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D ichotom y in underdoped high T. superconductors and
spinon-dopon approach to t+>+t*J m odel
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D epartm ent of P hysics, M assachusetts Institute of Technology, C am bridge, M assachusetts 02139
(D ated: N ovem ber 1, 2006)

W e studied underdoped high T. superconductors using a spinon-dopon approach (or doped-carrier
approach) to t"4®-J m odel, where spinon carries spin and dopon carries both spin and charge.
In this approach, the m ixing of spinon and dopon descrbes superconductivity. W e found that
a nonuniform m ixing in k-space is most e ective n lowering the t° and t* hopping energy. W e
showed that at m ean— eld level, the m ixing is proportional to quasiparticle spectral weight Z

W e also found a sin ple m onte—carlo algorithm to calculate Z

from the projcted spinon-dopon

wavefunction, which con m sthem ean—- eld result. Thus the non-uniform m ixing caused by t® and
t" explains the di erent electron spectral weights near the nodal and antinodal points (ie. the
dichotom y) observed in underdoped high T. superconductors. For hole-doped sam ple, we found
that Z is enhanced in the nodal region and suppressed in the antinodal region. For electron doped
sam ple, the sam e approach leads to a suppressed Z in the nodal region and enhanced in the anti-
nodal region, In agreem ent w ith experim ental observations.

PACS numbers: 7110w, 74.72+, 74 25.0b

I. NTRODUCTION

O ne pow erflilexperim ental technique to study high-T.
m aterial is the Angular Resoled P hotoem ission Spec—
troscopy ARPES)[L]. ARPES study for the pseudogap
region showed a strong anisotropy of the electron spec—
tral function In m om entum space, 3]. Basically i was
found that in the nodal direction, excitations are m ore
quasiparticle like; while in the antinodaldirection, exci-
tations have no quasiparticle peak. T his is the so—called
dichotom y. If one lowers the tem perature to ket them a—
terialto go into superconducting phase, it was found that
antinodaldirection also has a am all quasiparticle peak.
Tunneling experin ents show that the underdoped sam -
ples are inhom ogeneousf{6]. D ue to this inhom ogeneity,
it is possible that the underdoped sam ple can be sep-—
arated into optin al doped regions and underdoped re—
gions, and the quasiparticle peak only com es from the
optim al doped region. W ith such a point of view, i is
possible that even the superconducting phase can have a
very anisotropic electron spectral fnction in m om entum
space.

Exact diagonalization on tt+t®-J model ° and t%
stand for next nearest neighbor and next next nearest
neighbor, respectively) w ith 32 sites has been done[7, 8]
for holedoped case (one hole doped). It was found that
ift® = ¥ = 0;J = 0:3t, then the quasiparticle weight
Z isalm ost a constant along the direction ( ;0)-(0; ):
Z = 0311 at ( =2; =2),and Z = 0:342 at ( ;0).
However if one put n t° = 035t° = 02t;T = 0:3t,
which is an optin al param eter tting for SsCu0.CL,
then there is a strong dichotom y feature: Z = 0353 at
(=2; =2),and Z = 0:029 at ( ;0). This suggests that
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the dichotom v can be a result of t° and t° hopping.

E xact diagonalization was also done for the electron
doped case (@ few electrons doped on 32 sites) B], where
Z . wasm easured. D ue to the particle-hole symm etry at
half- Ilng, we know that iff= t*= 0,2, and z2 are
equalup to a momentum shift of ( ; ). Thercre Z;
are also at along the direction ( ;0)-(0; ) in pure tJ
model. But when weput in 2 = 03t° = 02t;J =
03t, the particle-hole symm etry was broken. Z,; was
found to develop a strong anisotropy along ( ;0)-(0; ):
Z, = 0005at ( =2; =2),and Zz, = 0636 at ( ;0).

W hat m echanisn can destroy the quasiparticle co-
herence in the antinodal region? The sinplest thing
com es Into one’sm ind is that we need som e other things
to destroy i. For exam ple, neutron scattering experi
m ents indicate that there are som e low energy m agnetic

uctuationsP{12], and it wasproposed 2, 3] that m agnon
scattering process can destroy the quasiparticle coher—
ence in antinodal region. In this paper, however, we
propose a physically di erent scenario: The dichotomy
is due to the t° and t® hopping tem s. The quasiparti-
cle spectral weight Zy is naturally suppressed In some
region in k-space to Iower the t° and t" hopping energy.
This contradicts a naive thinking that hopping always
enhance 7 . U sing the t+t+®-J m odel, we w ill show that
the new scenario can explain the distrbution of Zy for
both holedoped and electron-doped sam ples in a uni ed
way.

If we believe that the dichotomy is driven by the t°
and t® hopping tem s, then there is an in portant issue:
Is there a m ean— eld theory and the corresponding trial
wavefiinction that captures this m echanisn ?

O ne way to understand high-T. superconductors is to
view them as doped M ott-insulators. Under Zhang-R ice
sihglet m apping[13], the m inim alm odel which includes
the essentialM ott physics is t-J m odelon square lattice.
On the analytical side, a powerfiilm ean— eld theory for
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tJ m odel, the slaveboson approach, was developed [14{
16]. This approach em phasizes the fractionalization pic—
ture of the doped M ott insulator: electron is splited into
a spinon (@ ferm ion w ith spin and no charge) and a holon
(@boson w ith charge and no spin), w hich characterize the
low energy excitations ofthe doped M ott insulator. T his
mean— eld approach also successfiully predicted the pseu-
dogap m etal for underdoped sam ples. O n the num erical
side, the sam e physics picture gives rise to the pro gcted
BCS wavefunction [17](©BC Sw ), which tums out to be
a very good trialwavefinction for t-J m odel. H ow ever,
m ore detailed studies ofpB C Sw f[18, 19] indicate that the
slaveboson approach fail to explain the dichotomy. So
amomentum dependent quasiparticle weight Zy rem ains
to be a big challenge for slaveboson theory.

In this paper, we will use a new spinon-dopon
approach 0] and the corresponding trial wavefiinction
to study the underdoped samples. Instead of using
soinons and holons, n the new approach, we use the
spinons and the bond states of spinons and holons to de—
scribe the low energy excitations. The bond states of
soinons and holons are called dopons which are chargee
spjn—; ferm ions. T he spinon-dopon approach lads to a
new trialwavefunction, the projcted spinon-dopon wave
function @ESDw f). Thenew trialwave function tumsout
to be an in provem ent over the old procted BC S wave—
function @EBCSw f).

T he holon condensation in slaveboson approach corre—
soond to spinon-dopon m ixing. However, In the spinon—
dopon approach, the m ixing can have a m om entum de—
pendence, which is beyond the m ean- eld slaveboson
approach. If we set the m ixing to have no m om entum
dependence, then the pSD w ftums out to be identicalto
the old pBC Sw f. So the pSD w f is a generalization ofthe
pBCSw£f.

Now the question is, why the m ixing wants to have
strong mom entum dependence? The answer is that
the wavefunction w ith m om entum dependent m ixing can
m ake the hopping m ore coherent, and therefore gain hop—
ping energy. Roughly speaking, the pSD w fw ith m om en—
tum dependent m ixing is the sum m ation of the old pro—
fcted BCS wavefunction together w ith hopping tem s
clcy acting on it. Here one should notice that the old
PBC Sw f, w ith uniform m ixing, already has a pretty good
t hopping energy. But to have a good t° and t° hop-
ping energy, the m ixing needs to have a m om entum de—
pendence, along the direction from ( ;0) to (0; ). Our
M onte C arlo calculation show sthat pSD w fw ith m om en—
tum dependent m ixing is ndeed a better trialwavefunc—
tion in energetic sense. To get a quantitative sense how
big is the mprovem ent, we nd that the energy of a
doped hole in pSD w £ is about 0:4t lower than that of a
doped hole In pBC Sw f. This is a very big In provem ent,
Indicating that the spin-charge correlation (orm ore pre—
cisely, the spin con guration near a doped hole) ismuch
better described by pSD w £ than pBC Sw f.

Can one m easure the m om entum dependence ofm ix—
Ing? The answer is yes. In this article we w ill show that

the m xing is directly related to Z , the quasiparticle
weight, which ism easurable in ARPES.Roughly soeak—
ing, m ixing is proportionalto Z . W e have also devel-
oped a M onte Carlo technigue to calculate Z . The cal-
culation show sthatm om entum dependentm ixing pSDw £
Indeed has strong anisotropy in m om entum space, and
consistent w ith the observed dichotom y.

Com paring pBC Sw f and pSD w f, we lke to point out
two wave functions have sin ilar background spin-spin
correlation and sin ilar spin energy. H owever, that pBC -
Sw f does not capture the detailed charge dynam ics.
The new trial wavefunction, pSD w f, contains m ore cor—
rect spin-charge correlation. As a resul, the energy
of doped holes/electrons is much lower in the pSDwf.
T he holes/electrons in the pSD w £ reproduce the correct
m om entum dependence of quasiparticle spectralweight.
W e also expect our pSD w f to have a strong m om entum
dependence In quastparticle current, which m ay explain
the tam perature dependence of super uid density ofH igh
T. superconductorsRl1].

II. SPINONDOPON APPROACH AND PSDW F

A . Slave-boson A pproach and Projcted BC S
W avefunction { W hy the approach fails to capture
k-dependent features?

W hy would we want to introduce the spinon-dopon
approach to t-J m odel? Let us rstly look into the pre—
viousmean eld approach,m ore speci cally, slavedboson
approach. T he generalt-J m odelcan be w ritten In term s
of electron operator:
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Here the proction operator P is to ensure the Ham il
tonian is acting w ithin the physical H ibert space: one
each site, the physical states are j"i, j#1 or i, ie., no
double occupancy.
Slave-boson approach[l4, 15] em phasizes the spin—
charge sgparation picture. In that approach, one splits
electron operator into spinon and holon operators:

g =fi b @)

where f is spinon, carrying spin 1=2 and charge 0, 1 labels
site and  labels spin; b is holon, carrying spin 0 and
charge 1. This splitting enlarges the H ibert space. To
go back to physical H ibert space, a local constraint is
needed:

f}_{, f'ln + fjl_;fi# + bzbl= 1: (3)

D ue to spin interaction, spinons form a d-w ave paired
state. The superconducting phase is realized through



an additional holon condensation at m om entum k = 0.
W ithin such a construction, the quasiparticleweight Z is
proportional to doping x everyw here in k-space, in both
nodaland antinodalregion. To see this, one can sin ply
ook at them ean— eld G reen function of electron:

hck‘{iz H3§Z=oh<:ofkf1§i= thkf§i= “)

T herefore x is the residue of quasiparticle pok and Z =
X is independent ofk.

Slaveboson approach is supposed to capture the
physics of spincharge separation. It has successfully
generated the phase diagram ofH igh-T. superconductor.
But this approach, at least at m ean— eld level, could not
capture som e m ore detailed features, such asm om entum
dependence of quasiparticle weight or the quasiparticle
current. O ne can argue that lncluding gauge uctuation,
those detailed features m ay be reproduced, but here we
w il try to develop another approach which can capture
these features at m ean— eld level.

Before we go into the new spinon-dopon approach, et
us see how far one can go usihg slaveboson approach.
O ne can actually try to build a trialwavefiinction based
on slaveboson m ean— eld approach. W e know that the
mean— eld approach enlarged the H ibert space, and the
resulting wavefunction lies outside the physical H ibert
space. O nly when one ncludes the fiillgauge uctuations
can one go back to the physical H ibert space.

So one way to inclide the full gauge uctuations, is
to build the m ean— eld ground state rst, and then do a
progction from the enlarged H ibert space to the physical
H ibert space. T he wavefuinction after progction would
serve as a trial wavefunction for the physical H am itto—
nian. This profcted wavefunction is supposed to incor-
porate the e ect ofgauge uctuation of the slaveboson
approach, and m ay answer the question that, after n—
cluding gauge uctuation, whether slaveboson approach
can capture the detailed features like dichotom y.

The mean—- eld ground state for underdoped case can
be constructed as follow s. Let Ny, be the num berofholes,
N ¢ is the number of spinons, and N = Ny + N¢ is the
totalnum ber of sites. T he slave-boson m ean— eld ground
state is then given by

JsBmeani= G_ )" e+ wEL. £ )P 6)
k

w here the spinon part of the wavefunction is a standard
d-w ave pairing state:

Vi k)
= 6)
Ugk k + x + (]{)2
w here
k= 2 (cosky + cosky)
k)= (cosky  cosky) d-wave): (7)
Here isthe chem ical potential to give the correct av—

erage number of spinon h ,f f; 1 = N¢; and

arem ean— eld param eters w hich have been found to be
— = 2 PR2] at half- 1ling, and — decreases to zero at
doping around J=t.

Now one can do a proEction to go back to the physical
H ibert space. T he constraint or physical H ibert space
isEg.(@3). This constraint ensures that the total num ber
of spinon must be N ¢ and there is no doubl occupancy
of spinon: spinon num berng;; at site 1 has to be either 0
or 1. One can easily see that the resulting wavefunction
is the usualP ro cted d-wave BC S W avefunction @©BC -
Swf):

Jepecsi= P]gsBPNSYBjSB;rneani 8)
= PD PN (Uk + quZ,.CY k#):pi (9)
k
. Y'ye=2
/ PD a(k)qZ"cY k# :pi; (lo)
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where n the st line, BJ® is the projection into  xed
totalnum ber ofparticles, ie.,, Ny, holonsand N ¢ soinons;

while P$® is the profction into physicalH ibert space,

ie., ram oving all states not satisfying constraint Eq.(3).

In the second line, Py is the profction nto xed to—
tal num ber of electrons, which has to be N¢, Pp is the

progction which rem oves alldoubl occupancies. a k) is

de ned asa (k) =;’—i.

P roected BSC wavefunction tumed out to be a sur-
prisingly good trialw avefunction fort-J m odel[l7]. H ow —
ever num erical studies[l8, 19] showed that the quasi
particle weight is aln ost a constant along the direction
from ( ;0) to (0; ), ie. i fils to reproduce the di-
chotom y. The quasiparticle current of pBC Sw £ is also
pretty am ooth In the k space[18]. It is because pBC Sw £
is unable to capture the m om entum dependence proper—
ties that we need a new approach to underdoped high T,
superconductors.

B. How to capture k-dependence features?
{ Spinon-dopon approach and pro jcted
spinon-dopon w avefunction

Rebeiro and W en R0]developed thisnew m ean— eld ap—
proach trying to capture the spinon-holon recom bination
physics. In the follow ngwebrie vy review theirwork.W e
know that at low tem perature, spinon and holon recom —
bine pretty strongly to give electron-lke quasiparticle.
So it is natural to introduce dopon operator { a bound
state between a soinon and a holon { to describe low
energy exciations. Note that a dopon has the same
quantum num ber as an electron and descrbes a doped
electron (or holk). But the M ott and soin-liquid physics
at half lling should also be addressed. So one should
also keep the spinon operator. As a resul, two types
of ferm ions are introduced here: spinon £ and dopon d.
Spinon carries spin 1=2 and no charge, and dopon carries
soin 1=2 and charge 1. By introducing these two types



of ferm ions one enlarges the H ibert space: now there are
16 states per site, am ong them only three are physical.
T he three physical states on site i can be represented In
term s of spinon and dopon ferm ions as:

1
J"i= J"ed; J#i= J#e L Pi= ?_Ej"f#d #"qds
11)

Here please notice that the constraints are two-fold:
rstly there must be one £ spinon per site, secondly d
dopon has to form a localsinglet w ith the soinon.
One can do a selfconsistent mean— eld study. The
mean— eld Ham iltonian takes the fom :
( 2 (cosky + cosky) )f £

Hnean =

+  (cosky  cosky)ELEY,+ k& dy

+ xf d +hec: 12)
Here H ean can be divided into three parts: spinon
part, dopon part and spinon-dopon interaction. The
soinon part descrbes the usual d-wave paired ansatz:
= Jhf f, i, Jhf,.f ,,i. The dopon part is
sim ply a free dopon band, w ith y determ ined by high en—
ergy ARPE S m easurem ent. Note that  isnot taken as
tunable m ean— eld param eter. F inally the spinon-dopon
Interaction is described by a k-dependent hybridization,
roughly speaking x = yhd f;i. One can see that &f;
isa bosonic eld carrying charge 1 and spin 0. Its non-—
zero average value corresponds to holon condensation in
slave-boson approach, which leads to superconductiity.
is the chem ical potential required to tune the doping.

A long this lineR ebeiro and W en did am ean— eld phase
diagram , and successfully t to ARPES data and tun-—
neling dataR3, 24]. Here we try to em phasize that the
main lesson we lramed from this new mean- eld ap-—
proach is that one can have a k-dependent hybridization
atmean- eld kvel (n Eq.(12) this hybridization is con—
trolled by x and energy spectrum of spinon band and
dopon band.), which is roughly the counterpart ofholon
condensation in slave-boson approach. This is why one
can study detailed features lke dichotomy in this new
approach.

Several open questions naturally arise in this new ap-
proach. It seam s there are two types of excitations,
spoinon and dopon, what do they look lke? W e also know
that m ean— eld approach is not very reliable, so it would
be nice to understand the physicaltrialw avefiinction cor-
responding to the new m ean— eld approach, from where
wewould know exactly what we are doing. In the follow —
Ing we try to answer these questions.

Let us oconstruct trial wavefiinctions based on this
soinon-dopon m ean— eld approach. O ne can sin ply take
a mean—- eld ground state wavefunction, then do a pro—
“ection back into the physicalH ibert space, jast like the
way we did in the slave boson case:

13)

j psp 1= Pgp Py j SD;meani:

Here Py is the profction into xed number of spinon
and dopon, which gives the correct doping; and Pgp
is the progction into to physical H ibert space Eq.(11).
J sD meanl IS the ground state wavefunction of some
mean—- eld Ham iltonian in the form of Eqg.(12). Sup-—
pose we know how to do this pro jction num erically, one
can do a vardationalstudy ofthe these P ro jcted Spinon-—
D opon W avefunctions (©SD w f), to seew hat isthe lowest—
energy ansatz. In general, however, the full pro fction is
not doable, so we develop a sin ple num erical technique
to do a local profction to have som e rough idea about
w hat kind ofwavefunction is energetically favorable (See
Appendix A). W hat we found isthat the best trialwave-
function for underdoped case has the ollow ing fomm :

j S%D i= Psp Py j gg ;meani | 14)
« !
= Pgp Py exp bk)E. £, Pi  15)
k
I y+ny
X 2
/ PSD b(k)f]f"fyk# :pi; (16)
k
w here
a
— Y Y
£ = 1 2f£ + 4 ()]

Here £ form a d-wave paired state and the superscript
SC means this wavefunction is superconducting. bk)
and  are som e real finctionsand we assume § = X
to respect tin e reversal symm etry. For this particular
ansatz, fi1ll projction is doable in low doping lim it. In
section IV we develop the num ericalm ethod to do the
full proction and we w ill see that this wavefunction is
a even better trialwavefunction than pBC Sw f.

N ote that the totalnum ber of £ and d ferm ions isN +
Ny .Also Pgp requiresone f-farm ion per site, so totally
N f-fem ions. Therefore we must have N, d-fem ions,
w hich gives the correct doping.

C. How doespSDwfcapture the k-dependent
features? { properties of wavefunction before
proJection j 5¢ meani: Zx at m ean- eld level.

The om ofj S, i looksvery sin ilarto pBC Sw £, ba—
sically we are constructing a pairing w avefiinction based
on hybridized ferm ion fy . In the next section we w ill see
that j 3, iand pBC Sw fare indeed closely related. For
them om ent let ushave a closer ook at the wavefunction
J &5 m ean I before profction. The idea is that physical
properties m ay not change drastically after the progc-
tion. In this case them ean— eld kevelunderstanding w ill
give us Insight of the wavefunction after the profction.

First of all it is obvious that this wavefuinction is su-
perconducting. That is because the nonzero ¢ signals
them ixing between spinon and dopon hf]f dk i6 0,and
thus signalsbreaking of charge conservation. t isnatural
to believe the superconductivity survivesafterpro gction.



Let us Introduce the other combination of £ and d
ferm jons:

q
G = kf + 1 {d; 1s)
and the quastparticle operators:
]Z,. = ukff" VL ka 19)
b = of gy + W 20)
where
1 bk)
1+ bk)? 1+ bk)?

are the ocoherent factors for a d-wave paired state. W e

can show that
|
sc X
j SD ;m eani= exp b(k)f]f,,fyk# :Di;

satis es:

G 355 meani= 05 @2)
and

k J 5pmeani= O: (23)

The mean- eld Ham itonian which can generate
J &5 m ean I @s ground state is sin ply:
X

Hnean = (24)

f(k)lf k T a(k)dyk & i
k
w ith f(k); d(k) > 0. Later we will see that there are
physical reasons that k) > k), meaning £ band
is Jow est energy excitation, and & band is fully gapped,
g &) > 0 forany k.

W e can express £ and d ferm jons in tem s of and &
ferm ions:

q
fo = 1 Flmex twe Y. k& @5)
q
dk = kb x + % L s (26)
Based on Eg.(25) and (26), i is easy to obtain:
hgg;meanjf]z fk jgg;meani_ 2V2
sc . SC : =a ) )V @7
h SD;mean]j SD;meanl
hgg;meanjji dk jgg;meani_ ZVZ’
h S¢ sc : - kkc @8)
SD;mean]j SD;rneanl

W e know that the m ean- eld wavefunction should give
one f-ferm ion and x = IL—‘“ d-ferm lon per site on average:
X

@ Hvi=N 29)

vl =Ny (30)

In the low doping lim it x !
relationsthat 2/ x.

0, it is clear from the above

Now ltusunderstand how to calculateZ and Z,; on
thism ean— eld wavefunction. Z;, and Z arede ned to
be:

W Lk 84 if
Z ox= 5= — ;@1
W L;kN L;kih 54J gsi
+ Lk Y1
Bogm — N T LkRISH
W + 1;kN + 1;kih o ] g1
where N  1;ki (N + 1;ki) arethe owest-energy N 1

N + 1) electron states which have nonzero overlap w ith
a&J 8sl €8s

In ourm ean— eld wavefunction, the low erest energy ex—
cited states are given by creating y-quasiparticle. Note
that now d]Z isthe hole creation operator, so atm ean— eld
levelthe Z for spinon-dopon wavefunction are:

sc . y s sc .
P 5o imeanI kv %I Sp jm ean lj2

7, 5D .
k" T sC . Yy + sc ih SC . sc g
! h S5 imeanJ k" k"3 §D im ean SD jm ean d SD jm ean ©
_ 2.2
= 29 (33)
sc . . sc .
ZSD _ ) SD ;m ean J k#dk"J SD ;m eanlj2
+k" T sC . y . sC il SC . scC
! h S5 meand k4 %43 Sbjmean P 5D ;meand SD m can +
— 2 .
= v (34)

At thismom ent, ket us com pare spinon-dopon wave—
function (SDwf) with BCS wavefunction BC Sw f), both
before proction (In Section IID we w ill com pare them
after pro fction).

In Section ITA weview pBC Sw fasthe profcted slave-
boson m ean—- eld state into physical H ibert space. W e
m ay also view pBC Sw fasprocted BC Sw fw ith alldou-
ble occupancies rem oved:

Jeecsi= PDPNjBC)?i (35)
= Pp Py exp( a(k)ci,.cy k#)j)i (36)
k
|
X S Ne=2
/ Po ak)d.d,, Pi; G
k
w here

X
j BCSi= exp( a(}()c}i"cyk#):pi (38)

v k
/ (U + viqLuc ) P (39)

k

B efore the pro ction, the spectralw eight of the electron
operator ¢; can be calculated easily:

zP5°% = vi = ng 2855 =ui=1 ny; (40)
where ng = hg/g igcs . Fora dwave BCSwfEQ.(6), we
can plotthe Zy in Figl. In low doping lim i, param eters
are taken as = 0, = 1, = 055. Such choice of



FIG.1l: Plot of ui (left) and vﬁ (right) within one quarter
Brillouin Zone, kx and k, range from O to

param eters leadsto a pB C Sw fw ith low est average energy
at half Iling.

The Z, x and Z 4 for the pBC Sw f after the propc—
tion were also calculated [18]. Roughly speakingwhatwas
found is that the Zy pro I after profction is sin ilar to
that before the profction. There is a quasi ferm 1 sur-
face, which is roughly along the diagonaldirection, Z
is large inside the fermm i surface and decreases very fast
when you go outside ferm i surface; whilke Z, 4 is large
outside ferm i surface, and decreases fast when you go
Into ferm i surface. But there isone big di erence, which
is a reduction factor. For the Z, 4, this reduction factor
was found to be proportionalto x. But for 2 4, this
reduction factor dependson k and is nie (@round 02)
fork = (0;0) even at low doping lin it. From slaveboson
approach Eq.(4),wealready seethatZ / x atmean eld
¥vel Basically at half 1ling,Z = 0 and wehaveaM ott
nsulator instead of a band insulator.

N otice that along diagonaldirection ( ;0) (©O; ), the
z 2% isdipersionkss: ZP 5 = 05, which doesnothave
dichotom y feature; A fter progction, there is a factor x
reduction, but Zy is still aln ost a constant along the
diagonaldirection [18, 19].

To compare the calculated Z from the BSCwf and
SDw f, we note that the procted wave fiinctions, pBC —
Swf and pSDwf, are closely related (see section IID).
M ore precisely:

+ SC

J psp i= jpecsiifs

T = Vk; W = Ux; and , = ( (constant) 41)
It is easy to understand this identi cation at half- 1ling,
since both wavefiinctions sin ply give the sam e spin-liquid
(usually referred to as staggered ux spin liquid in liter—
atures), characterized by and . Now in the pSDwf
= f, wih no m ixing with d-ferm ion. It is simply a
particle-hol transform ed pBC Sw f, by which ux trans-
form ed into w and vice versa. The in portant m essage
is that ux ; vk and vy ;v characterize the soin dynam ics,
but y characterizes the charge dynam ics.

W ih this denti cation in m ind, from Eq.(33,34) and

(40) we Inm ediately know that when y = ( thesetwo

w avefiinctions give the sam em ean— eld %4, pro Il except
that SDw fhas an extra x factor, because 2= 2/ x
In low doping lin it. However, when  has a strong k-
dependence, Zy from the two approaches can be very
di erent.

Let usthink about w hether or not these w avefunctions
can capture dichotom y in low doping lim it. W hat did we
lam from these mean— eld result? W e leamed that it
is in possible to capture dichotomy by BC Sw £, because
In order to capture the k-dependence along 0; ){( ;0),
one has to tune uy; vk . Because d-wave Uy ;v are con—
stant along (0; ){( ;0), one has to destroy the d-wave
ansatz to have a k-dependent uy; vk along ©O; ){( ;0).
This leads to a higher J energy. On the other hand, it
is possble to capture dichotom y by SDw f, because one
can tune  to have a strong k-dependence w hile kegping
¥y ;% tobe d-wave ansatz. T hisw illnot destroy the soin
background. Based on our experience of projction, we
expect that even after pro fction, the above statem ent is
qualitatively true.

D. W hy m ixing x has a strong k-dependence?
{R elation between pBC Sw fand pSD w £

In the last section we see that pSD w f can potentially
capture the dichotom y through a k dependent . Now
the issue is, why doesthe  wantto have a k dependence
that can explain the dichotomy in Zx? W hy does such
k-dependent  lad to a pSDwfwhich is energetically
m ore favorable? To understand this, we need to know
what a pSD w f looks like In real space.

T he discussion below for identifying the relation be-
tween pSDwf and pBC Sw f is rather Iong. The resuk,
however, is sinple. Let ys present the result here rst.
We introduce % = = 1 Z. In ow doping lim i,
% x - Forthe sin plest one-hole case, if "y hasthe sin —
plestm odulation in k-space " = "o+ 271 (cosky+ cosky ),
then the pSDw f can be viewed as pBC Sw fm ixed w ith
the w avefiinction generated by the nearest neighbor hop—
ping operators (see Eq.(56)) . Form ore com plicated 7k =
"0+ 271 (cosky + cosky )+ 47, cosky cosky + 273 (cos2ky +
cos2ky ), thepSD w fcan be view ed aspB C Sw fm ixed w ith
the w avefiinction generated by the nearest neighbor, next
nearest neighbor and third nearest neighbor hopping op—
erators (see Eq.(59)). Therefore to lower the hopping
energy, nie ;’s are naturally developed. This is why

x wWih a proper k dependence is m ore energetically fa—
vorable.

Before we look Into pSD w £, ket us review what a pBC —
Sw f looks like in real space. O ne can do a Fourder trans—
form ation:




0 1y.-
!Nf=2 Ne=2

X X
Jeecsi= Pp ak). Pi=p, € aRy R .cl B Pi; (42)

k R iR 44

P
wherea(r)= | ak)ocosk r).Ifwehavea spin basis fRw;R j4g, whereR ;» labels the positions of spin up electrons
and R 54 labels the positions of spin down electrons:

aRiy Riv) aRyp Row) aR Ryw:,)
2
aRz Riv) aRzs Row) 2R Ry ,)
hfR in ;R 349] pBcsi= : 43)
a(RNi# Rlﬂ) aCRNif# Rzn) aiLR#N RNif")
2 2 2 2

W e see that the overlhp between a spin basis and pBC Sw f is sin ply a single slater determ inant of a tw o-particle
wavefiinction. This iswhy pBC Sw £ can be num erically sin ulated on a fairly large lattice.
Now we go back to pSDw f. Up to a nom alization constant, one can express pSDw f as:

I newy
X
j 5%p i= Psp bk) (€ + %) 7y + % ) i (44)
k
“_ P L. p— . . NV
where = = 1 f.Shce x/ ~ x,inthe low doping lim i, " = .
O ne can also do a Fourder transform ation into the real space:
0 1w +2Nh
sc X X X
J 55p i= Psp @ bR Raun) (B o+ Todg .+ Tdp Ly 6 et Tt YAy ) Py
R i R 4
45)
where ~ ’s are the Fourier com ponents of 7 :
= ot e+ v o,e Ty ”'yejky + 7 e y 4 : (46)
W e should only consider the rotation Invariant , and ket usonly keep the rst three Fourder com ponents:
"x = "0+ 271 (cosky + cosky) + 47, cosky cosky
+ 273 (cos2ky + cos2ky): 47)

W e clain ed that if "x = 75, then pSD w fis identicalto pBC Sw fifbk) = ﬁ . Let us see how that istrue. W ithout
1;2;37 Eq.(45) is:

j 55p (0)i=Psp © bR Ra) € o+ "odf L )E ,+ Todf R Pi: 48)

R in R 34

W hat does a pBC Sw f ook like? If one does a particle- hole transform ation cZ ! his, pPBC Sw fis:

I newy
X 1 vy ’
Jeecsi=Pp a(k)hk"h - Pi (49)
0 1 n+Ny
2
X
=p, @ bR Ryhi  hi A Pi;
R in R 34

(50)



where Pp is the profction forbidding any em pty sie.
Ifwe consider a spin basis fR i» ;R 549, w ith the em pty
sites fR x;0g, then after particle-hole transformm ation, we
have single occupied sites fR i» ;R 549, and double occu-—
pied sites fR x;0g. So the position of soin up and down

sites in the hole representation are fR in;R 549, , where
fRingh = fR ing [ fRx;0g and R 349n = IR 349 [ IR x;09.
T he overlap of pBC Sw f and the spin basis in hole repre—
sentation is:

hfR iv;R 3497 pecsi= hfR v;R 49nJ pecsi

bR 14 Riw) bR Rov) Rhf Ruwsen,,)
2
bRy Rav) bRz Roav) Rbf Ruwsny,,)
= 2 (51)
bRN+Nh# Rlﬂ) b(:RN+Nh# sz') Rb(+wh# RN+Nh")
2 2 2 2

[v& Z z

FIG.2: pSDwfwih only . The site 0 is em pty. £-fem ions
are represented by green spoin, and d-ferm jon is represented by
red spn. Black valence bonds are bonds w ith of f-fem ions,
whil red valence bond has a d-fem ion. The two gures
are two contributions of the overlap between pSDwf and a
sepin basis jln 3n 24 44 Ocn p 1, and they correspond to the sam e
term in detemm inant Eq.(52). The two gures give rise to
states: Jeft: J"ie #or "s3e #or "oaHari= J"ir "sr#or#ar Gor "oa)d
and right: J"1¢ #0a "3r #2r "os #aci= "1 "ss#or#ar (Mor#oa)l
The m inus sign m eans that the two gures contrbute addi-
tively.

T he equation works this way because if one sin ply ex—

pands the polynom ialin Eq.(50), each sum w ill give you
one tem iIn the expansion ofthe determ inant .n Eq.(51),
and P auli statistics is accounted by the sign in detem i-
nant expansion.

Now we can do the sam e analysis on pSDwfEq.(48).
First ofall 7y is not relevant in the wavefunction, since
we are profcting into a state wih xed number of d-
ferm jon, which m eans that all ™) does is to give an over—
all factor 3" in front of the wavefinction. To have
an overlap with spin basis fR i«;R ;R x;09, we know
that on empty site Ry; the expansion of polynom ial
Eqg.(48) should give either j "r#qi or j "g#ri. A fter
progction each case would contribute to pl—ij)i w here

Pi= 91—5 (G"e#alt J"a#ed)

One Inm ediately sees that the expansion of polyno—
m ial Eq.(48) gives sim ilar tem s as the expansion of
Eq.(50); actually corresponding to one term in detem i-
nant Eq.(51), we have 2V" tem s from Eq.(48), shce we
can either have j"s#41 or j "g#s1 for each em pty site.
T he details are visualized n Fig2. Taking into account
the ﬁcto:ﬂel—5 of progction, one has:

bRi1s Riv) bR Rav) Rf Ruewy,)
2
sc p__ bR2y Riv) bRy Ran) Rbf Rusny,)
hfR i ;R 349] pgp (T0)i= ( 2%) " ‘ i 62)
b(:RN+Nh# Rlv') bRN+Nh# RZ") Rb(+Nh# RN+Nh")
2 2 2 2
we found that j ppcsiand j 55, (T0)i are the sam e wavefunction.
Now let usput In the sin plest k-dependence in "% :
N = "o+ 27 (cosky + cosky); (53)



wetry towrte j 3S, (To; "1)i in realspace. A fter the Fourier transfom ation into real space:

3 5p (oi i
0 1weny
X X X
=Pgp @ PRy Ran)(Ey o+ “odf o+ T AL ) E Lt o et o )A Pi:
R v iR 34 = % 9 = R; ¥
(54)

Ifwe expand this polynom ialE q.(54), of course we w ill still have contrbution from ~p tem swhich is nothing but
the right hand side of Eq.(52). But apart from that, we also have contrbution from ™, which m akes the problem
m ore com plicated. To start, ket us consider the case of a single hole N, = 1. To have an overlap wih spoin basis
fR v ;R ;R x;09, the d—ferm don on em pty site R x;0 can also com e from a bond connecting a spinfulsite and Ry;0 +
which isthe ™ tem e ect. Letusconsiderthecase = y.W ecan also assum e the spin stateon site R;0+ isspin
down. Now i appears that we have two ways to construct the empty site on R ;0 j"s#qior J"g#s1i. W e study the
tw o cases separately. Firstly if the em pty site is constructed by j"s#41i, shown in Fig.3, carefiil observation tells us
that the contrbution to the overlap is exactly cancelled by ferm ion statistics. O n the other hand, if the em pty site is
constructed by j"q#¢ 1, we have the case In Fig 4. A fler careful observation, we know that this type of contribution is

;—jo tin es the overlap between j 3$ (")iand the spin basisthat di ers from fRin;R 54 ;R x;09 by a hopping along
y. Considering the fact that the shift can also be ¢ and 2, one has:

hfR ;R 54;R x;097 55p (07 1)1 |
= . , ! ' R . ,
= 27hfR in;R 54 ;R ;097 pecsit -Pg hfR in ;R 44 iR x;097 %km ; CRyo,o; JeBCST (55)
= 2; 9

w here the m inus sign in the second tem s com es from Fem i statistics.
Just by looking at Eq.(55), we arrive at the conclusion:

~ X

. o e , 1 . )

J S%D (o7™)i= Jpecsit —— Pp CL ;C; Jepmcsit (56)
2% L= 29

Let us study Eq.(55). W ih out ™, one has a singlke Slater detem inant for the overlap w ith a spin basis; wih ™,
we have 1+ nghirr = 5 Slater determ inants, where ng, i¢+ is the totalnum ber ofways that one hole can hop. Laterwe
w ill see that for n, holes, the num ber of Slater detemm inants for the overlap is (1+ ngpire)™® , which m eans num erically
one can only do few holes.

The result (56) is obtained by studying one-hole case, and it is not hard to generalize the result for the m ulihole

case. Basically, each hole m ay either not hop or hop once w ith a prefactor 2—~1, but not hop m ore than once. For
0
exam ple, for two-hole case, we have:

0 1

B ', C

scC E X ~1 1 X ~1 &
Jesp (Tos 1)l=El+ Pp 2—~Oc§i/+ ;G +PDE! 2% c§+ 2i 2G5 2 G 1;1Ci;1§jPBCSl;

¢ =Ry 172= R; 9 A

Jii6 J+ 2

67)

where the constraint i$ j+ , m akes sure no hol can hop tw ice, and the coe cient Zi, com es from double counting.

W e can also easily generalize it to the casewih ™, and 73.... Fortwo hole case, we have:

o

B
E
3 55p (07 )i= §1+ Pp

1
d 4By 1 : g d j psos i
o DE| ~ 27 2% oG 1 Gy 0k JPBCS
’ ; A
172
Jii6 j+ 2
(58)



In the end, the general form ula for m ultihole pSD w £ is:

- SC

J P SD (~0;~ )l= PD expnhop:

2

where ny o, = 0;1 ensures that no hole can hop tw ice.

/\

@/

(i (i

FIG. 3: pSDwfwith only ™. The site 0 is empty. f-
ferm ions are represented by green spin, and d-ferm ion is rep—
resented by red spin. Black valence bonds are bonds w ith
of f-ferm ions, whilke red valence bond has a d-ferm ion. No—
tice that the position of d-ferm ion is shiffed by ¢ by ™
tem e ect (red dotted line). The two gures show the two
contributions of the overlap between pSDw f and spin basis
Jlw 302444 O o1, with spin of f-fermm ion on site 2 and spin
of d—ferm ion on site 0 are parallel. They give rise to states:
left: J "is#oa"seHor "os#ar i = J "ir"sedor#ar (oa"or )i and
right: J "ir#2r "3s #oa"os fardl = J " "sedor tae (Hoa"oe)l
The m inus sign means the two gures contrbute subtrac-
tively, ie., they cancel exactly.

III. HOW TO MEASURE THE M IXING ?
{PHYSICALMEANING OF SPINON

EXCITATION AND DOPON EXCITATION

From Eq.(34,33),weknow whatatthem ean- eld kevel,
x can be m easured by spectralweight Z . A ffer pro

tion, it is naturalto expect that Z is also closely related
to x.Buthow tocalculate Z afterprofction? Basically
through Eg.(32,31), we need a good trial ground state
and excited state. The ground state would be nothing
but pSDwf. W hat is a good excited state? To be spe-
ci ¢, tusstudy Z , then the question ishow to obtain
N 147

In pBC Sw £, the good excied state (referred as quasi-
particle state) is ound to be:

N lingCS=PDcpPN BCSi;
wherePy progct nto xed N¢ num berofelectrons. The
way we construct excited state here is simple: st nd
a excied state on them ean— eld level, then do a progc—
tion. In pSDw f, which lncludes pBCSwfasa lin i, we
should have a sin flar form ula. But now we have two pos—
sble ways to construct excitation states, since on m ean—

eld level we have two types of ferm ions £ and d, they
correspond to two types of excitations. Now it is in por-
tant to understand what each type of excitations looks

(60)

0

0-1@ 1+

10

1

X ~

2—~C1/+ .o Biesest (59)
0

FIG .4: pSDwfwih only ™1 . The site 0 is em pty. £ferm ions
are represented by green soin, and d-ferm Jon is represented by
red spin. Black valence bonds are bonds w ith of f-ferm ions,
whil red valence bond has a d-ferm ion. Note that the po—
sition of d-ferm jon is shiffed by ¢ by ™ tem e ect (red
dotted line). This gure show s another contribution to the
overlap between pSD w f and spin basis jl« 3n 24 44 Ocn p 1, W ith
spin of £—ferm ion on site 2 and spin of d—ferm ion on site 0 are
anti-paralkel.. Tt gives rise to state: j"ir #or "3r #2r "oafar i =

j "1f "3f #zf #4f ("()d#of )l. N ote that there is a contribution
for hle3n 04 44 2em p J 5So (T0)i, with the sam e valnce bond
m ap, where jlu 3v 04 44 2en p 1 is the resul state after a hopping
along ¥ acting on original state jlw3w24440en pi. That one
would give a state J "ir#or "seHor "2atard = J "1r "3t Hor Has
("2q#2¢)1i. The m inus sign In the shifted d-ferm ion overlap
com es from ferm i statistics.

like. It tums out that the f-type excitation corresponds
to the quasiparticke excitation, and d-type excitation cor-
responds to are hok excitation. T hus the quasiparticle
state N 1liPorcalculating Z is the f-type excitation.

The main result for this section is Eq.(71,72) for £-
excitation and Eq.(77) for dexcitation. O ne can see that
the f-exciation of pSD w f is just the quasiparticle exci
tation In pBC Sw ftogether w ith hopping tem s acting on
it. And d-excitation is the bare hole on a pSD w £ ground
state. Let’s see how those happen:

For f-excitation,
N lig=Pgp £/ Py JSpd (61)
I n+Ny
X 2
= Pgp £ bk) (€ + k) E y + kd )
k
Here N 1lif hasN¢ 1 number of electrons, because

before pro fction there are totally N + Ny + 1 ferm ions,
and we know profction enforces one f-ferm ion per site,
so totally there are N, + 1 d-fermm jons, ie., holes. W hat
does this wavefunction look like after profction?

Pi:



To understand thiswe rst try to understand the ex—
citation of pPBC Sw £f. W hat is the excited state in tem s
of soin basis? One way to see i is to dentify:

YNe=2
N 1l ©® = Pp g ak)G.d 4 Pi (62)
K
|
X TNe=2 1
/ Pp cyp# ak)c.c i, Pi:
X
(63)
aRi14 Rim) aRuyy
aRz2 Raiv) aRoy
R iR g 1i’©° =
aCRNif# R qw) aCRNif#
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In this form the overlap wih a spin basis fR i«;R 49 is
easy to see. N otice now the numberofup spins isN =2

1, and the num ber ofdown spins isN =2, so there is one
m ore site in fR j4g. The only fashion to construct a spin
basis is: ]etcyp# create an electron som ew here, then et

ak)g.c’,, create the valnce bonds. A fter observation,
the overlhp is:

R ,v) aR Ry, ) e PR 1
2 i X
R ,n) aR Ru. ) e PR 24
’ (64)
PRy,
Rzn) a(BN RNf ) e Tz

But to com pare w ith pSD w £ form alisn , we want to see the sam e result in a di erent way. Let us do a partick-hole

transform ation, jist ke what we did in Eq.(50).

Pn=2

X

j\] l.PBCS:PD Gon a(k)c’j{"cyk#

: y
:Dl/ PDh p#

! N +Ny)=2

b&)hy.h' Pi:

X
(65)

The only way to construct a spin basis In hole representation fR iv;R 549y isto ket hY p4 Construct a hole som ew here,
and ket bk)hy,h",, construct the valence bondsto 1l the lattice. T he overlap in hole representation is:

hfR iR 34g N 187 °° = hfR iR 34Gn N
bR iy Rin) bRi1s Rov)
bRy Rin) bR Rov)

bCRN+2Nh+1# Rlvv) bCRN+2Nh+l;# Rzn)

Now lt us go back to pSDwf. W hat is an f-type
excitation? The only way to construct a spin basis,
¥R in ;R j49n 1, isto ket £¥ construct an f-ferm ion som e~
where, then ket bk) (£, + “kdl.) (Y, + “%d’,,) con-
struct the valence bondsto llthewhole Jattice. W e st
consider the case “x = 7. In this case, the constructing
precess is In exactly the sam e fashion as in Eq,(66), ex—
cept for one di erence: there isa coe cient of E”o for
each hol. That is because for each holk there are two

l-PBCS
Rlof Rusen,,) e PRy
2
Rbf Rusen,,) e PRz
’ (66)
ijN+N .
RbGth + 14 Ruen, e ) e z

contributions, one from_j "¢ #41, the other from j"g#:1,
each wih coe cientof 1=27,;unlessthat the hole and
the spinon created by fyp are on the sam e site, In which
case we have only one contribution. Ifwe ignore the last
e ect (shoe i is an n niesin al change to the wave-
function in the low doping lim it, and it also comes as
an artifact of our profctive construction), we conclude
that:




12

hfR ;R 549N 1; Toif = hfR ;R 49, N 1; oie (67)

bR 14 Rain) bR 14 Ron) Rf Ruen,,) e PR

2

b_ bR 24 Rin) bR 24 Ran) Rbf Ruwen,,) e PR

=( 2"t . ) . . (68)
b R.+) b 1 Rb R RALRLERIY
p CRN+2Nh+1# 1") CRN+2Nh+l;# 2u) (+2Nh+1;# N+2Nh") e 2
= ( 2 O)Nh+ll’]fRilv;R j#gj\I lj.ngcs; (69)
O

N 104/ N 18 0C°: (70)

T he point is that f-type excitation describes the soin-charge separation picture of the exciation, because the hole
and the unpaired spinon created by fyp can be arbitrarily sgparated. And i tums out to be the low energy excitation
oftJ m odel.

W hat ifthem ixing y hasm om entum dependence? Sim ilar to our study for the ground state w avefiinction leading
to Eq.(55,56), one can convince oneself that, in the one hole case

~ ~ ~ ~ . 1 .
:N 1; %07 717 T2 3lf/ :N 11:;:9BCS+ 2—~ Pp CL ;Ci; :N lPBCS
\ 0 i= %9
~2‘ X ~3. X
* == Po oo MOUPTTH — B SAENETE N S 1)
0 = @9 & 9 0 i o= 28; 29
And formulihole case, sin ilar to Eq.(59)
0 1
X i PBCS
N 1% i/ Ppoexp,, 00 @14 2—~c§+ Jop B 1 Pc0 (72)
0

i;

For d-excitation, story is di erent. It tums out d-excitation corresponds to bare hole excitation. W hat is a bare
hole excitation N 1liyn? ForapBCSwf,

N 1igths=Cp"j pBCcsii (73)

In term s of spin basis, i is easy to show that:

X
hfR iR 34 iR k09N 137 ° = hfR ;R 3 ;R x09Fp"J pecsi/ e PRXORFFR ;iR koJiR 497 pecsi
X
aRiy Riv) aRyp Row) afR Ruwg 1,,) aRi14 Ryo)
2
X . aRz Riv) aRoz Row) 2R Rowg 1,,) aR2 Ryo)
= e Fw . . L . : (74)
k . . .
aRx., Riv) a®Ry., Rov) aRy Rw, ) aRy., Rxo)
= = - = -

W hat is a d-type excitation in term s of spin basis? W e rst consider the case where ™ = 7,
I newy
X 2
N 1;%0da=Pspd 4Py JSpi=Pspd, bk) (€ + %) 7y + % ) Pi: (75)

One can see that the only way to construct a spin basis, ¥R in;R j49n 1, isto et bk) (£, + “%dl.) €, + d )



construct the valence bondsto  1lthe whole lattice, then
nd a site occupied by one £ —ferm ion only, and let & -
construct a hole there. By observation, we conclude,

PBCS ,

iy (76)

N L;%ig/ N
If "x has k-dependence, one can also convince oneself
that

N 1,0 da/ o3 5% (o™i N 15°;

n 7
(77)

ie. dtype excitation corresponds to the bare holk In
pSDw £,

To summ arize, we have the follow ing identi cation:
f+type exciation corresponds to the low energy quasi-
particle exciation, ie. a state constructed by putting
G operator inside the proction; d-type excitation cor-
regoonds to the bare hole excitation, ie., a state con—
structed by putting G, operator outside the profction.

Iv. NUMERICALMETHODSAND RESULTS

W e use Varational M onte Carlo (VM C) m ethod to
calculate the ground state energy (0£2 holes), the excited
state energy (0f 1 hol) of pSDw f and pBC Sw f and the
spectralweight 2 4.
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Our pBC Sw f calculation ism ostly traditional. N ever—
theless the previous calculation ofZ [19] is indirect and
having uncontrolled error bars inside the ferm i surface.
W e developed a straightforward technique to calculate
Z .Letusrecallthede niion ofZ Eqg.(3l).ForpBC-

Swf, ifwerelbel N 1#°°S asfhiand N 1i#£P¢S
as Jpi to save notation:
7 Jophif
k= - . X
hopypih pecsJ pecsi
_ _ Jwpthif Hh thi
hgpppithhih pgcs] peest
. _Jemnif a8)
hoppilth hi

where ny is the occupation num ber of particles at m o—
mentum k. nx can be calculated by VM C approach
pretty straightforwardly R5]. In particular, one can easily
show that at low doping lim it, which is the case consid—
ered in thispaper, ny = % Independent ofk exactly. The
only thing one needs to worry about is the overlap pref-
actor between Ppi and Phi. Instead of calculating the
factor itself, one can split the calculation Into two. Ifwe
denote a soin basis as Fi,

bpihi ¥ mppinsthi X bsphijeppif X mspni o)
hopppi | hopdpl . 3Pl hopypi . sIpi w9
hipi X Hohpisipi X bsipijthpif X bsipi ©): 0)
Hhphi Whini  _ bsphitththi  bsgni o0

Since both hsypi and hsthi are Slater determ inant or
sum of Slater detemm inants (see Eq.(64) and Eqg.(74)),
the above tw o quantities can be calculated by M etropolis
program in a straightforward fashion. T hen the product
ofthetwo givestheZ . Thisalgorithm works for nite
doping case, too.

For pSDw f, because we include k-dependent m ixing,
In each step 0ofM etropolis random walk, we need to keep
track of allthe (1 + ngnirt)™® m atrices, which lim it the
calculation for few holes.

A . G round state at half 1lling and 2 holes

T he calculation is done for t++%-J m odelon 10 by 10
lattice, wheret= 1,t°= 03,t= 02andJ= 03.We
choose periodic boundary condition in x-direction, and
antiperiodic boundary condition in y-direction.

For variational param eters, we choose the lowest—

energy ansatz in Eq.(7) R6] w th param eters

=1; = 055; = 0: (81)
T he energy for half- lling ground state is listed In Table
I.

Fortwo holes, we com pare the energy of ground states
of pBCSwfand pSDw f. For pSDw £, to lower the t hop—
ping energy, sheet< 0,by Eq.(59), the sign of ™1 should
be negative. Sin ilarky since t° > 0;t® < 0, the param e~
ters lowering t° and t° hopping energy have signs = > 0
and "3 < 0. W e did a variational search for the optin al
values of 7. The resuls are listed in Tabl IT, where we
also com pare t w ith pBC Sw fw ith longer range hoppings
(see Section IV E).

W e nd that the energy of the best pSDw f is lower
than the energy of the best pBC Sw f. W e note that the
pSDw f and pBC Sw f are identical at half ling. So the
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energy per bond

Si Sir1

-0.1710 0.0001

-0.3200 0.0001

TABLE I:half Iling ground state on 10 by 10 lattice

w aveflinction — B % % ; total energy PSi Suad T T, Ts
0 o0 per bond per bond
pBCSwf 055|0 0 -01872 0.0001|-02977 0.0002|2.64 0.01|052 0.01 (048 0.01
pPBC Sw f(optin al) [0.55|-0.4|0.0 -01890 0.0001|-02947 0.0002|2.66 0.01|006 0.01 (107 0.01
pBCSwf 055|-05|01|0 0 |0 -0.1885 0.0001|-02872 0.0002|2.66 0.01|-023 001152 0.01
pSD w f(optim al) |0.55|0 0 |-03/03(-0.1{-0.1918 0.0001|-02943 0.0002(2.86 0.01|-046 0.01|0.77 001
TABLE II: Two holson 10 by 10 lattice. t= 1, 2= 03, Y= 02 and J = 03. T1, T2 and T3 stand for nearest neighbor

hopping per hole ﬁ Zi; _
nearest neighbor hopping per hole ﬁ >

i; =

2%;

2 szci+ i, next nearest neighbor hopping per holk ﬁ >

- wr9); @ ¢CiCe 1and thid

thcﬁcﬁ i respectively. W e com pare pBC Sw f of d-w ave ansatz, pBC Sw fw ith

Jonger range hoppings ®and ®, and pSD w fw ith non-localm ixings. T he best trialpSD w fhas an energy 1.5% below that of
the best trial pBC Sw fw ith longer range hoppings. C om paring the rst and the last line which have the sam e spin correlation,
we nd that the energy ofa hole in pSD w f is 0:46t lower than that ofa hole In pBC Sw f. N ote that pBC Sw fw ith longer range

hoppings destroys the d-wave soin background. A s a resul, the attem pt to lower the hopping energy by tuning

not e ective since it would increase the soin energy a lot.

energy di erence between the two states is purely a dop—
Ing e ect. Comparing the rst and the last lne in table
IT w hich have the sam e soin correlation, we see that the
totalenergiesofthe two statesdi erby 00046 200 sihoe
the the 10 by 10 lattice has 200 links. Thisenergy di er—
ence is due to the presence of two holes. So the energy
ofa hole In pSDw f is 0:46t lower than that ofa hol in
pPBCSwf. This energy di erence is big, indicating that
the charge-spin correlation is m uch better described by
pSDw fthan pBC Sw f.

B . Hole doped case, quasiparticle excitations and

Z

In this section we study the excitations of tt>+%-J
model, which is one hole on 10x10 lattice. W e also
com pare pSDwfwih pBCSwf. W e know from Eq.(72)
that the pSD w f f-excitation state goesback to pBC Sw £
quasiparticle excitation state when allnon-localm ixings
~ = 0.Als0o from Eq.(72), one can see that to lower the
t, t° and t® hopping energy, we should also have ™ < 0,
> 0and ™3 < 0.Actually in the Iow doping lim it, one
should expect the non—-localm ixing ~ for quasiparticle
excited states (f-excitation) to be sam e as the ground
state. Here we adopt the values of ¥ from our study of
2-hole system ground state.

OurVM C calculation show s that the pSDw for pBC —
Swfhas niteZ deep insidethe ferm isurfaceeven in the
Iow doping lim x ! 0. Thisisphysically w rong because
deep inside ferm i surface there is no wellde ned quasi-
particle, and the idea ofcalculating Z by a single parti-
cle excited state is also incorrect. N evertheless, because
the low energy excitation ism ore and m ore quasiparticle
like as one approaches the ferm i surface, we expect that

®and ©is

FIG . 5: Shapes of functions cosky cosky, (up) and cos2ky +
cos2ky (down) along diagonaldirection from ( ;0) to (0; ).

the Z caloulation rem ains valid close to fem i surface,
roughly speaking, along the diagonaldirection from ( ;0)
to 0; ).

From Eg.(33), we know that at the mean—- eld lvel,
the modulation of Z is controlled by {. I is in-
portant to study the shapes of { for various cases.
In Fig. 5 we plot the shapes of functions cosky cosk,
and cos2k, + cos2k, along the diagonal direction. If

k= ot 2 1(cosky+ cosky), ]f ram ains constant along
the diagonaldirection. If y = o+ 4 ; cosky cosky, for
small , > 0, ? isreduced at the antinodalpoint. If
k= o+ 2 3(c0S2ky + cos2ky), Oramall ;< 0, ?is
enhanced at the nodalpoint and suppressed at the anti-
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FIG . 6: For one holk on 10 by 10 lattice, we plot Z , of

pBCSwf (eff, = 1, = 055) and pSDwf (right, = 1,
= 055, L= 03,-=2=03,-Lt= 0i). pBCSwfhas

0 0 0
alm ost constant Z along diagonal direction from ( ;0) to

(0; );whilepSDwfhasZ suppressed at antinodalpoint.

nodal point. Let us rem ember this trend: positive -
and negative 3 drive the m odulation ofZ in the way
consistent w ith dichotom y for hole doped sam ples.

For sm allvalues of , we know that ™% x- Eg.(33)
suggests that along the diagonal direction

Z x/ (To+ 475 coskyx cosky + 273 (cos2ky + oos2ky))2:
(82)

But as a mean— eld result, one should expect that the
above equation is only valid qualitatively. In fact to
crudely t the relation of the m odulation of Z and 7,
we found it is better to have som e order of uniy extra
factor in front of ~ term s, and ™7 also contributes to the
modulation ofZ asa uniform shift.

Z x/ (ot 71 + 7, coskg cosky + 73 (cos2ky + c:os2ky))2

83)

For tJ m odel w tthout t° and t®, there is no reason
to develop a nie value of , and 3 since there is no
longer range hoppings. A s a result, one expects that Z
rem ains alm ost constant along the diagonaldirection.

For t%4%-J modelwith t> 0,t"< 0,t*> 0, we know
that ™ > 0 and ™3 < 0 have to be developed to favor
longer range hoppings. So one expect Z should develop
dichotom y shape along the diagonaldirection.

InFigbwecomparetheZ ; of pBCSwfand pSDwf.
O ne can see that pSD w f show s strong dichotom y.

In F ig.7 we com pare the energy dispersion of one-hole
quasiparticle excitations of pBCSw f and pSDwf. The
energy ofa doped hole in pSD w £ is 0:38t lower than that
ofa hole In pBC Sw f.

C . E lectron doped case

In elctron-doped case, one can do a particlke-hole
transform ation, then multiply a ( 1) for the odd lattice
electron operators. By doing so, the original electron—
doped t-J m odelw ith param eters t;t%t%; J transfom ed
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into hole-doped t-J m odelw ith param eterst; t% t%;J,
togetherwih a ( ; ) shift in m om entum space.

T he approach outlined in Eq.(79) and Eq.(80) stillap—
plies here. But because of the particle-hole transfom a-
tion, we are calculating Z ;. ofthe originalelectron-doped
system . Because t°> 0 and t* < 0, to favor Jonger range
hoppings, we must have ™, < 0 and ™3 > 0, which dif-
fer from holedoped case by a sign  Ip. As a resul, the
Z+ now willbe suppressed at nodalpoint, but enhanced
at the antinodalpoint. This is exactly what people ocb-
served in exact diagonalization B].

W e did a variational search for the optim alvariational
param eters for pBC Sw £ w ith longer range hoppings °
and @, and pSDw f wih non-localm ixings. In Table
IIT we com pare the energy of pBC Sw f and pSD w £ w ith
2 electron doped on 10 by 10 lattice. In Fig.8 we plot
the Z, map of pSDw £, one can see pSD w f has spectral
weight of anti-dichotom y shape.

In Fig9 we compare the energy dispersion of one-
electron quasiparticle excitationsofpB C Sw fand pSD w £f.
T he energy of a doped electron in pSD w £ is 025t lower
than that of an electron in pBC Sw f.

D . A prediction

In holedoped and electron-doped case, t > 0 and t°
and t® have opposite signs, and as a result Z develops
strong k dependence along diagonaldirection. W hat ift°
and t® have the sam e sign? Ifboth t°> 0 and t° > 0,
one expects that ™ < 0 and ™3 < 0 to favor longer
range hoppings. But they drive the m odulation ofZ in
opposite ways. A s a result, one expects that for certain
ratio of values of t° > 0 and t° > 0 of order 1, their
e ectscanceland Z rem ainsconstantalongthe diagonal
direction, but w ith an enhanced value 0ofZ than the case
ofpure t-J m odel. Sin ilarly for certain ratio ofvalues of
%< 0and tP< 0 oforder1,Z rem ains constant along
the diagonaldirection, but w ith a suppressed value ofZ
than the case of pure tJ m odel. T hese predictions can
be checked by exact diagonalization.

E. pBCSwfwith longer range hoppings

One can view pSDwf as an inproved pBCSwf. We
choose the d-wave pairing wavefunction bk) wih only
nearest hopping and pairing parameters. Then -
and 3 encode som e second-neighbor and third-neighbor
correlations. The price to pay is to include m ore than
one Slater determm inants In soin basis. O ne m ay natu-
rally ask, suppose we insist working on pBC Sw f, if one
puts in longer range hopping param eters lke °and ©
In the pairing wavefunction b k), one also encodes som e
second-neighbor and third-neighbor correlations, which
m ay lower the second-neighbor and third-neighbor hop-
ping energies. But In this way one can still work w ith
a single Slater determ nant. If our pSD w fw ith no—-Jocal
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FIG . 7: Quastparticle spectrum for one hole on 10 by 10 lattice. t= 1,%= 03,t°= 02 and J = 03. The black square
show s the spectrum of dwave pBCSwfwih = 1 and = 0:55, and the red diam ond show s the spectrum of pSD w fw ith
=1, = 055 % = 0:3,% = 03 and ; = 0:d.Onecan see the rst hole doped to ( =2; =2). The energy of a doped

0

0 0
hole In pSD w fis 0:38t lower than that ofa hole in pBC Sw f.

w aveflinction — S P % % ; total energy S Sirad T, T2 T3
0 0 0 per bond per bond
pPBCSwf 055|0 |0 (O 0 0 |-01884 0.0001|-02977 0.0002|2.64 0.01|{052 001|048 0.01

pBCSw floptim al)|0.55/{02{0.0|0 |0 |0 |-01888 0.0001|-02964 0.0002|2.61 0.01|0.70 0.02{020 0.02
pSDw f(optinal) |{055(0 |0 |-05(-03|03(-0.1910 0.0001(-02971 0.0002(257 0.01|086 0.02|-0.72 0.2

TABLE IIT: Two elctrons on 10 by 10 lattice. t= 1, 2= 03,t°= 02 and J = 03, and we m apped i into a hole-doped
modelwih t= 1, £ = 03, 0= 02and J = 03 wih a ( ; ) shifft nh momentum space. T;, T2 and T3 stand for nearest
neighbor hopping per hole ﬁ D= e YI‘lc‘i’ciJr i, next nearest neighbor hopping per hole ﬁ > @9 @ Y)}‘c‘i’ci+ iand
third nearest neighbor hopping per hole ﬁ Zi; - 22 zylrlc‘i’cfr i regpectively. W e com pare pBC Sw fof d-w ave ansatz, pBC Sw £
w ith longer range hoppings ®and @, and pSD w fw ith non-localm ixings. T he best trial pSD w f has energy lowered by 12%
from the best trial pBC Sw fw ith longer range hoppings. A nd com paring the rst line and the last line which have the sam e
soin correlations, we nd that the energy of a doped electron in pSD w f is 0 26t lower than that of an electron in pBC Sw f.

i; =

(0.m (0,0) (0m) (6,0
\ \ \ \
0.116--0.090--0.035--0.006 - 0.000--0.000 0.169--0.122-0.038--0.006--0.000 - 0.000

Slater determm inants?
‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ W ewant to em phasize that ourpSD w fisphysically dif-
0138 0.117 0042 0.001 0001 0002 0151 0.115 0.032-0.0010.000-0.003 Mt ﬁ:omOpBC Svovofeven afierwe J.nc]ude: bnqer range
‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ hloplpmg.s and . W e note that, in the In nitedattice
0.165--0.147--0.108-0.008 -0.015-0.017  0.118-0.093 - 0.053-0.003 - 0.013--0.019 Iim it with a few holes, the pBC Sw f cannot have longer
\ \ \ \ range hoppings de. °= ©®= 0). Otherwise we are
0186 0.177-0.150 0.111 0070 0058 0111 0.091-0.0730.073-0.074-0.078 considering som e other spin wavefiinction instead of d—
0.‘196 0.192--0.173--0.148--0.123 0.‘105 o.‘121 0.108-0.101-0.124--0.155 O.‘161 wave wavefunction, which w ill increase the spin energy
\ | \ | by a nite amount per site. Therefore ® and @ have
() (o) (mm (m0) to vanish in low doping lin it. In contrast, for our pS—
Dw £, the the spin energy isnot a ected by nie; in
the zero doping lin it. Thus in the low doping lin i, the
soin energy is perturbed only slightly by a nite , and
3.0n the otherhand a nite , and 3 m ake the hop—

FIG . 8: For one ekctron on 10 by 10 lattice, we plot Z; x

of pBCSwfleft, = 1, = 055) and pSDw f(right, = 1,

=055, L= 05,2= 03,-L=0:3).By partickhole
0 0 0

symm etry, the Z, of one electron pBFZSwas identical to the ping energy m uch larger than that of pBC Sw £. So in the
Z of one hol pBC Sw f together with a ( ; ) momentum

shift. pBCSw f has alm ost constant Z; along the direction In nite-hattice Im L w Jth a few holes, ; w ﬂlbe, nite and
from ( ;0)to (0; );while pSDw fhas 7, suppressed at nodal the energy ofone ho.]e willbe owered by a nite am ount
point and enhanced at antinodalpoint. by tumingon a nite ;.

Physically thism eans that , and 3 characterize the
charge correlations, while ®and @ characterize the spin
correlations. The above clain is supported by 2-hole sys—

m ixing isphysically sin ilarto pBC Sw fw ith longer range tem on larger lattice, ie., by lower the doping. In Tablk
hoppings, why should one bother to work with m any IV we list the energies of pBC Sw fw ith longer range hop—
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FIG . 9: Quasiparticle spectrum for one electron on 10 by 10 lattice. t= 1, =
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square show s the spectrum ofdwave pBCSwfwith = 1 and
0:33 and % = 0:3. One can see the st electron doped to ( ;0). The energy of a
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(0.0) '36'(5%,0) (/2,11/2) (0,1)
03, Y= 02 and J= 03 (one can m ap
) shift in m om entum space.). The black
= 0:55, and the red diam ond show s the spectrum of pSD w £

0 0 0
doped electron in pSD w f is 025t lower than that of an electron in pBC Sw f.
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0.147--0.134--0.101--0.011--0.019--0.021
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FIG.10: For one hol on 10 by 10 lattice, we plot Z ; of
pBC Sw fwih longer range hopping °= 04 ( =1, =
0:55).

pihg and pSDwfon 14 by 14 lattice. Com paring w ith
Table ITone can see the soin energy orpSD w £ is low ered
further than that orpBC Sw f.

Another way to see that these two wavefunctions are
di erent is by calculating Z . Num erical resuls show
that pSD w f has dichotom y whereas pBC Sw £ does not.
Actually on the mean—- eld kevel, a negative % and/or
positive © even make the Z Jarger on the antinodal
point than on the nodalpoint. A fter progction, we ob—
serve that Z  still rem ains alm ost constant along the di-
agonaldirection for pBC Sw fw ith longer range hoppings.
In Figl0 we plot the Z map of pBCSw f wih longer
range hopping %= 04.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper we studied a new type of variational
wavefunction, pSDw f. Tt can be viewed as an im proved
PBC Sw £, and the im provem ent is that pSD w £ correctly
characterizesthe charge dynam ics and the correlation be—

tween the doped holes/electrons and the nearby spins.
T his physics was m issed by the previous pPBCSwf. As
a result, pSDw f correctly reproduces the dichotomy of
hole-doped and electron-doped M ott insulator.

In pSD w £, we Introduced tw o types of form ions, spinon
f and dopon d. Spinons £ carry soin but no charge. T hey
form a d-wave paired state that describes the spin liquid
background. D opons d carry both spin and charge and
correspond to a bare doped hole. The m ixing between
soinons and dopons describbed by ¢, 1, 2 and 3 lads
to a d-wave superconducting state. T he charge dynam —
ics (such as electron spectral finction) is determ ined by
thosem ixings. ¢ isthe on-sitem ixing (or localm ixing),
and 1,  and 3 are non-localm ixings corresponding
tom ixing with  rst, second and third neighbors respec—
tively. IfpSDw fhas only localm ixing, i is identical to
PBCSwf. W ith non-localm ixings, pSD w f corresponds to
PBC Sw fw ith hopping tem s acting on it. T herefore the
wavefunction develops nite non-localm ixings to lower
the hopping energies. In particular, for the hole-doped
case, to Iower t? and t® energies, the m ixing is described
by 2> 0and 3< 0.

The pSDw f can also be obtained by procting the
soinon-dopon m ean— eld wavefunction into the physical
subspace. Therefore, one expects that som e properties
ofpSD w f can be understood from them ean— eld theory.
In the m ean— eld theory, it is clear that the m odulation
of Z x In k space is controlled by the non-local m ix—
ngs. Our num erical calculation of Z ; show s that the
above m ean— eld result is valid even for the projcted
wave function. We nd that ;> 0and 3 < 0 give ex—
actly the dichotomy ofZ ; observed In the hole doped
samples. Because , > 0 and 5 < 0 are driven by t°
and t®, the dichotom y is also driven by t° and t°. Thus
to lower the hopping energy, the spectral weight is sup-
pressed in som e region in k-space. This result con ictsa
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wavefunction | — 212 % % ; total energy MSi Siral T1 T2 T3

0 oo per bond per bond
pBCSwf 0.55|0 0 |0 0 -0.1793 0.0001|-03075 0.0002|2.65 0.02{043 0.02 [0.65 0.02
pBCSwf 055|-04(0 |0 0 |0 [-0.1796 0.0001({-0.3043 0.0002(2.66 0.02|0.02 002|121 0.2
pSDwf 0.55|0 0 [-03|03|-0.1(-0.1815 0.0001|-03058 0.0002|2.86 0.02|-049 0.02/087 0.02

TABLE IV:Two hokson 14 by 14 lattice. t= 1,t" =

03, t°

= 02 and J = 03. T;, T, and T3 stand for nearest neighbor

hopping, next nearest neighbor hopping and third nearest neighbor hopping respectively. A though the spin energy of pBC Sw £

wih nite Jonger range hoppings 0=

14 lattice.

naive guess: to lower the hopping energy, the excitation
should be m ore quasiparticle lke. W e also predict that
the dichotomy will go away if t° and t® have the same
sign and sin ilar m agniude. In summ ary, we found a
mean— eld theory and the associated trial wavefunction
capturing the dichotom y physics.

Traditionally, In profcted wavefinction variational
approach, for exam ple pBC Swf, people use wavefunc—
tions which In real space correspond to a single Slater
determm nant. The reason to do so is sin ply to m ake the
com putation easier. O ur study show s what kinds of in —
portant physics that m ay be m issed by doing so. In real
space, the pSDw fis sum of (1 + ngpire)??° number of
Slater determ inants, because each hole can either do not
hop, orhop Into one ofngpirt sites. So our calculation is
1lim ited to few -hole cases. H ow ever, the idea of introduc—
Ing m any Slater determ nant is quite general. For exam —
pl, one can study another in proved pBC Sw f, which al-
Jow seach hole to hop once but forbids two holes hopping
together, therefore the num ber of Slater determm nant is
(1 + nghirt)Nhore and m any-hole cases are com putation—
ally achievable. This new Improved pBC Sw f is the rst
order approxin ation of pSD w f and rem ains to be stud-
ied. For a long tin e there is a puzzlk that doped M ott—
nsulator (ie the spin disordered m etallic state) seem s to
be energetically favorable only at high doping x > 03.
For x < 03 the doped spoin density wave state have a
Iower energy. Our pSDw fm ay push this lim it down to
Iow doping which agrees w ith experin ents better. This
is because that lncluding m any Slater determ inants can
low er the energy perhole by a signi cant am ount (@bout
04t).

A swe have stressed, pSD w £ provides a better descrip—
tion of spin-charge correlation, orm ore precisely, the spin
con guration near a doped hole. This allow s us to re—
produce the dichotom y In quasiparticle spectral weights
observed In experin ents. T he next question is whether
the better understanding of the spin-charge correlation
can lad to new experin ental predictions. In the follow —
ng, we w illdescribe one such prediction In quasiparticle
current distrbution.

W e know that a nite supercurrent & shifts the su—
perconducting quasiparticle dispersion E . To the linear
order In J5, we have

Ex@)=Ex 0)+c '3 A;

04 is slightly lower than that of pSDw fon 10 by 10 lattice, it ism uch higher on 14 by

w here c is the speed of light and we have Introduced the
vector potential A to represent the supercurrent: Jg =

me ec2 A . jyx isavery in portant function that characterizes
how excited quasiparticles a ect super uid density s .
W e call jx quasiparticle current. A coording to the BC S

theory

. @ x
Jk = e@_k = €Vnom alr (84)

where i isthe nom alstate dispersion which is roughly
given by x = 2tfosky)+ cosky)].

The previous study [18] of quasiparticlke current for
PBC Sw f show s that the quasiparticle current is roughly
given by the BCS result (84) scaled down by a factor
Such a quasiparticlke current has a an ooth distribution
In k-space. Here we would like to stress that since the
charge dynam ics is not capture wellby the pBC Sw £, the
above result from pBC Swfm ay not be reliable. W e ex—
pect that the quasitparticle current of pSD w £ should has
a strong k-dependence, ie a Jarge quasiparticle current
near the nodalpoint where Zy is lJarge and sn all quasi
particle current near the antinodal point where Zy is
an all. Such a quasiparticle current distribbution m ay ex—
plin the tem perature dependence of super uid densiy
R11.

Indeed, the mean- eld spihon-dopon approach does
give rise to a very di erent quasiparticle current dis—
trbbution which roughly follows Zx . For m ore detailed
study in this direction and possible experin ental tests,
see Ref. R7].

W e would like to thank Cody Nave, Sung-Sik Lee, P.
A . Lee or helpfiildiscussions. T his work was supported
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APPENDIX A:A SIMPLE ALGORITHM TO DO
LOCAL PROJECTION

Suppose the wavefunction before profction is the
ground state of som e ferm ionic quadratic H am ittonian.
O ne can always diagonalize the H am iltonian so that all
tw o-point correlation fiinctions of ferm ion operators can
be calculated exactly. For our SD w £, that m eans quanti-
ties Ike hfy £51, hd] £51,hd] dji... can be caloulated.

P roection is supposed to rem ove the unphysical states.
Fora site i, the follow ing operator rem ovesthe unphysical



states.

1

5 1
2) (End;i —l’ld;i+ 1)

Pi=ng; Oy >

1
(@ Znai Gt Sap)’): @1)
Tt obviously ensuresthat ne;; = 1, ng;: 6 2 and £ and d
ferm jons form local singlet. To calculate energy, we do
local progction on the relevant sites. For exam ple, to
calculate the J tem energy, one actually calculates

P3P (Se;i+ Sa;) g5+ Sa)PiP51

P4 Sstors = PP Pi
iP5

@2

The denom inator accounts for the wavefiinction nor-
m alization due to profction. One can write operators

P;S; SyP5 and P;S; S4P5 in term s of form ion operators.
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By W ick’s theorem , the expectation values of these op—
erators reduce to a sum ofproducts of ferm ion two-point
correlation functions, which are known. Sin ilarly for t
term energy, one calculates for exam ple,

P ;P jfﬁ. h;-/hifjnPiP ji a3)
PP i ’

by oo =

where hf = & (£},
ates a holk at site i.

Onemay ask whether we can do local proctions on
m ore and m ore sites, then the result will be closer and
closer to the one of full progction. Unfrtunately this
cannot be done, because the num ber oftermm s in the sum —
m ation when weexpand P;1 P, :::P;, Increasesexponen-—
tially fast aswe increase n. T herefore we are lim ited to
few sites. The abovem ethod can only be viewed as som e
renom alized m ean— eld approach.

fi,dl.) is the operator that cre-
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