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W e reinvestigate the bandw idth-controland doping-controlM ott transitions BCM T andDCM T)
from a spin liquid M <'>:ct Insulator to a Fem i liquid m etalbased on the slave-rotor representation of
the Hubbard m odel,g.] where the M ott transitions are described by softening of bosonic collective
excitations. W e nd that the nature of the lnsulating phase away from half 1ling is di erent from
that ofhalf Iling in the respect that a charge density wave coexists w ith a topological order (spin
liquid) away from half lling because the condensation of vortices generically breaks translational
sym m etry in the presence of "dualm agnetic elds" resulting from hole doping w hile the topological
order rem ains stable ow ing to gapless excitations near the Fem i surface. Perform ing a renom al-
ization group analysis, we discuss the role of dissipative gauge uctuations due to the Fem isurface

in both the BCM T and the DCM T .

PACS numbers: 7110w, 71304 h, 71274+ a, 71.10Fd

I. NTRODUCTION

Landau-G inzburgW ilson (LGW ) paradigm has been
our unigque theoretical fram ew ork for classicalphase tran—
sitions. Starting from an electron Ham itonian, one can
derfvean e ective LGW free energy functionalin term sof
order param eters associated w ith som e sym m etry break—
Ing. The LGW fram ew ork hasbeen also applied to quan—
tum phase transitions by taking tem poral uctuationsof
order param eters into acoount, usually called the H ertz—
M illis theory.igu’]

T here arem odels ofquantum phase transitions, on the
other hand, which m ay defy interpretation in the LGW
paradigm . Consider the super uid-insulator transition
of a boson Hubbard-type m odel. T he boson density )
and its phase ( ) are canonically conjugate, satisfying
the uncertainty relation n & 1, and the com peting
nature ofthe two variables results in the condensation of
one variable or the other, depending on the ratio ofphase
sti nessand the com pressibility. T he quantum conjugate
nature of the variables, satisfying an uncertainty rela—
tion, lies at the heart of the quantum phase transition in
this particular case. It is not obvioushow LGW theory,
w ritten solely in temm s of an order param eter, captures
the Inherent com peting nature of the con jigate variables
driving the quantum phase transition.

A s another exam pl of a quantum phase transition
where an order param eter description is lkely to fail,
we mention the metal to param agnetic nsulator tran—
sition M ott transition) found in the study of the two
din ensionalH ubbard m odel. A s recent dynam icalm ean—

eld theory OMFT) studies show, the transiion is as—
sociated w ith the vanishing of the spectralweight of the
quasiparticle peak, but not w ith any sym m etry breaking

eld, hence the order param eter approach in the LGW
paradigm is not clear to be app]jcab]e.i_ﬂ]

Recently, Florens and Georges (G) reexam ined a
bandw idth-controlM ott transition BCM T ) from a para-
m agnetic M ott insulator of a spin liquid to a correlated
metal of a Femm i liquid at half 1ling in the Hubbard

modeLE:] In order to describe the BCM T they intro—
duced an elegant form ulation based on the slhavexrotor
representation, and Investigated properties of m etallic
and nsulating phases of the m odel. M any of the prop—
erties obtained at them ean— eld levelm atched wellw ith
them ore sophisticated DM FT calculations. B] In this for-

mulation the com peting nature of canonically quantum

conjugate variables naturally appears. W ihin this the-
oretical fram ew ork the M ott transition is understood by
softening of bosonic collective excitations, physically as—
sociated w ith zero-sound m odes In a Fermm iliquid. W hen
these bosonic excitations are gapped, a param agnetic
M ott insulator w ith charge gap but no soin gap resuls,
thus called a spin liquid. O n the other hand, condensa—
tion ofthe boson excitations causes a coherent quasipar-
ticle peak at zero energy, resulting in a Fem i liquid in
the low energy lim it.

In the present paper we nnvestigate a doping-control
M ott transition OCM T) from the spin liguid to the
Fem i Iiquid based on the slaverotor representation of
the Hubbard model. We nd that the DCMT di ers
from the BCM T in the respect that the nature of the
M ott insulator and the m echanism of the M ott transi-
tion are di erent from each other. Hole doping resuls
In a nontrivial Berry phase term to theboson eld, lkead—
ngtoane ectivem agnetic eld foritsvortex eld inthe
dualform ulation. It is shown that thise ectivem agnetic

eld inducesa crystalline phase ofdoped holes, coexisting
w ith the spin liquid. O n the other hand, the param ag—
neticM ott insulatorat half 1ling isthe sam e spin liquid,
but w ithout any charge orders. W e argue that the doped
sodn liquid w ith charge order evolves into the Ferm iliquid
via a continuous phase transition.

The present scenario for the DCM T was discussed
before, but based on the boson-only Hubbard) m odel,
where ferm jonic excitations are Jgnored[4 15 ] or decou-—
pled to the bosonic exczlratjons@ in the renom alization
group RG) sense. In this paper we start from the elec—
tron H ubbard m odel, and derive an e ectivebosonic eld
theory. It should be noted that thise ective eld theory
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istotally di erent from that in the boson H ubbard m odel
ow ing to the presence of dam ped gauge uctuations re—
sulting from gapless ferm ion excitations. A lthough the

B erry phase playsthe sam e role in both doped (poson and

ferm jon) M ott Insulators, nature of the M ott transitions

would be di erent owing to the presence of dissipative
gauge uctuations in the slave-rotor representation ofthe
electron Hubbard m odel. Perform ng an RG analysis, we

show that the dissipative dynam ics of gauge excitations

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

Hubbard m odeldi er from those in the boson Hubbard
model. There also exists a previous study considering

ferm Jon excitations coupled to bosonic e]ds:_['.7] H ow ever,
this study starts from the quantum dim er m odel, and

considers a valance bond solid instead of the spin liquid

with a Fem i surface. Thus, the fermm jon excitations in

the m odel are gapped (for the s wave pairing case),

thus ignored in the low energy lin it. W e would lke to

em phasize that our crystalline phase is nothing to do

w ith C ooper pairs, ﬂ_ﬁ',:_é, ::/:] instead associated w ith doped

ho]es.i_éf]

II. EFFECTIVE FIELD THEORY FOR THE
MOTT TRANSITION

W e derive the slaverotor representation of the Hub-
bard m odel in the path-integral form ulation. W e note
that FG derived it based on not only the canonicalquan—
tization m ethod but also the path integral form ulation.
However, we argue that our path integral derivation
more clarly shows the connection between Hubbard-
Stratonovich HS) elds and rotor variables.

W e consider the H ubbard m odel in two din ensions
X X
dc +U  ni: @)

1

H= t

ij i

Here t is a hopping integral of eJSctrons, and U the
strength of local interactions. n; = cd ¢ isan elec-
tron density.

A usualm ethodology treating the Hubbard U tem is
a HS transform ation. U sing the coherent state represen—
tation and perform ing the H S transform ation, we obtain
the partition finction
Z h 2

D g ;' ilexp d

X
7 = G @ )Ci
X X 1 X i
t .oy 2y
- G G . (4U i
ij i
where ’ ; is an order param eter associated w ith a charge
density wave (CDW ), and , the chem ical potential of
electrons. Physically, the ' ; eld corresponds to an ef-
fective electric potential. In the usualm ean— eld m an—
nerE;he CDW order param eter is given by
20h ¢ ¢ i.
Integrating over electronic excitations n Eq. (2) and
expanding the resuting logarithm ictem forthee ective

L A—
i, =

potential’ ;, onecan obtain ane ective LGW free energy
functional in term s ofthe CDW orderparameter’ ;. As
m entioned in the introduction, it is not clear that this
LGW theoretical fram ework has the com peting nature
of quantum con jugate variables because there exists only
one CDW order param eter. One can say that the for-
mulation Eq. 2) isexact, and thusthe LGW fram ew ork
may be a good starting point. However, an im portant
point is how to expand the resulting logarithm ic tem .
T he expansion should be approxin ately perform ed, and
thus one cannot say validity of the LGW fram ew ork for
quantum phase transitions.§]

Tt is clear that the m etakinsulator transition is as—
sociated w ith charge uctuations. One way controlling
charge uctuations is to introduce the canonical conji—
gate variable of the charge density. Unfortunately, ' ;
is not the canonically conjigate variable of the charge
density because it isan e ective electric potential.

W e consider the gauge transform ation for an electron

eld

G =elif;: ®3)

Here e ! ¢ is assigned to be an annihilation operator of
an electron charge, and f; an annihilation operator ofan
electron spin. In thispaperwe calle ! i and f; chargon
and spinon, respectively.

Inserting Eq. (3) into Eq. 2), we obtain

Z h Z
Z= DI ; i i]lexp d
X X
£ @ R f; ot £ el VEy
i i
X 1 X 1
+  —='7 i £ f) @)
4U

i

Perform ing the HS transm ation (1=4U)"% !

UL§+ iLi" i, and shifting " ;s Into 7y ! '3y @ i, we
obtain the follow Ing expression for the partition fiinction
Z h %
Z = DIfi;i;"iiLilexp d
X X ,
£ @ £t £ et Iy
i ij
X 5 X 1
+ UL{+ iL;("; @ ) i £ 551 :0)
i
P
Integrating overthe ' ; eld, one ndsL= £ £

In this respect L; corresponds to the density variable of
FG .{u]

Eg. (5) has an interesting structure for the quantum
phase transition. F irst of all, there is the com peting na—
ture of canonically conjigate quantum variables. The

i ek]g is canonically conjigate to the charge density
L;= f.ly f; , as one can see from the coupling tem

i,;@ ; ofthe Lagrangian derived above. T hese tw o op—

erators satisfy the commutation relation [ i;L4]1= 1 i,



and thus the uncertainty relation L; ; & 1 works.
Fluctuations ofthe ; eld corresoond to bosonic collec—
tive excitations, here associated w ith zero sound m odes
ofa Fem iliquid when it becom es oondensed.il_;'] Thiscan
be justi ed from the fact that the dispersion ofthe ; eld
In is condensed phase is given by that of sound w aves.

The quantity ’; isthe CDW order param eter iIn Eq.
(2). In the formulation presented n Eg. (5), however,
it transform s as the tim e com ponent of a U (1) gauge

eld. Under the U (1) gauge transform ation for the m at—
ter eds, § ! e'ify and ;! i+ i, thee ective
potential should be transformed into 7; ! ’';+ @ ;.
This gauge- eld aspect of the order param eter is Intro—
duced due to them apping ofEq. (3), which nvolved the
new phase degree of freedom .

Integrating overthe L; eld, Eq. (5) reads
Z
oL

Z= DI ;' ik i

X X
L= £ @ of ot £ ettt

i i3

1 X 5

+E @ i 7y (6)

1
T his expression is nothing but the slave—rotor representa-—
tion ofthe Hubbard m odel, obtained by FG In adi erent
fashion .E:] Tt is clear that the CDW order param eter ap—
pears to be the tin e com ponent of a U (1) gauge eld.
T his can be understood by the fact that physics of the
CDW order param eter is an e ective potential.

Thise ective Lagrangian should be considered to gen—
eralizethe LGW theoretical fram ework. If uctuationsof
the ; eldsare ignored, the resultinge ective eld the-
ory belongs to the LGW fram ework. H owever, as clearly
dem onstrated by FG, ; uctuationsarem ainly respon—
sble for the m etalinsulator transition occurring in the
Hubbard m odel at half- Iling. Keeping the ; uctua—
tions, the e ective eld theory for the M ott transition
is naturally given by a gauge theory.@] In this respect
the M ott transition should be viewed beyond the LGW
paradigm .

A standard treatm ent of the hopping term in Eqg. (6)
yields the e ective Lagrangian

X
Leer = t (i3 551 43 13)
< ij>
X
+ £, @ i) f;
i
X
t (€ 5f5 + £ ufi)
< ij>
1 X
o @ ")
1
X . . . .
t " ye i+t ed et (7
<ij>
where j; and ;i are spinon and chargon hopping order

param eters, respectively.

A saddle point analysis results in the selfconsistent
equations

X
f_i= i@ i+ 2Uh fi £ i;
j_j=h fi fj i; ij=l‘ElJelli;
X
h £ fi=1 ; 8)

where ishole concentration.

Considering Iow energy uctuationsaround this saddle
point, one can set 45 & elds, 5= &au and ' ; =
7,+ a ,where = Hh f; f3 ijand = jeie® iij
are am plitudes of the hopping order param eters, and ajj
and a; are spatial and tin e com ponents of U (1) gauge

elds. Inserting these nto Eq. (7), we nd an e ective
U (1) gauge theory for the M ott transition

Lese = Lo+ Let+ L

Lo = 2N ’
X
Le= £, @ i, day )
X ,
t (£, e ®HEy + hxy;
< ij>
1 X )
ZE ‘ @ 3 7y ai)
1
X
2t cos( 35 i aij); )

< ij>

whereN is a totalnum ber of lattice sites. Eq. (9) isour
starting point for the m etalinsulator transition . {10]

In this e ective gauge theory two Inportant facts
should be taken into acocount since they discrim inate the
DCMT from the BCMT.One is an e ective chem ical
potential <f¢ = + I; In the spinon Lagrangian L¢.
Particle-hole symm etry at half 1ling causesthe e ective
chem ical potential to vanish. On the other hand, away
from half 1ling the particle-hole symm etry isbroken, re-
sulting in a nonzero chem icalpotential.

The other in portant feature is a Berry phase tem
arising from the phase— uctuation temm in the chargon

Lagrangian L

X 2 1
SB = d _Ti@ i
;0 20
Z
X 1 , R
= d El"@ ;i@ 1+ ih 7 f; i@ 410)

;0
At half 1ling the Berry phase does not play any roles
because tin e reversal sym m etry considered in this pa—
per leads to ha 0, and the average occupation
number of spinons isgiven by h ~ £] f; i= 1. hsert—
ing this j]:_ptoRthe expression of BPeJ:Iy phase, one obtains
Sg = ;i od @ 3= 21 ,qgq,whereq isan In-
teger representing an instanton num ber, here a vortex

il =



charge. Thus, the contribution of Berry phase to the

partition fiinction is nothing because ofe 5® = 1.Away

from half ]J'pg the Berry phase action is obtained to be
Sy = 2 1 ,q wihmodular2 . Thisresultsin a

com pt;lex phase ﬁctor to the pag:i:on function, given by

7 = Qe2 197,,whereQ = g isa total instanton

number, and Zg , the partition function fora xed Q.
T he observation of B erry phase gives the m otivation for

this paper. In this paper we investigate how thee ectof
Berry phasemakesthe DCM T di er from the BCM T .

III. BANDW IDTH-CONTROLMOTT
TRANSITION

F irst, we discuss the BCM T . Zero e ective chem ical
potentialand no Berry phasee ect resul in the follow ing

R ecently, the present author exam ined decon nem ent
of ferm ions in the presence of a Fem i surface. ll3
has been argued that the ferm ion Lagrangjan Lg In Eqg.
(11) has a nontrivial charged xed poznt[l#l,. 16] as the
quantum e]ecl:todynam icsin 2+ 1)D QED 3) without
a Fem isurface. llG, .17] T he present author investigated
the stability ofthe charged critical point against instan—
ton exc:tanns,[l3 ©llow ing the strategy in Ref. Il6]
In the presence of a Fem i surface the conductivity ¢
of farm ions is shown to play the sin ilar roke as the a-—
vornumber N ofD irac ferm ionsin the QED 3 .t_l-g] Since
the avor number of D irac ferm ions is proportional to
screening channels for the gauge propagator, large a-—
vors weaken gauge uctuations in the QED3. In the
sam e way the conductiviy of ferm ions near the Fermm i
surface determm ines strength of gauge uctuations. Re—
m arkably, the charged xed point is found to be stable
against instanton excitations when the ferm ion conduc-

e ective el theory tivity issu ciently large. fl3]ThJsmp]Jes that the U (1)
X _ X o gauge eld can be considered tobe noncom pact. Eqg. (11)
Le= £ @ das)fs ot (£; e 7 f; + cxican be a stable theory against instanton excitations. T
i < <>i<j> this J:espect the spin liquid state can survive beyond the
1 eld level. But, the spinons are not free particles
L=-— @ ; a)P 2t  ocos(y i aydl)l oo ® P
4U . any m ore ow Ing to long range gauge interactions, result—
i ij

In the absence of U (1) gauge uctuations this e ective
action was intensively studied by FG .i_]:] For the m ean

eld treatm ent FG utilized large N generalization of the
chargon eld, and derived the saddl point equations in
Eg. () at half ling. They fund that there exists a
critical U=t for chargon condensation @i-] In the case of
U=t> U=t). chargonsare gapped, but spinonsarem ass—
Jess. E xistence of charge gap but no spin gap corresponds
to a son liquid M ott lnsulator. In the soin liquid there is
no coherent quasiparticle peak at zero energy, and only
Incoherent hum p was found near the energy U . In the
case of U=t < (U=t). condensation of chargons occurs,
causing a coherent quasiparticle peak at zero energy In
the presence of ncoherent hum p neartheenergy U .As
a result a correlated param agnetic m etal appears. Fur-
them ore, FG analyzed the saddl point equations near
the M ott critical point (U=t)., and ocbtaned mean eld
critical exponents for the charge gap and the quasipar—
ticle weight. They also found that the e ective m ass
of quasiparticles does not diverge near the M ott critical
point ow Ing to the soinon dispersion.

However, the mean eld analysis of FG should be
checked In the presence 0ofU (1) gauge uctuations sihoce
Instanton excitations ofU (1) gauge elds can cause con-—

nem ent of spinons and chargons, com pltely spoiling
the mean eld picture. In two space and one time di-
mensions [(2+ 1)D ] i iswellknown that static charged
matter elds are always con ned owing to instanton
oondensatjon.[iz_i] Forthemean eld picture ofthe spin
liquid and the M ott transition to be physically m eaning—
fulbeyond themean eld kevel, the stability ofEqg. (11)
should be guaranteed against Instanton excitations in the
RG sense.

ing in an algebraic behavior of the spin-spin oor:ce]atjon
function w ith an anom alous critical exponent. [15, .18]
TheM ott transition beyond them ean eld description
ism ore com plex ow ing to the dissipative nature of gauge
uctuations. Integrating overthe spinons, one can obtain
thee ective action forthe chargon and gauge eldsin the
continuum Im it
Z h i

1 2
Seff = d dr — @ a) 2t ocos(r a)
4U
1X 1 : ] . )
= dqcaa @ii'n)D © (@iiln)a (a7 iln);
12)
whereD  (g;1!,) isthe renom alized gauge propagator,
given by
. qd9q
D (qc;l!n): ? D (qcll n)l
D " (@iila) =D, @iila)+ (@iiln): (3)
HereD,' (q;iln) = &+ !2)=¢ is the bare propaga—

tor ofthe gauge eld given by the M axwellgauge action,
resulting from integration ofhigh energy uctuations of
soinons and chargons. g is an intemal gauge charge of
the spinon and chargon. (g;1i!,) is the selfenergy of
the gauge eld, given by a correlation fiinction of spinon
charge (umber) currents. Since the currentcurrent

correlation function is calculated in the noninteracting

form jon ensem ble, its structure is well known [19, 1201

@iiln)= @3adt L= (14)
Here the spinon conductivity (g) is given by ()
ko=¢ In the clean lin it while i is () 0= koldn



the dirty lim it, where kg is of order ky (Fem im om en—
tum ), and 1 the soinon mean free path determ ined by
disorder scattering. T he diam agnetic susceptibility is

given by mfl,wheremf (c ) ! istheband m ass
of spinons. The frequency part of the kemel (g;i!y)
show s the dissipative propagation of the gauge eld ow—

Ing to particle-hol excitations of spinons near the Ferm i
surface.

Eg. (2) should be a starting point for the BCM T .
In the study of FG 'E:] U (1) gauge uctuations are ig—
nored, and thus the physical picture of the M ott tran—
sition should bemodi ed. In the absence 0fU (1) gauge

uctuations the transition falls nto the XY universality
class. However, long range gauge interactions alter the
XY universality nature into the nvertedXY (IXY) uni-
versality class if the Landau dam ping term in Eq. (14)
is ignored, and only the M axwell kinetic energy of the
gauge eld is taken into acoount:_B_i] This m eans that if
one considers a critical exponent  associated with the
chargegap ¢ J U.Jj with the crdticalvalue U, the
critical exponent changes from y y ofthe XY transition
to 1xy ofthe XY transition. D am ped gauge Interac-
tions are expected tom odify the IXY M ott transition [_222]

Perform ing the duality transform ation for the phase
ed in Eq. (12), we obtain the dualvortex action

Uy |,
ic) §+m?2j ﬁ+73§

1
dgza (g iila)D Vgsita)a (g o iln):

15)

Here isavortex eld,and c avortex gauge eld.m,
isavortexmass, given bym2  (U=t). U=t,and u, a
phenom enologically introduced param eter for local inter—
actions between vortices. ({U=t). is the critical strength
of Jocal nteractions, associated w ith the M ott transition
In themean eld level

In the dualvortex form ulation the BCM T arises from
controlling the vortex m assasa function ofthe param eter
U=t. In thecaseofmZ < 0 U=t> U=t).) condensation
of vortices occurs, resulting in a M ott insulator of char-
gons. Th the case of m?2 > 0 (U=t < [U=t).) vortices
are gapped, In plying condensation of chargons, and a
param agnetic m etal resuls.

P erform ing the G aussian integration forthe gauge eld

a ,we obtain the e ective vortex action

z
Z,= D[ iclk?®";
Z h
Sy= d dr i@ ic) ﬁ+m§jﬁ+u—zvjﬁ
2 1 Zi
+UE O+ @ o

1
+ d dldzrd2r1§C G K @ n; 1)c @i 1)i

(1e)
w here the renom alized gauge propagatorK  (r 1y;
1) isgiven by in energy-m om entum space
K (@iiln) = o K it
+ 12
K (@;ila) = 2 ;ﬁ - ; ;
@+ 12)=g*+ @)ini+t &£
+ 12
20‘5_ i a7
@+ 1)+ @)inJ

where § is a rede ned variabl including the susceptbil-
iy. In the follow Ing w e consider dirty cases characterized
by @)= o-.

BeforeweanalyzeEq. (16) by usingan RG m ethod,we
consider two physical lim its; one is ¢ ! 0 correspond-
Ing to an insulator of spinons, and the other, o ! 1
denti ed with a perfect m etal of spinons. In the soinon
Insulatorthe kemelK (.;1!,) becom esa constant value,
m aking vortex gauge uctuations (c) gapped, thus ig-
nored In the low energy lim it. T his isbecause long range
gauge Interactions (@ ) m ake it m assive the low energy
m ode (G oldstonem ode) represented by the vortex gauge

eld, appearing at high energies. The usual ? action
for the vortex eld is obtained. On the other hand, in
the perfect spinon m etalgauge uctuationsa are com —
pletely screened by spinon excitations, causing the kemel
to vanish, and the M axwell gauge action for the vortex
gauge eld results. T he resulting vortex action is reduced
to the standard scalar QED 3. Varying the soinon con—
ductivity o, these two lin its would be connected.

W e perform an RG analysis for Eq. (16). Anisotropy
n the M axwell gauge action for the vortex gauge eld is
assum ed to be irrelevant, and only the isotropic M axwell
gauge action is considered by replacing U;1=4t wih
1=(2€?). Here e, isa vortex charge. In the lim i of sm all
anisotropy the anisotropy was shown to be irrelevant at
one loop ]eveLI_ZQ‘] To address the quantum critical be-
havior at the M ott UElns:irjon, we Introduce the scaling
r=er’and = & %P4]and consider the renom alized
theory at the transition pointm 2 = 0

zZ h
d°%P 10y j(@o
i
o)? ;

S, = ie,c ) ﬁ+zuu—2Vj 3

18)



whereZ2 ,Z, and Z. are the renom alization factors de—
ned by
D 2 1 D 2 1
=e 727 _,c=e 7 2Zcy;
e\2,=e(4D)l 1ef,r, uy=e @0z 7 ?2u,ad9)

In the renom alized action Eq. (18) the subscript r in -
plying "renom alized" is om ited for sin ple notation.

Evaliating the renom alization factors at one loop
level, the RG equations are obtained to be

del 2 4

—= @4 D N, + — ;

ETRR ;v

W @ Dyuy+ h( i)

—Q= = Uy 7 Uy

al 07/& )&

Ny + 4ul gl ojel)el: 20)

Here ; ; are positive num erical constants, and

h( 9;€2);9( ¢;€}) are analytic and m onotonically in-
creasing functions of . N, isthe avor num ber of the
vortex eld, heregiven by N, = 1.

The 1rst RG egquation for the vortex charge can be
understood in the follow Ing way. Integrating out critical
vortex uctuations near the critical point mf, 0, we
obtain the singular contrbution for the e ective gauge
action

7
1X , 1 . . .
Se= — dqcéc @iiln)  @iiln)e (@ iln);
, q ,
@iiln) = = @iiln)i
N,
(q,l'n)—? E+ 12+ K (Giila)
PEr izt
]n]
The rsttem in the kemel (gi!,) results from the

screening e ect of the vortex charge via vortex polariza—
tion, causihgthe Nye! term i theRG equation whik
the second origihates from that via spinon excitations,
yielding the ( =o)e} temn. The rst 4 D )& tem
denotes the bare scaling din ension of the vortex charge.

For the second RG equation, unfortunately, we do not
know the exact finctional omm sofh ( ¢;e2) and g( o;€2)
ow ing to the com plexity of the gauge kemel. Ow Ing to
the spinon contrbution K (g.;i!y) Eqg. (17)] the kemel
of the gauge propagator (c )

1
.11 =
c@illn) R+ 12+ &K (giiln)
Oj!nj
@+ ')+ odad

should be utilized instead of the M axw ell propagator in
calculating one loop diagram s.@-]_:, :_23, :_2-§‘|, :_2-§] N ote the
dependence of the vortex charge ef, in thee ective gauge
propagator. This gives the dependence of the vortex

charge to the analytic finctions h ( ;e2) and g( ¢;€f).
A lthough the exact fiinctional form s are not known, the
Iim iting values of these fiinctions are clearly revealed. In
the lim it of ¢ ! O the gauge kemel vanishes, thus caus—
ngh(o! 0;€2)! Oandg(, ! 0;&)! 0. In the
an all ( lin it the gauge kemel is given by

0 j!nj

Eg+ 12’

thus resulting .n h( g;€f) = &, o= and g( ¢;€) =
¢y 2=e?, where g, and ¢, are positive num erical con—
stants. On the other hand, in the Iimit of o ! 1 the
gauge kemel is reduced to theM axwelloneD . (G.;1! ) =
1=(q§+ '2). Thus,h(o ! 1;el) ! c andg(g !
1 ev) o, are obtained, where ¢ and ¢, are posjtjye
num erical constants. @]J QS]Asa resul, Eq. (20)
duced to the RG equation of the * theoryR1] in the
Imiof ! O

Dc@iiln)

duV
= (4 D)uy

.+ Hu?
a1 W+ Auy

and that of the scalar QED 3 1, 25] in the lin it of o !
1,

del 2 4

—= @4 D N ;

a1 ( )ev vey

d

% = @4 D)uyt clef,uv Ny + 4)u? czeé:

In the snall o lin i the RG equations (20) result n

deg 2 4
—= @4 D Ny, + — ;
a < , &
duy 2 2
—dl = @4 D)uyt+ o ouy Ny + du;, g ;-

In the scalar QED 3 there is a delicate issue about the
existence of the charged xed point €2 6 0).R1, 23,
:_2-6] In this paper we do not touch this issue. Instead
we assum e the existence of the charged critical point in
the scalar QED 3 by oontro]]jng the va]ue. T hen, the
charged criticalpoint (€, ( o);u, Eev ) nEqg. (20) is
expected to vary asa ﬁmctjon ofthe spJnon conductivity
In the range of

e’(o! 0)=0<e’(o)<e’(o! 1)=1=(Ny);
u, k(0! 1)1<u,k,*( 0)<ukev(o.

wherethe xedpoint €2( o ! 0)u,k?(o ! 0)]) cor
regoonds to the IXY one in the originalboson m odel Eg.

(12)], and the =xed point ©%( o ! 1 )u,k,?( o
1 )]) concidesw ith the XY one n Eq. (12). The soinon
contrbution ( ¢) connectstheXY xedpointtothe XY

one am oothly in the chargon action Eq. (12) f_2-§'] Thisin -
plies that the critical exponents near the M ott transition
change continuously, depending on the spinon conductiv—
iy. This would be m easured in som e experin ents. Be-
cause the spinon conductivity depends on disorder, we



would have som e di erent critical points by controlling
density ofdisorder, resulting in various critical exponents
between the exponents of the XY and IXY transitions.
H ow ever, one interesting possibility should be taken into
acoount that the glassy behavior ofthe chargon eld can
originate from random potentials. This in portant sub-
“Bct is under current investigation.

IV. DOPINGCONTROLMOTT TRANSITION

N ext, we Investigate the DCM T, described by the ef-
fective eld theory

X
Le= £, @ eff 123 )L
Xi )
t (£ e ®YE + cey);
< ij>
1 X 5 X
vy | @ ;i ai) 2t ) cos( 5 i aij)
1 < 1)>
+1i @ ;1 a;i): (1)

N ote the presence ofthe e ective chem icalpotentialand
Berry phase. T hisLagrangian isanalyzed by em ploying a
duality transform ation .E, :§] In the dual form ulation the
e ect ofBerry phase is represented ase ective m agnetic
elds for dualvortex variables.
Follow ing the previous section, the duality transform a—
tion of the chargon Lagrangian resuls in

Ly

=@ i) F+mi3 e 239 he o

+tU@ o+ L @ o; ©2)
4t !
where the U (1) gauge eld a was ignored In the m ean
eld level. TheBerry phasce ectisre ectedasane ec-

tive magnetic eldh= 2U forthe vortex eld in the
temm  h (@ c) .Remember the expression ofthe vortex
massm?Z (U=t). U=t.A cautious readerm ay suspect
that the vortex m ass should depend on hole concentra—
tion. From the discussion below Eqg. (9) it is In portant
to note that the e ect ofhole doping appearsonly in the
chem icalpotential and B erry phase tem s. Furthem ore,
athalf IlngEqg. 2) should be dualto the chargon La—
grangian L. in Eqg. (11). Thus, the vortex m ass should
depend on only the param eter U=t.

In the dual vortex formulation the BCM T is driven
by controlling the vortex m ass, as shown in the previous
section. O n the other hand, the DCM T is nothing to do
w ith the vortex m ass. Instead, controlling the e ective
m agnetic eld causes the M ott transition. T his leads us
to consider that the nature ofthe DCM T di ers from the
BCMT.

The presence ofthee ectivem agnetic eld rem indsus
ofa wellknown H ofstadter problem for vortex elds. In
the context of a super uid-nsulator transition this was
extensively studied :n Refs. [, 4]. Herewebrie y sketch

the procedure and key results. W e rst investigate the
nature of a doped M ott Insulating state n amean eld
fashion, ie., the absence 0of U (1) gauge uctuations a,
and discussthe DCM T beyond themean eld lkevel

Follow ing Ref. Ej], we consider comm ensurate hole
concentration = p=qg, wherep and qare relatively prin e
Integers. Under this e ective m agnetic eld , the vor-
tex Lagrangian Eqg. (22) has gfold degenerate m Inin a
In the m agnetic Brillouin zone. Low energy uctuations
near the g-fold degenerate vacua are assigned to be
wih 1= 0;:539 1.A key question is how to construct
a LGW free energy functional n tem s ofthe ; elds.
Constraints oran e ective potentialof ; are symm etry
properties associated w ith lattice translations and rota—
tions in the presence of the e ective m agnetic e]ds'_.:[':')]
Based on the symm etry properties one can construct a
LGW free energy functionalof 1, and perform a stan—
dardmean eld analysis. In this free energy a super uid
of origihalbosons (chargons) isgiven by h 1i= 0 forall
1= 0;:39g 1 whilke a M ott Insulator is characterized
by h 116 0 for at least one 1. A though the free en—
ergy functionalhas all sym m etries, the ground state can
be sym m etry-broken. In other words, the M ott Insulator
can have broken translational sym m etries.

To see this, one can construct a densiy wave order pa—
ram eterby considering bilinear and gauge-invariant com —
binations of the low energy vortices ;. Condensation of

1 leads to a nonzero value of the density wave order pa—
ram eter, causing a vortex density wave. A densiy wave
of vortices can be interpreted as a crystalline phase of
doped holes in the or:igjnal]anguage.f_él, "t_i, rg;] In appendix
we review the sin ple g= 2 case. Com bining this chargon
physics w ith the spinon physics, we can conclude that a
doped M ott nsulator consists of a density wave of char-
gonsand a spin liquid of spinonsw ith a Ferm isurface. Tt
should be noted that this doped M ott nsulator isdi er—
ent from the M ott insulator at half 1ling because there
isno charge order in the undoped M ott insulator.

Rem em ber that the crystalline phase of doped holes
is nothing to do wih the spin liquid In the mean eld
kvel. 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 mean eld level. It has been argued that
the spinon-gauge action is a critical eld theory at the
nontrivial charged xed pojnt,:_[l_'B] 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.l}g;, :_lé] O n the other hand, no
Infrared response for charge uctuations is expected ow —
Ing to the M otk gap. Instead, the charge order would be
re ected In the electron density of states as a spatially
m odulated pattem because of the transhtional symm e-
try breakjng.@-g'] T he electron densiy of states is pro—
portional to the im agihary part of the electron green
function, given by convolution of the spinon and char-
gon propagators in the slaverotor form ulation. Thus,
the spatial nhom ogeneiy ofthe chargon distribution re—



sults in the spatially m odulated pattem in the densiy
of states. Because there is excitation gap in the chargon
spectrum , only incoherent hum p would be shown iIn the
electron spectral function. T his isanotherdi erentpoint
from the usualdensity wave.

O ne cautious person may suspect the coexistence of
the spin liquid and charge density wave (CDW ) because
such a comm ensurate CDW can destroy the spinon Ferm i
surface through a spacedependent e ective chem icalpo-
tential, causing the soin liquid to be unstable. H ow ever,
we argue that the spinon Fem isurface can be preserved
even In the comm ensurate CDW when the Fem isurface
nesting is not perfect due to interaction or frustration ef-
fects. Considering the low energy vortex excitations
near the gfold degenerate vacua, one can nd thee ec-
tive dual action

Z hx
S¢ = d £, @ i, das )f
i .
X , i 1x
t (f; e ®9f5 +he) — cos@ a) ;
<ij> d
Sy = t I(]l) gitnn (1) +V (3 r(11)3)
<nm>1
1 X X
— cos@ o + i a @ o 23)
< < s

Herel= 1;:;goorregoondsto a color index of low energy
vortex elds, and V (J r(,l) J isan e ective vortex poten—
tial determm ined by sym m etry properties, w here the coef-

cients are e ectively doping dependent (see appendix).
T he last gauge action in the spinon sector origihates from
high energy contrbutions ofm atter elds, where g is an
Intemal gauge charge of spinons.

The question is what happens in the Fem i surface
when vortex condensation occurs, resulting in transh-
tionalsym m etry breaking. Ignoring spinon-gauge uctu-—
ationsa asthemean eld approxin ation, the soinon—
gauge action is com plktely decoupled from the vortex—
gauge action, as discussed before. This Indicates that
the Fem isurface isnota ected by the CDW fom ation
In the vortex sector. Now, we allow spihon-gauge exci-
tations. Integrating out a; In the Iimit ofg ! 1 , one
obtains the constraint

W hen the vortices are condensed to cause translational
symm etry breaking, the above quantity should depend

on positions. Thise ect can be Introduced in the spinon
action by allow ing a position-dependent e ective chem -
ical potential, Interpreted as a higher order e ect due
to gauge uctuations. In this case the comm ensurate
CDW can destroy the Fem isurface. However, it should

be noted that this depends on the shape of the Ferm i
surface. W hen the perfect nesting of the Fem i surface

does not appear due to Interaction or frustration e ects,

only partial parts of the Fem i surface would open the
CDW gap, and otherparts ofthe Ferm isurface, not con—
nected by the CDW w ave vector, are expected to ram ain
gapless. This would indeed happen when there is frus—
tration, destroying the Fem i surface nesting. This ex—
pectation coincides w ith our ignorance of spin ordering
because strong frustration kills m agnetic ordering.

W e should em phasize that the above discussion is ap—
plied to theg ! 1 Ilm i. Since we are considering low
energy uctuations, high energy m atter elds should be
Integrated out, resulting in the M axwell gauge action,
the last tetm in S¢ of Eg. (23). Then, the above con—
straint cannot be used because one cannot integrate out
a; directly. In this case of spin-charge sgparation due to
a nite valie ofg, the position-dependent dualm agnetic

ux is not directly related w ith the spinon density ow ing
to the spinon-gauge ux. Ifone utilizes average valies in
the constraint equation instead of the operator identity,
the sam e argum ent above can be applied. G enerically,
there should be a gapless Fem i surface, not connected
by the CDW wave vector, at least In the frustrated lat-
tice.

The present doped spin liquid is an Interesting new
phase In the respect that a conventional order described
by the CDW order param eter (in the LGW paradigm )
and an exotic order associated w ith a conserved intemal
gauge ux,Bb 31 coexist. T his phase is expected to be
stable beyond themean eld kevelbecause instanton ex—
citations can be suppressed via spinon excitations near
the Ferm isurface, as discussed before. A next In portant
question is which phase this doped spin liquid evolves
nto. M ore concretely, when chargon condensation oc—
curs, does the CDW order survive? Rem em ber that in
the BCM T chargon condensation resuls in a Femm i lig—
uid, where condensed chargonsare con ned w ith spinons
to form electrons (quasiparticles). T his correspondsto a
Higgscon nem ent phase in the context of gauge theory,
where the intemal gauge ux is not conserved :_[-3_{),:_-3_'1]
In the DCM T the chargon condensation also causes elec—
tronic quasiparticles. In this case the CDW order is ex—
pected to disappear, thus resulting in the same Fem i
licuid 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. T his in plies that con—
densed chargons are hom ogenously distributed. Asa re—
sulttheCDW orderofchargonsdisappears. Anotherway
to say this is that since there are no vortex charges (ow ing
to the gap In the vortex exciations) in the Berry phase
term Eqg. (10),thee ectofBerry phasedisappears. T his
is analogous to the case in the nonlnear m odel for the
quantum antiferrom agnet, where the Berry phase e ect
can be ignored in the antiferrom agnetic phase. BO

Now we discuss a critical eld theory orthe DCM T.
Integrating over the spinon and gauge (@ ) excitations n
Eqg. 3) asperfom ed at half 1lling, one can construct



the ollow ng e ective eld theory

Z hxl
Ses;s= d dr  j@  ic) F+V (D)
=0
n~ N 2 l Zl
h h)@ o +UE@ o’+—@ o?
7 it
+ d dFrdn-c (i K (€ 1; 1)c @; 1):

@4)

K results from the anom alous contribution of spinon—
gauge uctuations to vortex-gauge excitations, given by
Egq. (17) with a di erent o owing to the chem ical po-
tential fr. h= 20U isan applied e ective m agnetic
ed, and_h{ = 20U 4 a nearby one w ith comm ensurate
hole concentration 4 = p=g. One can estin ate a criti-
cale ective m agnetic e]d_@wjth agiven U=t> U=t).
by calculating the condensation energy. T he criticalhole
concentration . corresponding to the critical m agnetic
eld h would bedi erent from 4 generally. In this case
onem ay determm ine am oderate value of gnearthe critical
doping .. Then, there ram ain residuale ectivem agnetic
elds h _hzr 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, the residualm agnetic eld would be expelled
ow Ing to the dual™M eissner" e ect. A critical eld the—
ory PorthisM ott transition is expected to be w ithout the
residualm agnetic eld

Z hg 1
Seee= d dr  J@ ic) F+V ()
=0 )
1 1
+U@ o+ —@ c)f(
7 at
1
+ d dldzrdzrlgc @ K @« n; e (o o1):
(25)

Because the e ective vortex action depends on g and
V ( 1), £ isdi cul to predict critical vortex dynam ics

for generalg values. The g= 1 case corresponds to the

undoped spin liquid, already discussed In the previous

section. In the g= 2 case the e ective vortex potential
is obtained to be

ViD=m?@Gof+ 31 H+uwGoef+ 3.5
+vii 13 .F wl(, 2+ Hx

well discussed in appendix. At the critical pointm 2 = 0
the last eighth-order tem is certainly irrelevant ow ing
to is high order. Furthem ore, the cubic anisotropy
term (v;) is well known to be irrelevant In the case of
g< g = 4.{_2-:/:] As a resul, the Heisenberg xed point
(v, = 0 and u, 6 0) appears In the absence of vor-
tex gauge uct:uatjons,'_-B_W] Introducing the vortex gauge

U/t

U1SL
1

FL

U}SL
CDW 3

FL

o

FIG.1l: A schem atic phase diagram in the slave—rotor repre—
sentation of the Hubbard m odel

eldsat the Heisenberg xed point, we have qualitatively
the same xed point with Eq. (16) except the g = 2
vortices. Since the charged critical point depends on the
spinon conductivity, the criticalexponentsvary asa func—
tion ofthe spinon conductiviy. At higherg valueswe do
not understand the nature of the M ott transition ow—
Ing to the com plexity of the vortex potential. G enerally
speaking, a continuous M ott transition from the U (1)
sodn liquid wih a comm ensurate density wave order to
the Fem i liquid is possible.

On the other hand, if the vortex superconductor be—
longs to the type-II class, the residualm agnetic eld can
penetrate the superconductor, form ing a dualA brikosov
"vortex" lattice. T his correspondsto an incom m ensurate
M ott insulator, where hok density is 6 4.[] In this
case the nature ofthe M ott transition from theU (1) spin
Tiquid w ith an incom m ensurate density wave order to the
Fem iliquid is not clear ow ing to the Berry phase e ect.
Furthem ore, the Landau dam ping term should be taken
Into acoount in the critical eld theory as the case ofthe
BCM T because i changes the nature ofthe M ott transi-
tion. A continuous transition to the Fermm i liquid m ay be
possble In this case. A detailed analysis ofthisDCM T
is beyond the scope of this paper.

W e propose a phase diagram Fig. 1 in the slavexrotor
representation ofthe H ubbard m odelon two din ensional
square lattice. Here U1SL,FL,and CDW representU (1)
son liquid, Fem i liquid, and charge density wave, re—
spectively.

The route 1 isthe BCM T from U1SL to FL at half

1ling w hile the route 2, that from U1SL + CDW toFL
at com m ensurate hole concentration. In these caseswe
showed critical eld theordes, and discussed nature ofthe
continuous phase transitions.

The route 3 is the DCM T at a nite U=t. In this
case the critical eld theory depends on the nature of
the vortex superconductor. N ature ofthe quantum phase
transition from the U 1SL with an incomm ensurate CDW
to the FL isnot clear ow ing to incom m ensurability.



V. DISCUSSION AND SUMM ARY

So far, we considered a zero ux state, and thus ob—
tained theU (1) spin liquid w ith a Ferm isurface. Theuni-
form spin liquid phasetumsouttobe stable W ith respect
to the ux phase) In the trangular lattice at the m ean—

eld level near the undoped M ott transition pojnt:_ﬁ?].
However, it is in portant to consider a ux phase since
thisphase isusually obtained asa stablemean eld state
in the square Jattice w ithout frustration t_BZ_;] In the ux
phase low energy spinon excitations are given by D irac
ferm jons near our nodal points. As a result the e ec-
tive spinon Lagrangian is obtained to be QED 3. For
the BCM T at half 1ing there is no dissipation in gauge

uctuations. The role of m asslkess D irac ferm fons is to
weaken gauge interactions, resulting from screening of
gauge charges ow ing to particle-hole polarization. T hus,
Increasing the avornumberN ofD irac ferm jons in the
1=N approxim ation, the IXY transition is expected to
tum into the XY oneES-:_’:]. On the other hand, for the
DCM T there rem ains dissppation in gauge uctuations
ow Ing to a nonzero e ective chem ical potential. Thus,
dam ped gauge uctuations would stillplay som e special
rolesin theDCMT.

In thispaperw e discussed how the doping-controlM ott
transition di ers from the bandw idth-control one based
on the slave—rotor representation of the Hubbard m odel.
W e found that the doped M ott insulator consists of a
crystalline phase of doped holes and a U (1) soin liquid
w ith a Fem isurface while the M ott insulator at half 1k
Ing is the U (1) spin liquid without any charge orders.
T his originates from the fact that hole doping causes a
Berry phase tem to the chargon eld. ThisBerry phase
e ect results n an e ective m agnetic eld to the vortex

eld ofthe chargon eld. In the dualvortex form ulation
we showed that the bandw idth-control M ott transition
is driven by the sign change of the vortex m ass while
the doping-control one is achieved by the control of the
e ective magnetic eld. The presence of duale ective
m agnetic elds lads to translational symm etry break—
Ing when vortices are condensed. W e argued that this
charge order does not destroy the spinon Fem i surface
w hen there is strong frustration, causing the Ferm inest—
Ing to disappear. A s a resul, the soin liquid phase can
rem ain stable to coexist w ith the density wave. Further—
m ore, we pointed out that dam ped U (1) gauge uctua-
tions resulting from spinon excitations should be taken
Into account for both M ott transitions because the na—
ture ofthe M ott transitions ism odi ed by the dissipative
gauge exciations. Perform ing a renom alization group
analysis, we showed that the M ott critical point depends
on the spinon conductivity characterizing the strength of
dissipation. This Interesting result leads us to predict
that varying the density of disorder would cause di er—
ent critical exponents because disorder determ ines the
conductivity of spinons.
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APPENDIX A:MEAN FIELD ANALY SIS

In this appendix we review a mean eld analysis for
the g= 2 case Pllow ng Refs. {_§é_i, :_3-5] Ignoring vortex
gauge uctuations n Eqg. (22), we can write down the
vortex action w ith thee ectivemagnetic eld = 1=2in
a lattice version

Z hx X i
Sy = d 3 nf gtxm ntVQE@Jd;

Al

where n;m label sites in the dual lattice, and the sign of
the hopping integralt], around a plaquette is 1 ow ing
to the ux background.

T he vortex hopping tem be easily diagonalized
in the eigenvectors ¢ = (1+ 2) e ™ and 0 =
el " [+ 2)+e! v ], resulting in two low energy m odes
near the momentum k = (0;0) and k = ( ;0). Then,
the low energy dynam ics of this system can be describbed
by the low energy vortex elds o, and

On g + In n -

In order to construct the e ective vortex potential one

in IN n -

can introduce the follow ng two com plex elds
o= ot i 1; 1= o 1 1: ®a2)
T hen, the sym m etry transform ations are given by
Te t 0 ! 17 1 o
Tyt o ! 195 1 b 1o
R ,: 9 ! &7 o et ™ ;@)

where T, ;) and R _, are associated w ith lattice transla-
tions and rotations. The LGW e ective potentialallow ed
by these sym m etry operations is obtained to be @é]

V(D=m?’Gof+ 3 1H)+uw@of+3.5)°
+vsd of3 1 vell o 1)+ H @4)

wherem ? isan e ective vortex m ass, i a local nterac—

tion, v, the cubic anisotropy, and vg breaking the U (1)
phase transform ation ¢, ! e¥'o® 4.

O ne cautious reader m ay ask how the coe cients in
the LGW free energy functional can be determ ined. A -
though the symm etry constraints restrict the functional
form ofthee ective potential, they cannot determm ine the
rem aining param eters In the free energy. O ur question is
w hether these param eters are doping dependent or not.
Rem ember that there is no doping dependence in the
origihalvortex m assm 3, n Eqg. (15). It depends on only



the param eterU=t. H owever, thee ective param eters for
the low energy vortex elds should be considered to be
doping dependent. Consider a vortex vacuum resulting
from lrge e ectivemagnetic elds i spieoff < 0
U=t> @U=t).), corresponding to chargon condensation.
D ecreasing hole concentration, the avornum ber g oflow
energy vortices would increase. D ecreasing hole concen—
tration further, som e com ponents of the low energy vor-
tices are expected to be condensed. In this respect the
coe cients in the LGW free energy of 1 (or ;) can be
considered to depend on hole concentration e ectively.
Based on the e ective vortex potentialEqg. (A 4), one
can perform amean eld analysis. C ondensation of vor-
tices occurs In the case of m? < 0 and ug > 0. The
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signs of v; and vg then detem ine the ground state. For
vy < 0, both vortices have a nonzero vacuum expecta—
tion valie h ¢ij= h 11ij6 0, and their relative phase is
determm ined by the sign of vg. In the case ofvg > 0 the
resulting vortex state corresponds to the colum nardin er
order, breaking the rotational and translational symm e~
tries. In the case of vg < 0 the resulting phase exhbits
the plaquette pattem, braking the rotational sym m etries.
O n the otherhand, ifv,; > 0, the ground states are given
by either h 0ij6 0;h 1ij= O or h oij= 0;h 1136 O,
and the sign of vy is irrelevant. In this case an ordi-
nary charge density wave order at wave vector ( ; ) is
obtained, breaking the translational sym m etries.
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