationsre-

sulting from gapless ferm ion excitations. Although the

Berryphaseplaysthesam eroleinboth doped(boson and

ferm ion)M ottinsulators,nature ofthe M otttransitions

would be di� erent owing to the presence ofdissipative

gauge
 uctuationsin theslave-rotorrepresentation ofthe

electron Hubbard m odel.Perform ingan RG analysis,we

show thatthe dissipative dynam icsofgauge excitations

m akes both the BCM T and the DCM T in the electron

Hubbard m odeldi� erfrom those in the boson Hubbard

m odel. There also exists a previous study considering

ferm ion excitationscoupled tobosonic� elds.[7]However,

this study starts from the quantum dim er m odel, and

considersa valance bond solid instead ofthe spin liquid

with a Ferm isurface. Thus,the ferm ion excitations in

the m odelare gapped (for the s� wave pairing case),

thus ignored in the low energy lim it. W e would like to

em phasize that our crystalline phase is nothing to do

with Cooperpairs,[5,6,7]instead associated with doped

holes.[4]

II. EFFEC T IV E FIELD T H EO R Y FO R T H E

M O T T T R A N SIT IO N

W e derive the slave-rotor representation ofthe Hub-

bard m odelin the path-integralform ulation. W e note

thatFG derived itbased on notonly thecanonicalquan-

tization m ethod but also the path integralform ulation.

However, we argue that our path integral derivation

m ore clearly shows the connection between Hubbard-

Stratonovich (HS)� eldsand rotorvariables.

W e considerthe Hubbard m odelin two dim ensions

H = � t
X

ij�

c
y

i�cj� + U
X

i

n
2

i: (1)

Here t is a hopping integral of electrons, and U the

strength oflocalinteractions.ni =
P

�
c
y

i�
ci� isan elec-

tron density.

A usualm ethodology treating the Hubbard U term is

a HS transform ation.Using thecoherentstaterepresen-

tation and perform ing theHS transform ation,weobtain

the partition function

Z =

Z

D [ci�;’i]exp

h

�

Z

d�

�X

i�

c
�
i�(@� � �)ci�

� t
X

ij�

c
�
i�cj� +

X

i

(
1

4U
’
2

i � i’i

X

�

c
�
i�ci�)

�i

; (2)

where’i isan orderparam eterassociated with a charge

density wave (CDW ),and �,the chem icalpotentialof

electrons. Physically,the ’i � eld corresponds to an ef-

fective electric potential. In the usualm ean-� eld m an-

ner the CDW order param eter is given by � i’i =

2U h
P

�
c�i�ci�i.

Integrating overelectronic excitationsin Eq. (2)and

expandingtheresultinglogarithm icterm forthee� ective

potential’i,onecan obtain an e� ectiveLG W freeenergy

functionalin term softhe CDW orderparam eter’i.As

m entioned in the introduction,it is not clear that this

LG W theoreticalfram ework has the com peting nature

ofquantum conjugatevariablesbecausethereexistsonly

one CDW order param eter. O ne can say that the for-

m ulation Eq.(2)isexact,and thustheLG W fram ework

m ay be a good starting point. However,an im portant

point is how to expand the resulting logarithm ic term .

The expansion should be approxim ately perform ed,and

thusone cannotsay validity ofthe LG W fram ework for

quantum phasetransitions.[8]

It is clear that the m etal-insulator transition is as-

sociated with charge 
 uctuations. O ne way controlling

charge 
 uctuations is to introduce the canonicalconju-

gate variable ofthe charge density. Unfortunately, ’i

is not the canonically conjugate variable ofthe charge

density becauseitisan e� ective electricpotential.

W e considerthe gauge transform ation foran electron

� eld

ci� = e
�i� ifi�: (3)

Here e�i� i is assigned to be an annihilation operatorof

an electron charge,and fi� an annihilation operatorofan

electron spin.In thispaperwecalle�i� i and fi� chargon

and spinon,respectively.

Inserting Eq.(3)into Eq.(2),weobtain

Z =

Z

D [fi�;�i;’i]exp

h

�

Z

d�

�X

i�

f
�
i�(@� � � � i@��i)fi� � t

X

ij�

f
�
i�e

i(�i�� j)fj�

+
X

i

(
1

4U
’
2

i � i’i

X

�

f
�
i�fi�)

�i

: (4)

Perform ing the HS transform ation (1=4U )’2i �!

U L2
i + iLi’i,and shifting ’i into ’i �! ’i� @��i,we

obtain thefollowing expression forthepartition function

Z =

Z

D [fi�;�i;’i;Li]exp

h

�

Z

d�

�X

i�

f
�
i�(@� � �)fi� � t

X

ij�

f
�
i�e

i(�i�� j)fj�

+
X

i

[U L
2

i + iLi(’i� @��i)� i’i

X

�

f
�
i�fi�]

�i

:(5)

Integrating overthe ’i � eld,one � nds Li =
P

�
f
y

i�fi�.

In thisrespectLi correspondsto the density variable of

FG .[1]

Eq. (5)has an interesting structure for the quantum

phasetransition.Firstofall,there isthe com peting na-

ture of canonically conjugate quantum variables. The

�i � eld is canonically conjugate to the charge density

Li =
P

�
f
y

i�fi�,asone can see from the coupling term

� iLi@��ioftheLagrangianderived above.Thesetwoop-

erators satisfy the com m utation relation [�i;Lj]= i�ij,
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and thus the uncertainty relation � Li� �i & 1 works.

Fluctuationsofthe �i � eld correspond to bosoniccollec-

tive excitations,here associated with zero sound m odes

ofaFerm iliquid when itbecom escondensed.[1]Thiscan

bejusti� ed from thefactthatthedispersion ofthe�i� eld

in itscondensed phaseisgiven by thatofsound waves.

The quantity ’i is the CDW order param eter in Eq.

(2). In the form ulation presented in Eq. (5),however,

it transform s as the tim e com ponent of a U(1) gauge

� eld.Underthe U(1)gaugetransform ation forthe m at-

ter � elds,fi� ! ei�ifi� and �i ! �i + �i,the e� ective

potentialshould be transform ed into ’i ! ’i + @��i.

This gauge-� eld aspect ofthe order param eteris intro-

duced dueto them apping ofEq.(3),which involved the

new phasedegreeoffreedom .

Integrating overthe Li � eld,Eq.(5)reads

Z =

Z

D [fi�;�i;’i]e
�
R
d� L

;

L =
X

i�

f
�
i�(@� � � � i’i)fi� � t

X

ij�

f
�
i�e

i(�i�� j)fj�

+
1

4U

X

i

(@��i� ’i)
2
: (6)

Thisexpression isnothingbuttheslave-rotorrepresenta-

tion oftheHubbard m odel,obtained by FG in adi� erent

fashion.[1]ItisclearthattheCDW orderparam eterap-

pears to be the tim e com ponent ofa U(1) gauge � eld.

This can be understood by the fact that physics ofthe

CDW orderparam eterisan e� ective potential.

Thise� ectiveLagrangian should beconsidered to gen-

eralizetheLG W theoreticalfram ework.If
 uctuationsof

the �i � eldsare ignored,the resulting e� ective � eld the-

ory belongsto theLG W fram ework.However,asclearly

dem onstrated by FG ,�i 
 uctuationsare m ainly respon-

sible for the m etal-insulator transition occurring in the

Hubbard m odelat half-� lling. K eeping the �i 
 uctua-

tions,the e� ective � eld theory for the M ott transition

is naturally given by a gauge theory.[9]In this respect

the M otttransition should be viewed beyond the LG W

paradigm .

A standard treatm entofthe hopping term in Eq.(6)

yieldsthe e� ective Lagrangian

Leff = t
X

< ij>

(�ij�
�
ij + �ij�

�
ij)

+
X

i�

f
�
i�(@� � � � i’i)fi�

� t
X

< ij> �

(f
�
i��

�
ijfj� + f

�
j��ijfi�)

+
1

4U

X

i

(@��i� ’i)
2

� t
X

< ij>

(e
i�i�ije

�i� j + e
i�j�

�
ije

�i� i); (7)

where�ij and �ij arespinon and chargon hopping order

param eters,respectively.

A saddle point analysis results in the self-consistent

equations

� i’i = � ih@��ii+ 2U h
X

�

f
�
i�fi�i;

�ij = h
X

�

f
�
i�fj�i; �ij = he

i�je
�i� ii;

h
X

�

f
�
i�fi�i= 1� �; (8)

where� isholeconcentration.

Consideringlow energy 
 uctuationsaround thissaddle

point,one can set �ij = �eiaij,�ij = �eiaij and ’i =

’i+ ai�,where � = jh
P

�
f�i�fj�ijand � = jhei�je�i� iij

aream plitudesofthehopping orderparam eters,and aij
and ai� are spatialand tim e com ponentsofU(1)gauge

� elds. Inserting these into Eq. (7),we � nd an e� ective

U(1)gaugetheory forthe M otttransition

Leff = L0 + Lf + L�;

L0 = 2tN ��;

Lf =
X

i�

f
�
i�(@� � � � i’i� iai�)fi�

� t�
X

< ij> �

(f
�
i�e

�ia ijfj� + h:c:);

L� =
1

4U

X

i

(@��i� ’i� ai�)
2

� 2t�
X

< ij>

cos(�j � �i� aij); (9)

whereN isa totalnum beroflatticesites.Eq.(9)isour

starting pointforthe m etal-insulatortransition.[10]

In this e� ective gauge theory two im portant facts

should betaken into accountsincethey discrim inatethe

DCM T from the BCM T.O ne is an e� ective chem ical

potential�eff = � + i’i in the spinon Lagrangian Lf.

Particle-holesym m etry athalf� lling causesthee� ective

chem icalpotentialto vanish. O n the other hand,away

from half� lling theparticle-holesym m etry isbroken,re-

sulting in a nonzero chem icalpotential.

The other im portant feature is a Berry phase term

arising from the phase-
 uctuation term in the chargon

Lagrangian L�

SB = �
X

i

Z �

0

d�
1

2U
’i@��i

= �
X

i

Z �

0

d�

�
1

2U
h@��ii@��i+ ih

X

�

f
y

i�fi�i@��i

�

:(10)

At half� lling the Berry phase does not play any roles

because tim e reversalsym m etry considered in this pa-

per leads to h@��ii = 0, and the average occupation

num ber ofspinonsis given by h
P

�
f
y

i�fi�i= 1. Insert-

ing thisinto the expression ofBerry phase,one obtains

SB = �
P

i

R�
0
d�i@��i = � 2�i

P

i
qi,where qi is an in-

teger representing an instanton num ber,here a vortex
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charge. Thus, the contribution of Berry phase to the

partition function isnothing becauseofe�S B = 1.Away

from half� lling theBerry phaseaction isobtained to be

SB = � 2�i�
P

i
qi with m odular 2�. This results in a

com plex phasefactorto the partition function,given by

Z =
P

Q
e2�i�QZQ ,whereQ =

P

i
qi isa totalinstanton

num ber,and ZQ ,the partition function for a � xed Q .

The observation ofBerry phase givesthe m otivation for

thispaper.In thispaperweinvestigatehow thee� ectof

Berry phasem akesthe DCM T di� erfrom the BCM T.

III. B A N D W ID T H -C O N T R O L M O T T

T R A N SIT IO N

First,we discuss the BCM T.Zero e� ective chem ical

potentialand noBerryphasee� ectresultin thefollowing

e� ective � eld theory

Lf =
X

i�

f
�
i�(@� � iai�)fi� � t�

X

< ij> �

(f
�
i�e

�ia ijfj� + c:c:);

L� =
1

4U

X

i

(@��i� ai�)
2
� 2t�

X

< ij>

cos(�j � �i� aij):(11)

In the absence ofU(1) gauge 
 uctuations this e� ective

action was intensively studied by FG .[1]For the m ean

� eld treatm entFG utilized largeN generalization ofthe

chargon � eld,and derived the saddle pointequationsin

Eq. (8) at half� lling. They found that there exists a

criticalU=tforchargon condensation.[11]In the case of

U=t> (U=t)c chargonsaregapped,butspinonsarem ass-

less.Existenceofchargegap butnospin gap corresponds

to aspin liquid M ottinsulator.In thespin liquid thereis

no coherentquasiparticle peak atzero energy,and only

incoherenthum p wasfound nearthe energy � U .In the

case ofU=t < (U=t)c condensation ofchargons occurs,

causing a coherent quasiparticle peak at zero energy in

thepresenceofincoherenthum p neartheenergy � U .As

a resulta correlated param agnetic m etalappears. Fur-

therm ore,FG analyzed the saddle pointequationsnear

the M ottcriticalpoint(U=t)c,and obtained m ean � eld

criticalexponents for the charge gap and the quasipar-

ticle weight. They also found that the e� ective m ass

ofquasiparticlesdoesnotdiverge nearthe M ottcritical

pointowing to the spinon dispersion.

However, the m ean � eld analysis of FG should be

checked in the presence ofU(1)gauge 
 uctuationssince

instanton excitationsofU(1)gauge� eldscan causecon-

� nem ent of spinons and chargons, com pletely spoiling

the m ean � eld picture. In two space and one tim e di-

m ensions[(2+ 1)D ]itiswellknown thatstatic charged

m atter � elds are always con� ned owing to instanton

condensation.[12]Forthe m ean � eld picture ofthe spin

liquid and theM otttransition to bephysically m eaning-

fulbeyond the m ean � eld level,the stability ofEq.(11)

should beguaranteed againstinstanton excitationsin the

RG sense.

Recently,the presentauthorexam ined decon� nem ent

of ferm ions in the presence of a Ferm i surface.[13] It

hasbeen argued thatthe ferm ion Lagrangian Lf in Eq.

(11) has a nontrivialcharged � xed point[14,15]as the

quantum electrodynam icsin (2+ 1)D (Q E D 3)without

a Ferm isurface.[16,17]The presentauthorinvestigated

the stability ofthe charged criticalpointagainstinstan-

ton excitations,[13]following the strategy in Ref. [16].

In the presence ofa Ferm isurface the conductivity �f
offerm ions is shown to play the sim ilar role as the 
 a-

vornum berN ofDiracferm ionsin theQ E D 3.[13]Since

the 
 avor num ber ofDirac ferm ions is proportionalto

screening channels for the gauge propagator,large 
 a-

vors weaken gauge 
 uctuations in the Q E D3. In the

sam e way the conductivity offerm ions near the Ferm i

surface determ ines strength ofgauge 
 uctuations. Re-

m arkably,the charged � xed point is found to be stable

againstinstanton excitations when the ferm ion conduc-

tivity issu� ciently large.[13]Thisim pliesthatthe U(1)

gauge� eld can beconsideredtobenoncom pact.Eq.(11)

can be a stable theory againstinstanton excitations. In

thisrespectthe spin liquid state can survivebeyond the

m ean � eld level. But,the spinonsare notfree particles

any m oreowing to long rangegaugeinteractions,result-

ing in an algebraic behaviorofthe spin-spin correlation

function with an anom alouscriticalexponent.[15,18]

TheM otttransition beyond them ean � eld description

ism orecom plex owing to thedissipativenatureofgauge


 uctuations.Integratingoverthespinons,onecan obtain

thee� ectiveaction forthechargonand gauge� eldsin the

continuum lim it

Seff =

Z

d�d
2
r

h
1

4U
(@�� � a�)

2
� 2t� cos(r � � a)

i

+
1

�

X

!n

Z

dqr
1

2
a�(qr;i!n)D

�1
�� (qr;i!n)a�(� qr;� i!n);

(12)

whereD ��(qr;i!n)istherenorm alizedgaugepropagator,

given by

D ��(qr;i!n)=

�

��� �
q�q�

q2

�

D (qr;i!n);

D
�1
(qr;i!n)= D

�1

0
(qr;i!n)+ � (qr;i!n): (13)

Here D
�1

0
(qr;i!n) = (q2r + !2n)=g

2 is the bare propaga-

torofthegauge� eld given by theM axwellgaugeaction,

resulting from integration ofhigh energy 
 uctuationsof

spinons and chargons. g is an internalgauge charge of

the spinon and chargon. � (qr;i!n)isthe self-energy of

thegauge� eld,given by a correlation function ofspinon

charge (num ber) currents. Since the current-current

correlation function is calculated in the noninteracting

ferm ion ensem ble,itsstructureiswellknown[19,20]

� (qr;i!n)= �(qr)j!nj+ �q
2

r: (14)

Here the spinon conductivity �(qr) is given by �(qr) �

k0=qr in the clean lim it while it is �(qr)� �0 = k0lin
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the dirty lim it,where k0 is oforderkF (Ferm im om en-

tum ),and lthe spinon m ean free path determ ined by

disorderscattering. The diam agnetic susceptibility � is

given by � � m
�1

f
,wherem f � (t�)�1 istheband m ass

ofspinons. The frequency part ofthe kernel� (q;i!n)

showsthe dissipative propagation ofthe gauge � eld ow-

ing to particle-holeexcitationsofspinonsneartheFerm i

surface.

Eq. (12) should be a starting point for the BCM T.

In the study of FG [1] U(1) gauge 
 uctuations are ig-

nored,and thus the physicalpicture ofthe M ott tran-

sition should be m odi� ed. In the absence ofU(1)gauge


 uctuationsthe transition fallsinto the XY universality

class. However,long range gauge interactions alter the

XY universality nature into the inverted-XY (IXY)uni-

versality class ifthe Landau dam ping term in Eq. (14)

is ignored,and only the M axwellkinetic energy ofthe

gauge � eld istaken into account.[21]Thism eansthatif

one considers a criticalexponent � associated with the

chargegap � g � jU � Ucj
� with thecriticalvalueUc,the

criticalexponentchangesfrom �X Y oftheXY transition

to �IX Y ofthe IXY transition. Dam ped gauge interac-

tionsareexpected tom odifytheIXY M otttransition.[22]

Perform ing the duality transform ation for the phase

� eld in Eq.(12),we obtain the dualvortex action

Sv =

Z

d�d
2
r

h

j(@� � ic�)� j
2
+ m

2

vj� j
2
+
uv

2
j� j

4

+ U (@ � c)
2

� +
1

4t�
(@ � c)

2

r � ia�(@ � c)�

i

+
1

�

X

!n

Z

dqr
1

2
a�(qr;i!n)D

�1
�� (qr;i!n)a�(� qr;� i!n):

(15)

Here� isa vortex � eld,and c� a vortex gauge� eld.mv
isa vortex m ass,given by m 2

v � (U=t)c � U=t,and uv a

phenom enologically introduced param eterforlocalinter-

actionsbetween vortices. (U=t)c is the criticalstrength

oflocalinteractions,associated with theM otttransition

in the m ean � eld level.

In the dualvortex form ulation the BCM T arisesfrom

controllingthevortexm assasafunction oftheparam eter

U=t.In the caseofm 2
v < 0 (U=t> (U=t)c)condensation

ofvorticesoccurs,resulting in a M ottinsulatorofchar-

gons. In the case ofm 2
v > 0 (U=t < (U=t)c) vortices

are gapped, im plying condensation ofchargons,and a

param agneticm etalresults.

Perform ingtheG aussian integration forthegauge� eld

a�,weobtain the e� ective vortex action

Zv =

Z

D [� ;c�]e
�S v;

Sv =

Z

d�d
2
r

h

j(@� � ic�)� j
2
+ m

2

vj� j
2
+
uv

2
j� j

4

+ U (@ � c)
2

� +
1

4t�
(@ � c)

2

r

i

+

Z

d�d�1d
2
rd

2
r1
1

2
c�(r;�)K��(r� r1;� � �1)c�(r1;�1);

(16)

wheretherenorm alized gaugepropagatorK ��(r� r1;� �

�1)isgiven by in energy-m om entum space

K ��(qr;i!n)=

�

��� �
q�q�

q2

�

K (qr;i!n);

K (qr;i!n)=
q2r + !2n

(q2r + !2n)=g
2 + �(qr)j!nj+ �q2r

�
q2r + !2n

(q2r + !2n)=g
2 + �(qr)j!nj

; (17)

whereg isa rede� ned variableincluding the susceptibil-

ity.In thefollowingweconsiderdirty casescharacterized

by �(qr)= �0.

BeforeweanalyzeEq.(16)byusingan RG m ethod,we

considertwo physicallim its;one is �0 ! 0 correspond-

ing to an insulator ofspinons,and the other,�0 ! 1

identi� ed with a perfectm etalofspinons.In the spinon

insulatorthekernelK (qr;i!n)becom esaconstantvalue,

m aking vortex gauge 
 uctuations (c�) gapped,thus ig-

nored in thelow energy lim it.Thisisbecauselong range

gauge interactions(a�) m ake it m assive the low energy

m ode(G oldstonem ode)represented by thevortex gauge

� eld,appearing at high energies. The usual�4 action

for the vortex � eld is obtained. O n the other hand,in

the perfectspinon m etalgauge 
 uctuationsa� are com -

pletely screened by spinon excitations,causingthekernel

to vanish,and the M axwellgauge action for the vortex

gauge� eld results.Theresultingvortexaction isreduced

to the standard scalar Q ED 3. Varying the spinon con-

ductivity �0,these two lim itswould be connected.

W e perform an RG analysisforEq. (16). Anisotropy

in theM axwellgaugeaction forthevortex gauge� eld is

assum ed to beirrelevant,and only theisotropicM axwell

gauge action is considered by replacing U;1=4t� with

1=(2e2v).Hereev isa vortex charge.In thelim itofsm all

anisotropy the anisotropy wasshown to be irrelevantat

one loop level.[23]To address the quantum criticalbe-

havior at the M ott transition,we introduce the scaling

r= elr0 and � = el�0,[24]and considerthe renorm alized

theory atthe transition pointm 2
v = 0

Sv =

Z

d�
0
d
D �1

r
0
h

Z� j(@
0
� � ievc�)� j

2
+ Zu

uv

2
j� j

4

+
Zc

2
(@

0
� c)

2

i

; (18)
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whereZ� ,Zu and Zc aretherenorm alization factorsde-

� ned by

� = e
�

D � 2

2
l
Z

1

2

�
�r, c� = e

�
D � 2

2
l
Z

1

2

c c�r;

e
2

v = e
�(4�D )l

Z
�1
c e

2

vr, uv = e
�(4�D )l

ZuZ
�2

�
uvr:(19)

In the renorm alized action Eq. (18)the subscriptr im -

plying "renorm alized" isom itted forsim ple notation.

Evaluating the renorm alization factors at one loop

level,the RG equationsareobtained to be

de2v

dl
= (4� D )e

2

v �

�

�N v +
�

�0

�

e
4

v;

duv

dl
= (4� D )uv + h(�0;e

2

v)e
2

vuv

� �(Nv + 4)u
2

v � g(�0;e
2

v)e
4

v: (20)

Here �;�;� are positive num erical constants, and

h(�0;e
2
v);g(�0;e

2
v) are analytic and m onotonically in-

creasing functionsof�0. N v isthe 
 avornum berofthe

vortex � eld,heregiven by Nv = 1.

The � rst RG equation for the vortex charge can be

understood in the following way.Integrating outcritical

vortex 
 uctuations near the criticalpoint m2v � 0,we

obtain the singular contribution for the e� ective gauge

action

Sc =
1

�

X

!n

Z

d
2
qr
1

2
c�(qr;i!n)���(qr;i!n)c�(� q;� i!n);

���(qr;i!n)=

�

��� �
q�q�

q2

�

� (qr;i!n);

� (qr;i!n)=
N v

8

p
q2r + !2n + K (qr;i!n)

�
N v

8

p
q2r + !2n +

q2r + !2n

�0j!nj
:

The � rst term in the kernel� (qr;i!n) results from the

screening e� ectofthe vortex chargevia vortex polariza-

tion,causing the� �N ve
4
v term in theRG equation while

the second originates from that via spinon excitations,

yielding the � (�=�0)e
4
v term . The � rst(4� D )e2v term

denotesthe barescaling dim ension ofthe vortex charge.

Forthesecond RG equation,unfortunately,wedo not

know theexactfunctionalform sofh(�0;e
2
v)and g(�0;e

2
v)

owing to the com plexity ofthe gauge kernel. O wing to

the spinon contribution K (qr;i!n)[Eq.(17)]the kernel

ofthe gaugepropagator(c�)

D c(qr;i!n)=
1

q2r + !2n + e2vK (qr;i!n)

�
�0j!nj

(q2r + !2n)(e
2
v + �0j!nj)

should be utilized instead ofthe M axwellpropagatorin

calculating one loop diagram s.[21,23,25,26]Note the

dependenceofthevortex chargee2v in thee� ectivegauge

propagator. This gives the dependence of the vortex

charge to the analytic functions h(�0;e
2
v)and g(�0;e

2
v).

Although the exactfunctionalform sarenotknown,the

lim iting valuesofthesefunctionsareclearly revealed.In

thelim itof�0 ! 0 thegaugekernelvanishes,thuscaus-

ing h(�0 ! 0;e2v) ! 0 and g(�0 ! 0;e2v) ! 0. In the

sm all�0 lim itthe gaugekernelisgiven by

D c(qr;i!n)�
�0

e2v

j!nj

q2r + !2n
;

thus resulting in h(�0;e
2
v) = ch�0=e

2
v and g(�0;e

2
v) =

cg�
2
0=e

4
v, where ch and cg are positive num ericalcon-

stants. O n the other hand,in the lim itof�0 ! 1 the

gaugekernelisreduced totheM axwelloneD c(qr;i!n)=

1=(q2r + !2n). Thus,h(�0 ! 1 ;e2v) ! c1 and g(�0 !

1 ;e2v)! c2 are obtained,where c1 and c2 are positive

num ericalconstants.[21,25]As a result,Eq. (20)isre-

duced to the RG equation ofthe �4 theory[27]in the

lim itof�0 ! 0

duv

dl
= (4� D )uv � �(Nv + 4)u

2

v;

and thatofthe scalarQ ED 3[21,25]in thelim itof�0 !

1 ,

de2v

dl
= (4� D )e

2

v � �N ve
4

v;

duv

dl
= (4� D )uv + c1e

2

vuv � �(Nv + 4)u
2

v � c2e
4

v:

In the sm all�0 lim itthe RG equations(20)resultin

de2v

dl
= (4� D )e

2

v �

�

�N v +
�

�0

�

e
4

v;

duv

dl
= (4� D )uv + ch�0uv � �(Nv + 4)u

2

v � cg�
2

0:

In the scalarQ ED 3 there isa delicate issue aboutthe

existence ofthe charged � xed point (e�2v 6= 0).[21,23,

26]In this paper we do not touch this issue. Instead

we assum e the existence ofthe charged criticalpointin

the scalarQ ED 3 by controlling the � value. Then,the

charged criticalpoint(e�2v (�0);u
�
v[e

�2
v (�0)])in Eq.(20)is

expected to vary asa function ofthespinon conductivity

in the rangeof

e
�2
v (�0 ! 0)= 0 < e

�2
v (�0)< e

�2
v (�0 ! 1 )= 1=(�N v);

u
�
v[e

�2
v (�0 ! 1 )]< u

�
v[e

�2
v (�0)]< u

�
v[e

�2
v (�0 ! 0)];

wherethe� xed point(e�2v (�0 ! 0);u�v[e
�2
v (�0 ! 0)])cor-

respondsto theIXY onein theoriginalboson m odel[Eq.

(12)],and the � xed point (e�2v (�0 ! 1 );u�v[e
�2
v (�0 !

1 )])coincideswith theXY onein Eq.(12).Thespinon

contribution (�0)connectstheXY � xed pointtotheIXY

onesm oothlyin thechargonaction Eq.(12).[28]Thisim -

pliesthatthecriticalexponentsneartheM otttransition

changecontinuously,dependingon thespinon conductiv-

ity. This would be m easured in som e experim ents. Be-

cause the spinon conductivity depends on disorder,we
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would have som e di� erent criticalpoints by controlling

density ofdisorder,resultingin variouscriticalexponents

between the exponents ofthe XY and IXY transitions.

However,oneinteresting possibility should betaken into

accountthattheglassy behaviorofthechargon � eld can

originate from random potentials. This im portant sub-

jectisundercurrentinvestigation.

IV . D O P IN G -C O N T R O L M O T T T R A N SIT IO N

Next,we investigate the DCM T,described by the ef-

fective � eld theory

Lf =
X

i�

f
�
i�(@� � �eff � iai�)fi�

� t�
X

< ij> �

(f
�
i�e

�ia ijfj� + c:c:);

L� =
1

4U

X

i

(@��i� ai�)
2
� 2t�

X

< ij>

cos(�j � �i� aij)

+ i�(@��i� ai�): (21)

Notethepresenceofthee� ectivechem icalpotentialand

Berryphase.ThisLagrangianisanalyzed byem ployinga

duality transform ation.[5,6]In the dualform ulation the

e� ectofBerry phaseisrepresented ase� ectivem agnetic

� eldsfordualvortex variables.

Followingtheprevioussection,theduality transform a-

tion ofthe chargon Lagrangian resultsin

Lv = j(@� � ic�)� j
2
+ m

2

vj� j
2
+
uv

2
j� j

4
� h(@ � c)�

+ U (@ � c)
2

� +
1

4t�
(@ � c)

2

x; (22)

where the U(1)gauge � eld a� wasignored in the m ean

� eld level.TheBerry phasee� ectisre
 ected asan e� ec-

tive m agnetic � eld h = � 2U � forthe vortex � eld in the

term � h(@� c)�.Rem em bertheexpression ofthevortex

m assm 2
v � (U=t)c� U=t.A cautiousreaderm ay suspect

that the vortex m ass should depend on hole concentra-

tion. From the discussion below Eq. (9)itisim portant

to notethatthee� ectofholedoping appearsonly in the

chem icalpotentialand Berry phaseterm s.Furtherm ore,

athalf� lling Eq.(22)should bedualto thechargon La-

grangian L� in Eq. (11). Thus,the vortex m assshould

depend on only the param eterU=t.

In the dualvortex form ulation the BCM T is driven

by controlling thevortex m ass,asshown in theprevious

section.O n the otherhand,the DCM T isnothing to do

with the vortex m ass. Instead,controlling the e� ective

m agnetic � eld causesthe M otttransition.Thisleadsus

toconsiderthatthenatureoftheDCM T di� ersfrom the

BCM T.

Thepresenceofthee� ectivem agnetic� eld rem indsus

ofa wellknown Hofstadterproblem forvortex � elds.In

the contextofa super
 uid-insulator transition this was

extensively studied in Refs.[5,6].Herewebrie
 y sketch

the procedure and key results. W e � rst investigate the

nature ofa doped M ottinsulating state in a m ean � eld

fashion,i.e.,the absence ofU(1)gauge 
 uctuations a�,

and discussthe DCM T beyond the m ean � eld level.

Following Ref. [5], we consider com m ensurate hole

concentration � = p=q,wherepand qarerelativelyprim e

integers. Under this e� ective m agnetic � eld �,the vor-

tex Lagrangian Eq. (22) has q-fold degenerate m inim a

in the m agnetic Brillouin zone.Low energy 
 uctuations

near the q-fold degenerate vacua are assigned to be 	 l

with l= 0;:::;q� 1.A key question ishow to construct

a LG W free energy functionalin term softhe 	 l � elds.

Constraintsforan e� ectivepotentialof	laresym m etry

propertiesassociated with lattice translationsand rota-

tions in the presence ofthe e� ective m agnetic � elds.[5]

Based on the sym m etry properties one can construct a

LG W free energy functionalof	 l,and perform a stan-

dard m ean � eld analysis.In thisfreeenergy a super
 uid

oforiginalbosons(chargons)isgiven by h	 li= 0 forall

l = 0;:::;q � 1 while a M ott insulator is characterized

by h	 li 6= 0 for at least one l. Although the free en-

ergy functionalhasallsym m etries,theground statecan

besym m etry-broken.In otherwords,theM ottinsulator

can havebroken translationalsym m etries.

To seethis,onecan constructa density waveorderpa-

ram eterby consideringbilinearand gauge-invariantcom -

binationsofthelow energy vortices	 l.Condensation of

	 lleadsto a nonzero valueofthedensity waveorderpa-

ram eter,causing a vortex density wave.A density wave

ofvortices can be interpreted as a crystalline phase of

doped holesin theoriginallanguage.[4,5,6]In appendix

wereview thesim pleq= 2case.Com biningthischargon

physicswith the spinon physics,we can conclude thata

doped M ottinsulatorconsistsofa density waveofchar-

gonsand a spin liquid ofspinonswith aFerm isurface.It

should benoted thatthisdoped M ottinsulatorisdi� er-

entfrom the M ottinsulatorathalf� lling because there

isno chargeorderin theundoped M ottinsulator.

Rem em ber that the crystalline phase ofdoped holes

is nothing to do with the spin liquid in the m ean � eld

level. Integrating out the gapped chargon degrees of

freedom , we obtain the sam e spinon-gauge action for

the doped spin liquid with that for the undoped one

beyond the m ean � eld level. It has been argued that

the spinon-gauge action is a critical� eld theory at the

nontrivial charged � xed point,[13] as discussed in the

previous section. Thus,the spin-spin correlation func-

tion shows a power law behavior with respect to fre-

quency and tem perature.[15,18]O n the otherhand,no

infrared responseforcharge
 uctuationsisexpected ow-

ing to theM ottgap.Instead,thechargeorderwould be

re
 ected in the electron density ofstates as a spatially

m odulated pattern because ofthe translationalsym m e-

try breaking.[29]The electron density ofstates is pro-

portional to the im aginary part of the electron green

function,given by convolution ofthe spinon and char-

gon propagators in the slave-rotor form ulation. Thus,

thespatialinhom ogeneity ofthechargon distribution re-
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sults in the spatially m odulated pattern in the density

ofstates.Becausethereisexcitation gap in the chargon

spectrum ,only incoherenthum p would be shown in the

electron spectralfunction.Thisisanotherdi� erentpoint

from the usualdensity wave.

O ne cautious person m ay suspect the coexistence of

the spin liquid and chargedensity wave(CDW )because

such acom m ensurateCDW can destroythespinon Ferm i

surfacethrough a space-dependente� ectivechem icalpo-

tential,causing the spin liquid to be unstable.However,

wearguethatthespinon Ferm isurfacecan bepreserved

even in thecom m ensurateCDW when theFerm isurface

nesting isnotperfectdueto interaction orfrustration ef-

fects. Considering the low energy vortex excitations	 l

nearthe q-fold degenerate vacua,one can � nd the e� ec-

tivedualaction

Sf =

Z

d�

hX

i�

f
�
i�(@� � � � i’i� iai�)fi�

� t�
X

< ij> �

(f
�
i�e

�ia ijfj� + h:c:)

i

�
1

g2

X

�

cos(@ � a)�;

Sv = � tv

X

< nm > l

	
(l)�
n e

icn m 	
(l)
m + V (j	

(l)
n j)

�
1

e2v

X

�

cos(@ � c)� + i
X

< ��>

a��(@ � c)�: (23)

Herel= 1;:::;qcorrespondstoacolorindexoflow energy

vortex � elds,and V (j	
(l)
n j)isan e� ective vortex poten-

tialdeterm ined by sym m etry properties,wherethecoef-

� cientsare e� ectively doping dependent(see appendix).

Thelastgaugeaction in thespinon sectororiginatesfrom

high energy contributionsofm atter� elds,whereg isan

internalgaugechargeofspinons.

The question is what happens in the Ferm isurface

when vortex condensation occurs, resulting in transla-

tionalsym m etry breaking.Ignoringspinon-gauge
 uctu-

ationsa�� asthe m ean � eld approxim ation,the spinon-

gauge action is com pletely decoupled from the vortex-

gauge action,as discussed before. This indicates that

the Ferm isurfaceisnota� ected by the CDW form ation

in the vortex sector. Now,we allow spinon-gauge exci-

tations. Integrating outai� in the lim itofg ! 1 ,one

obtainsthe constraint

(r � c)i =
X

�

f
y

i�fi�:

W hen the vortices are condensed to cause translational

sym m etry breaking,the above quantity should depend

on positions.Thise� ectcan beintroduced in thespinon

action by allowing a position-dependent e� ective chem -

icalpotential, interpreted as a higher order e� ect due

to gauge 
 uctuations. In this case the com m ensurate

CDW can destroy the Ferm isurface.However,itshould

be noted that this depends on the shape ofthe Ferm i

surface. W hen the perfect nesting ofthe Ferm isurface

doesnotappeardueto interaction orfrustration e� ects,

only partialparts ofthe Ferm isurface would open the

CDW gap,and otherpartsoftheFerm isurface,notcon-

nected by theCDW wavevector,areexpected to rem ain

gapless. This would indeed happen when there is frus-

tration,destroying the Ferm isurface nesting. This ex-

pectation coincides with our ignorance ofspin ordering

becausestrong frustration killsm agnetic ordering.

W e should em phasize thatthe above discussion isap-

plied to the g ! 1 lim it. Since we are considering low

energy 
 uctuations,high energy m atter� eldsshould be

integrated out, resulting in the M axwellgauge action,

the last term in Sf ofEq. (23). Then,the above con-

straintcannotbe used because onecannotintegrateout

ai� directly.In thiscaseofspin-chargeseparation dueto

a � nitevalueofg,theposition-dependentdualm agnetic


 ux isnotdirectly related with thespinon density owing

to thespinon-gauge
 ux.Ifoneutilizesaveragevaluesin

the constraintequation instead ofthe operatoridentity,

the sam e argum ent above can be applied. G enerically,

there should be a gapless Ferm isurface,not connected

by the CDW wave vector,atleastin the frustrated lat-

tice.

The present doped spin liquid is an interesting new

phasein the respectthata conventionalorderdescribed

by the CDW order param eter (in the LG W paradigm )

and an exoticorderassociated with a conserved internal

gauge 
 ux[30,31]coexist. Thisphase isexpected to be

stablebeyond them ean � eld levelbecauseinstanton ex-

citations can be suppressed via spinon excitations near

theFerm isurface,asdiscussed before.A nextim portant

question is which phase this doped spin liquid evolves

into. M ore concretely,when chargon condensation oc-

curs,does the CDW order survive? Rem em ber that in

the BCM T chargon condensation resultsin a Ferm iliq-

uid,wherecondensed chargonsarecon� ned with spinons

to form electrons(quasiparticles).Thiscorrespondsto a

Higgs-con� nem entphase in the contextofgaugetheory,

where the internalgauge 
 ux is not conserved.[30,31]

In theDCM T thechargon condensation also causeselec-

tronic quasiparticles.In thiscase the CDW orderisex-

pected to disappear,thus resulting in the sam e Ferm i

liquid as that in the BCM T. See Eq. (22). Because

we are considering gapped vortex excitations,they can

be ignored in the low energy lim it. Thus,there rem ain

uniform e� ective m agnetic � elds.Thisim pliesthatcon-

densed chargonsarehom ogenously distributed.Asa re-

sulttheCDW orderofchargonsdisappears.Anotherway

tosaythisisthatsincetherearenovortexcharges(owing

to the gap in the vortex excitations)in the Berry phase

term Eq.(10),thee� ectofBerry phasedisappears.This

isanalogousto thecasein thenonlinear� m odelforthe

quantum antiferrom agnet,where the Berry phase e� ect

can be ignored in the antiferrom agneticphase.[30]

Now we discussa critical� eld theory forthe DCM T.

Integratingoverthespinon and gauge(a�)excitationsin

Eq. (23)asperform ed athalf� lling,one can construct
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the following e� ective� eld theory

Seff =

Z

d�d
2
r

hq�1X

l= 0

j(@� � ic�)	 lj
2
+ V (	 l)

� (h � hq)(@ � c)� + U (@ � c)
2

� +
1

4t�
(@ � c)

2

x

i

+

Z

d�d�1d
2
rd

2
r1
1

2
c�(r;�)K��(r� r1;� � �1)c�(r1;�1):

(24)

K �� resultsfrom the anom alouscontribution ofspinon-

gauge 
 uctuationsto vortex-gaugeexcitations,given by

Eq. (17) with a di� erent �0 owing to the chem icalpo-

tential�eff. h = � 2U � isan applied e� ective m agnetic

� eld,and hq = � 2U �q a nearby one with com m ensurate

hole concentration �q = p=q. O ne can estim ate a criti-

cale� ectivem agnetic� eld hc with a given U=t> (U=t)c
by calculating thecondensation energy.Thecriticalhole

concentration �c corresponding to the criticalm agnetic

� eld hc would bedi� erentfrom �q generally.In thiscase

onem ay determ ineam oderatevalueofqnearthecritical

doping�c.Then,thererem ain residuale� ectivem agnetic

� elds h � hq,corresponding to the incom m ensurability

� � �q.

W e propose that Eq. (24) is a starting point for the

DCM T. If the vortex "superconductor" falls into the

type-Iclass,theresidualm agnetic� eld would beexpelled

owing to the dual"M eissner" e� ect.A critical� eld the-

ory forthisM otttransition isexpected to bewithoutthe

residualm agnetic� eld

Seff =

Z

d�d
2
r

hq�1X

l= 0

j(@� � ic�)	 lj
2
+ V (	 l)

+ U (@ � c)
2

� +
1

4t�
(@ � c)

2

x

i

+

Z

d�d�1d
2
rd

2
r1
1

2
c�(r;�)K��(r� r1;� � �1)c�(r1;�1):

(25)

Because the e� ective vortex action depends on q and

V (	 l),it is di� cult to predict criticalvortex dynam ics

forgeneralq values. The q = 1 case correspondsto the

undoped spin liquid,already discussed in the previous

section. In the q = 2 case the e� ective vortex potential

isobtained to be

V ( l)= m
2
(j 0j

2
+ j 1j

2
)+ u4(j 0j

2
+ j 1j

2
)
2

+ v4j 1j
2
j 2j

2
� v8[( 

�
1 2)

4
+ H :c:];

welldiscussed in appendix.Atthe criticalpointm 2 = 0

the last eighth-order term is certainly irrelevant owing

to its high order. Furtherm ore, the cubic anisotropy

term (v4) is wellknown to be irrelevant in the case of

q < qc = 4.[27]As a result,the Heisenberg � xed point

(v�4 = 0 and u�4 6= 0) appears in the absence of vor-

tex gauge
 uctuations.[27]Introducing the vortex gauge

U1SL

CDW
+

2
FL

3U1SL

FL

1

δ

U/t

FIG .1: A schem aticphasediagram in theslave-rotorrepre-

sentation ofthe Hubbard m odel

� eldsattheHeisenberg� xed point,wehavequalitatively

the sam e � xed point with Eq. (16) except the q = 2

vortices.Sincethecharged criticalpointdependson the

spinon conductivity,thecriticalexponentsvaryasafunc-

tion ofthespinon conductivity.Athigherq valueswedo

not understand the nature of the M ott transition ow-

ing to the com plexity ofthe vortex potential.G enerally

speaking, a continuous M ott transition from the U(1)

spin liquid with a com m ensurate density wave order to

the Ferm iliquid ispossible.

O n the other hand,ifthe vortex superconductor be-

longsto thetype-IIclass,theresidualm agnetic� eld can

penetratethesuperconductor,form ing a dualAbrikosov

"vortex"lattice.Thiscorrespondstoan incom m ensurate

M ott insulator,where hole density is � 6= �q.[5]In this

casethenatureoftheM otttransition from theU(1)spin

liquid with an incom m ensuratedensity waveorderto the

Ferm iliquid isnotclearowing to theBerry phasee� ect.

Furtherm ore,theLandau dam ping term should betaken

into accountin thecritical� eld theory asthecaseofthe

BCM T becauseitchangesthenatureoftheM otttransi-

tion.A continuoustransition to theFerm iliquid m ay be

possible in thiscase. A detailed analysisofthisDCM T

isbeyond the scopeofthispaper.

W e propose a phase diagram Fig.1 in the slave-rotor

representation oftheHubbard m odelon twodim ensional

squarelattice.HereU1SL,FL,and CDW representU(1)

spin liquid,Ferm iliquid,and charge density wave,re-

spectively.

The route 1 is the BCM T from U1SL to FL at half

� lling while the route2,thatfrom U1SL + CDW to FL

atcom m ensurate hole concentration. In these cases we

showed critical� eld theories,and discussed natureofthe

continuousphasetransitions.

The route 3 is the DCM T at a � nite U=t. In this

case the critical� eld theory depends on the nature of

thevortexsuperconductor.Natureofthequantum phase

transition from theU1SL with an incom m ensurateCDW

to the FL isnotclearowing to incom m ensurability.
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V . D ISC U SSIO N A N D SU M M A R Y

So far,we considered a zero 
 ux state,and thus ob-

tained theU(1)spin liquid with aFerm isurface.Theuni-

form spin liquidphaseturnsouttobestable(with respect

to the 
 ux phase)in the triangularlattice atthe m ean-

� eld level near the undoped M ott transition point[9].

However,itisim portantto considera � 
 ux phasesince

thisphaseisusually obtained asastablem ean � eld state

in thesquarelatticewithoutfrustration[32].In the� 
 ux

phase low energy spinon excitations are given by Dirac

ferm ions near four nodalpoints. As a result the e� ec-

tive spinon Lagrangian is obtained to be Q E D 3. For

theBCM T athalf� lling thereisno dissipation in gauge


 uctuations. The role ofm assless Dirac ferm ions is to

weaken gauge interactions, resulting from screening of

gaugechargesowing to particle-holepolarization.Thus,

increasing the 
 avornum berN ofDirac ferm ionsin the

1=N approxim ation,the IXY transition is expected to

turn into the XY one[33]. O n the other hand,for the

DCM T there rem ains dissipation in gauge 
 uctuations

owing to a nonzero e� ective chem icalpotential. Thus,

dam ped gauge
 uctuationswould stillplay som e special

rolesin the DCM T.

In thispaperwediscussedhow thedoping-controlM ott

transition di� ers from the bandwidth-controlone based

on the slave-rotorrepresentation ofthe Hubbard m odel.

W e found that the doped M ott insulator consists ofa

crystalline phase ofdoped holes and a U(1) spin liquid

with a Ferm isurfacewhiletheM ottinsulatorathalf� ll-

ing is the U(1) spin liquid without any charge orders.

This originatesfrom the fact that hole doping causes a

Berry phaseterm to thechargon � eld.ThisBerry phase

e� ectresultsin an e� ective m agnetic � eld to the vortex

� eld ofthechargon � eld.In thedualvortex form ulation

we showed that the bandwidth-controlM ott transition

is driven by the sign change ofthe vortex m ass while

the doping-controlone isachieved by the controlofthe

e� ective m agnetic � eld. The presence ofduale� ective

m agnetic � elds leads to translationalsym m etry break-

ing when vortices are condensed. W e argued that this

charge order does notdestroy the spinon Ferm isurface

when thereisstrong frustration,causing theFerm inest-

ing to disappear. Asa result,the spin liquid phase can

rem ain stableto coexistwith thedensity wave.Further-

m ore,we pointed outthat dam ped U(1) gauge 
 uctua-

tions resulting from spinon excitations should be taken

into account for both M ott transitions because the na-

tureoftheM otttransitionsism odi� ed by thedissipative

gauge excitations. Perform ing a renorm alization group

analysis,weshowed thattheM ottcriticalpointdepends

on thespinon conductivity characterizingthestrength of

dissipation. This interesting result leads us to predict

that varying the density ofdisorderwould cause di� er-

ent criticalexponents because disorder determ ines the

conductivity ofspinons.
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*

A P P EN D IX A :M EA N FIELD A N A LY SIS

In this appendix we review a m ean � eld analysis for

the q = 2 case following Refs. [34,35]. Ignoring vortex

gauge 
 uctuations in Eq. (22),we can write down the

vortex action with thee� ectivem agnetic� eld � = 1=2 in

a lattice version

SM =

Z

d�

hX

n

j@��nj
2
�
X

nm

�
y
nt

v
nm �m + V (j� j)

i

;

(A1)

wheren;m labelsitesin theduallattice,and thesign of

thehopping integraltvnm around a plaquetteis� 1 owing

to the � 
 ux background.

The vortex hopping term can be easily diagonalized

in the eigenvectors �0n = (1 +
p
2)� ei�ny and �0n =

ei�nx [(1+
p
2)+ ei�ny ],resultingin twolow energym odes

near the m om entum k = (0;0) and k = (�;0). Then,

thelow energy dynam icsofthissystem can bedescribed

by the low energy vortex � elds 	0n and 	 1n in �n =

	 0n�
0
n + 	 1n�

�
n.

In orderto constructthee� ectivevortex potentialone

can introducethe following two com plex � elds

 0 = 	 0 + i	 1;  1 = 	 0 � i	 1: (A2)

Then,the sym m etry transform ationsaregiven by

Tx : 0 �!  1;  1 �!  0;

Ty : 0 �! i 1;  1 �! � i 0;

R �=2 : 0 �! e
i�=4

 0;  1 �! e
�i�=4

 1;(A3)

whereTx(y) and R �=2 areassociated with latticetransla-

tionsand rotations.TheLG W e� ectivepotentialallowed

by these sym m etry operationsisobtained to be[34]

V ( l)= m
2
(j 0j

2
+ j 1j

2
)+ u4(j 0j

2
+ j 1j

2
)
2

+ v4j 0j
2
j 1j

2
� v8[( 

�
0 1)

4
+ H :c:]; (A4)

where m 2 isan e� ective vortex m ass,u4 a localinterac-

tion,v4 the cubic anisotropy,and v8 breaking the U(1)

phasetransform ation  0(1) ! ei’ 0(1) 0(1).

O ne cautious reader m ay ask how the coe� cients in

the LG W free energy functionalcan be determ ined.Al-

though the sym m etry constraintsrestrictthe functional

form ofthee� ectivepotential,they cannotdeterm inethe

rem aining param etersin thefreeenergy.O urquestion is

whetherthese param etersare doping dependentornot.

Rem em ber that there is no doping dependence in the

originalvortex m assm 2
v in Eq.(15).Itdependson only
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theparam eterU=t.However,thee� ectiveparam etersfor

the low energy vortex � elds should be considered to be

doping dependent. Consider a vortex vacuum resulting

from large e� ective m agnetic � elds� in spite ofm2v < 0

(U=t> (U=t)c),corresponding to chargon condensation.

Decreasingholeconcentration,the
 avornum berqoflow

energy vorticeswould increase. Decreasing hole concen-

tration further,som ecom ponentsofthe low energy vor-

tices are expected to be condensed. In this respect the

coe� cientsin the LG W freeenergy of	 l (or l)can be

considered to depend on holeconcentration e� ectively.

Based on the e� ective vortex potentialEq. (A4),one

can perform a m ean � eld analysis.Condensation ofvor-

tices occurs in the case ofm 2 < 0 and u4 > 0. The

signsofv4 and v8 then determ ine the ground state.For

v4 < 0,both vortices have a nonzero vacuum expecta-

tion valuejh 0ij= jh 1ij6= 0,and theirrelativephaseis

determ ined by the sign ofv8. In the case ofv8 > 0 the

resultingvortex statecorrespondsto thecolum nardim er

order,breaking the rotationaland translationalsym m e-

tries. In the case ofv8 < 0 the resulting phase exhibits

theplaquettepattern,brakingtherotationalsym m etries.

O n theotherhand,ifv4 > 0,theground statesaregiven

by eitherjh 0ij6= 0;jh 1ij= 0 orjh 0ij= 0;jh 1ij6= 0,

and the sign ofv8 is irrelevant. In this case an ordi-

nary charge density wave orderat wave vector (�;�) is

obtained,breaking the translationalsym m etries.
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