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W estudied underdoped high Tc superconductorsusing aspinon-dopon approach (ordoped-carrier

approach) to t-t
0
-t
00
-J m odel,where spinon carries spin and dopon carries both spin and charge.

In this approach, the m ixing of spinon and dopon describes superconductivity. W e found that

a nonuniform m ixing in k-space is m ost e�ective in lowering the t
0 and t

00 hopping energy. W e

showed that at m ean-�eld level,the m ixing is proportionalto quasiparticle spectralweight Z� .

W e also found a sim ple m onte-carlo algorithm to calculate Z� from the projected spinon-dopon

wavefunction,which con�rm sthem ean-�eld result.Thusthenon-uniform m ixing caused by t
0
and

t" explains the di�erent electron spectralweights near the nodaland anti-nodalpoints (i.e. the

dichotom y) observed in underdoped high Tc superconductors. For hole-doped sam ple,we found

thatZ isenhanced in thenodalregion and suppressed in theanti-nodalregion.Forelectron doped

sam ple,the sam e approach leads to a suppressed Z in the nodalregion and enhanced in the anti-

nodalregion,in agreem entwith experim entalobservations.

PACS num bers:71.10.-w,74.72.-h,74.25.Jb

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

O nepowerfulexperim entaltechniqueto study high-Tc
m aterialis the Angular Resolved Photoem ission Spec-

troscopy (ARPES)[1]. ARPES study forthe pseudogap

region showed a strong anisotropy ofthe electron spec-

tralfunction in m om entum space[2,3]. Basically itwas

found that in the nodaldirection,excitations are m ore

quasi-particlelike;whilein theanti-nodaldirection,exci-

tationshaveno quasi-particlepeak.Thisistheso-called

dichotom y.Ifone lowersthe tem perature to letthe m a-

terialtogointosuperconductingphase,itwasfound that

anti-nodaldirection also hasa sm allquasi-particlepeak.

Tunneling experim ents show that the underdoped sam -

plesareinhom ogeneous[4{6].Dueto thisinhom ogeneity,

it is possible that the underdoped sam ple can be sep-

arated into optim aldoped regions and underdoped re-

gions,and the quasi-particle peak only com es from the

optim aldoped region. W ith such a point ofview,it is

possiblethateven thesuperconducting phasecan havea

very anisotropicelectron spectralfunction in m om entum

space.

Exact diagonalization on t-t0-t00-J m odel (t0 and t00

stand for next nearest neighbor and next next nearest

neighbor,respectively)with 32 siteshasbeen done[7,8]

forhole-doped case (one hole doped).Itwasfound that

ift0 = t00 = 0;J = 0:3t,then the quasiparticle weight

Z� isalm osta constantalong the direction (�;0)-(0;�):

Z� = 0:311 at (�=2;�=2), and Z� = 0:342 at (�;0).

However ifone put in t0 = � 0:3t;t00 = 0:2t;J = 0:3t,

which is an optim alparam eter � tting for Sr2CuO 2Cl2,

then there isa strong dichotom y feature:Z� = 0:353 at

(�=2;�=2),and Z� = 0:029 at(�;0).Thissuggeststhat

�U R L:http://dao.mit.edu/~wen

the dichotom y can be a resultoft0 and t00 hopping.

Exact diagonalization was also done for the electron

doped case (a few electronsdoped on 32 sites)[8],where

Z+ wasm easured.Dueto theparticle-holesym m etry at

half-� lling,we know thatift0 = t00 = 0,Z+ and Z� are

equalup to a m om entum shift of(�;�). Therefore Z+
are also  atalong the direction (�;0)-(0;�) in pure t-J

m odel. But when we put in t0 = � 0:3t;t00 = 0:2t;J =

0:3t, the particle-hole sym m etry was broken. Z+ was

found to develop a strong anisotropy along (�;0)-(0;�):

Z+ = 0:005 at(�=2;�=2),and Z+ = 0:636 at(�;0).

W hat m echanism can destroy the quasi-particle co-

herence in the anti-nodalregion? The sim plest thing

com esinto one’sm ind isthatweneed som eotherthings

to destroy it. For exam ple,neutron scattering experi-

m entsindicate thatthereare som elow energy m agnetic

 uctuations[9{12],and itwasproposed[2,3]thatm agnon

scattering process can destroy the quasi-particle coher-

ence in anti-nodalregion. In this paper, however,we

propose a physically di� erent scenario: The dichotom y

is due to the t0 and t00 hopping term s. The quasiparti-

cle spectralweight Zk is naturally suppressed in som e

region in k-space to lowerthe t0 and t" hopping energy.

This contradicts a naive thinking that hopping always

enhanceZk.Using thet-t
0-t00-J m odel,wewillshow that

the new scenario can explain the distribution ofZk for

both hole-doped and electron-doped sam plesin a uni� ed

way.

Ifwe believe that the dichotom y is driven by the t0

and t00 hopping term s,then there isan im portantissue:

Isthere a m ean-� eld theory and the corresponding trial

wavefunction thatcapturesthism echanism ?

O ne way to understand high-Tc superconductorsisto

view them asdoped M ott-insulators.UnderZhang-Rice

singlet m apping[13],the m inim alm odelwhich includes

theessentialM ottphysicsist-J m odelon squarelattice.

O n the analyticalside,a powerfulm ean-� eld theory for

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0611034v1
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t-J m odel,the slave-boson approach,wasdeveloped[14{

16].Thisapproach em phasizesthe fractionalization pic-

tureofthedoped M ottinsulator:electron issplited into

aspinon (aferm ion with spin and nocharge)and aholon

(aboson with chargeand nospin),which characterizethe

low energy excitationsofthedoped M ottinsulator.This

m ean-� eld approach alsosuccessfully predicted thepseu-

dogap m etalforunderdoped sam ples.O n the num erical

side,thesam ephysicspicturegivesriseto theprojected

BCS wavefunction[17](pBCSwf),which turns out to be

a very good trialwavefunction fort-J m odel. However,

m oredetailed studiesofpBCSwf[18,19]indicatethatthe

slave-boson approach failto explain the dichotom y. So

a m om entum dependentquasiparticleweightZk rem ains

to be a big challengeforslave-boson theory.

In this paper, we will use a new spinon-dopon

approach[20]and the corresponding trialwavefunction

to study the underdoped sam ples. Instead of using

spinons and holons, in the new approach, we use the

spinonsand thebond statesofspinonsand holonsto de-

scribe the low energy excitations. The bond states of

spinonsand holonsarecalled doponswhich arecharge-e

spin-1
2
ferm ions. The spinon-dopon approach leadsto a

new trialwavefunction,theprojected spinon-dopon wave

function (pSDwf).Thenew trialwavefunction turnsout

to bean im provem entovertheold projected BCS wave-

function (pBCSwf).

Theholon condensation in slave-boson approach corre-

spond 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 slave-boson

approach. Ifwe set the m ixing to have no m om entum

dependence,then thepSDwfturnsoutto beidenticalto

theold pBCSwf.So thepSDwfisa generalization ofthe

pBCSwf.

Now the question is,why the m ixing wants to have

strong m om entum dependence? The answer is that

thewavefunction with m om entum dependentm ixing can

m akethehoppingm orecoherent,and thereforegain hop-

ping energy.Roughly speaking,thepSDwfwith m om en-

tum dependentm ixing isthe sum m ation ofthe old pro-

jected BCS wavefunction together with hopping term s

c
y

icj acting on it. Here one should notice that the old

pBCSwf,with uniform m ixing,already hasapretty good

t hopping energy. But to have a good t0 and t00 hop-

ping energy,the m ixing needsto have a m om entum de-

pendence,along the direction from (�;0)to (0;�). O ur

M onteCarlocalculation showsthatpSDwfwith m om en-

tum dependentm ixing isindeed a bettertrialwavefunc-

tion in energetic sense. To geta quantitative sense how

big is the im provem ent, we � nd that the energy of a

doped hole in pSDwfis about0:4tlowerthan thatofa

doped hole in pBCSwf.Thisisa very big im provem ent,

indicating thatthespin-chargecorrelation (orm orepre-

cisely,thespin con� guration neara doped hole)ism uch

betterdescribed by pSDwfthan pBCSwf.

Can one m easure the m om entum dependence ofm ix-

ing? Theanswerisyes.In thisarticlewewillshow that

the m ixing is directly related to Z� ,the quasi-particle

weight,which ism easurablein ARPES.Roughly speak-

ing,m ixing is proportionalto Z� . W e have also devel-

oped a M onteCarlo techniqueto calculateZ� .Thecal-

culation showsthatm om entum dependentm ixingpSDwf

indeed has strong anisotropy in m om entum space,and

consistentwith the observed dichotom y.

Com paring pBCSwfand pSDwf,we like to pointout

two wave functions have sim ilar background spin-spin

correlation and sim ilarspin energy.However,thatpBC-

Swf does not capture the detailed charge dynam ics.

The new trialwavefunction,pSDwf,containsm ore cor-

rect spin-charge correlation. As a result, the energy

of doped holes/electrons is m uch lower in the pSDwf.

The holes/electronsin the pSDwfreproduce the correct

m om entum dependenceofquasi-particlespectralweight.

W e also expectourpSDwfto have a strong m om entum

dependencein quasi-particlecurrent,which m ay explain

thetem peraturedependenceofsuper uid densityofHigh

Tc superconductors[21].

II. SP IN O N -D O P O N A P P R O A C H A N D P SD W F

A . Slave-boson A pproach and P rojected B C 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? Letus� rstly look into the pre-

viousm ean � eld approach,m orespeci� cally,slave-boson

approach.Thegeneralt-J m odelcan bewritten in term s

ofelectron operator:

H tJ = J
X

hiji2N N

�

Si� Sj �
1

4
ninj

�

�
X

ij

tijP

�

c
y

icj + c
y

jci

�

P : (1)

Here the projection operatorP is to ensure the Ham il-

tonian is acting within the physicalHilbert space: one

each site,the physicalstatesare j"i,j#iorj0i,i.e.,no

doubleoccupancy.

Slave-boson approach[14, 15] em phasizes the spin-

charge separation picture. In that approach,one splits

electron operatorinto spinon and holon operators:

ci� = fi�b
y

i; (2)

wheref isspinon,carryingspin 1=2and charge0,ilabels

site and � labels spin; b is holon,carrying spin 0 and

charge 1. This splitting enlarges the Hilbert space. To

go back to physicalHilbert space,a localconstraint is

needed:

f
y

i"
fi" + f

y

i#
fi# + b

y

ibi = 1: (3)

Due to spin interaction,spinonsform a d-wavepaired

state. The superconducting phase is realized through
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an additionalholon condensation at m om entum k = 0.

W ithin such aconstruction,thequasi-particleweightZ is

proportionalto doping x everywherein k-space,in both

nodaland anti-nodalregion.To seethis,onecan sim ply

look atthe m ean-� eld G reen function ofelectron:

hckc
y

k
i= hb

y

k= 0
bk= 0fkf

y

k
i= xhfkf

y

k
i: (4)

Thereforex istheresidueofquasi-particlepoleand Z =

x isindependentofk.

Slave-boson approach is supposed to capture the

physics of spin-charge separation. It has successfully

generated thephasediagram ofHigh-Tc superconductor.

Butthisapproach,atleastatm ean-� eld level,could not

capturesom em oredetailed features,such asm om entum

dependenceofquasi-particleweightorthequasi-particle

current.O necan arguethatincluding gauge uctuation,

those detailed featuresm ay be reproduced,buthere we

willtry to develop anotherapproach which can capture

these featuresatm ean-� eld level.

Beforewego into the new spinon-dopon approach,let

us see how far one can go using slave-boson approach.

O necan actually try to build a trialwavefunction based

on slave-boson m ean-� eld approach. W e know thatthe

m ean-� eld approach enlarged the Hilbertspace,and the

resulting wavefunction lies outside the physicalHilbert

space.O nlywhen oneincludesthefullgauge uctuations

can onego back to the physicalHilbertspace.

So one way to include the fullgauge  uctuations,is

to build the m ean-� eld ground state� rst,and then do a

projectionfrom theenlargedHilbertspacetothephysical

Hilbertspace. The wavefunction afterprojection would

serve as a trialwavefunction for the physicalHam ilto-

nian. Thisprojected wavefunction issupposed to incor-

porate the e� ectofgauge  uctuation ofthe slave-boson

approach,and m ay answer the question that,after in-

cluding gauge uctuation,whetherslave-boson approach

can capturethe detailed featureslikedichotom y.

The m ean-� eld ground state forunderdoped case can

beconstructed asfollows.LetN h bethenum berofholes,

N f is the num ber ofspinons,and N = N h + N f is the

totalnum berofsites.Theslave-boson m ean-� eld ground

stateisthen given by

j�SB ;m eani= (b
y

k= 0
)N h

Y

k

(uk + vkf
y

k"
f
y

� k#
)j0i; (5)

where the spinon partofthe wavefunction isa standard

d-wavepairing state:

vk

uk
=

� (k)

�k +
p
�2
k
+ � (k)2

; (6)

where

�k = � 2�(coskx + cosky)� �

� (k)= � (coskx � cosky) (d-wave): (7)

Here � is the chem icalpotentialto give the correctav-

erage num ber of spinon h
P

i
f
y

i�fi�i = N f; � and �

are m ean-� eld param eterswhich have been found to be
�

�
= 2 [22]at half-� lling,and �

�
decreases to zero at

doping around J=t.

Now onecan do aprojection togoback tothephysical

Hilbertspace.The constraintforphysicalHilbertspace

isEq.(3).Thisconstraintensuresthatthe totalnum ber

ofspinon m ustbe N f and there isno double occupancy

ofspinon:spinon num bernf;i atsiteihasto beeither0

or1.O ne can easily see thatthe resulting wavefunction

isthe usualProjected d-waveBCS W avefunction (pBC-

Swf):

j�P B C Si= P
SB
D P

SB
N j�SB ;m eani (8)

= PD PN

Y

k

(uk + vkc
y

k"
c
y

� k#
)j0i (9)

/ PD

 
X

k

a(k)c
y

k"
c
y

� k#

! N f =2

j0i; (10)

where in the � rst line,PSBN is the projection into � xed

totalnum berofparticles,i.e.,N h holonsand N f spinons;

while P SB
D isthe projection into physicalHilbertspace,

i.e.,rem oving allstatesnotsatisfying constraintEq.(3).

In the second line, PN is the projection into � xed to-

talnum berofelectrons,which hasto be N f,PD is the

projection which rem ovesalldoubleoccupancies.a(k)is

de� ned asa(k)= vk
uk
.

Projected BSC wavefunction turned out to be a sur-

prisinglygood trialwavefunction fort-J m odel[17].How-

ever num erical studies[18, 19] showed that the quasi-

particle weightis alm osta constantalong the direction

from (�;0) to (0;�), i.e., it fails to reproduce the di-

chotom y. The quasi-particle current ofpBCSwfis also

pretty sm ooth in the k space[18]. Itisbecause pBCSwf

isunable to capturethe m om entum dependence proper-

tiesthatweneed a new approach to underdoped high Tc
superconductors.

B . H ow to capture k-dependence features?

{ Spinon-dopon approach and projected

spinon-dopon w avefunction

RebeiroandW en[20]developedthisnew m ean-� eldap-

proach trying to capturethespinon-holon recom bination

physics.In thefollowingwebrie yreview theirwork.W e

know thatatlow tem perature,spinon and holon recom -

bine pretty strongly to give electron-like quasi-particle.

So itis naturalto introduce dopon operator{ a bound

state between a spinon and a holon { to describe low

energy excitations. Note that a dopon has the sam e

quantum num ber as an electron and describes a doped

electron (orhole).Butthe M ottand spin-liquid physics

at half� lling should also be addressed. So one should

also keep the spinon operator. As a result,two types

offerm ionsare introduced here: spinon f and dopon d.

Spinon carriesspin 1=2and no charge,and dopon carries

spin 1=2 and charge 1. By introducing these two types
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offerm ionsoneenlargestheHilbertspace:now thereare

16 states per site,am ong them only three are physical.

The three physicalstateson site ican be represented in

term sofspinon and dopon ferm ionsas:

j"i= j"fi; j#i= j#fi; j0i=
1
p
2
j"f#d � #f"di:

(11)

Here please notice that the constraints are two-fold:

� rstly there m ust be one f spinon per site,secondly d

dopon hasto form a localsingletwith the spinon.

O ne can do a self-consistent m ean-� eld study. The

m ean-� eld Ham iltonian takesthe form :

H m ean = (� 2�(coskx + cosky)� �)f
y

k�
fk�

+ � (coskx � cosky)f
y

k"
f
y

� k#
+ �kd

y

k�
dk�

+ �kf
y

k�
dk� + h:c:: (12)

Here H m ean can be divided into three parts: spinon

part, dopon part and spinon-dopon interaction. The

spinon part describes the usual d-wave paired ansatz:

� = Jhf
y

k�
f
k�
i, � = Jhf

k"f� k#i. The dopon part is

sim ply afreedopon band,with �k determ ined byhigh en-

ergy ARPES m easurem ent.Notethat�k isnottaken as

tunable m ean-� eld param eter.Finally the spinon-dopon

interaction isdescribed by a k-dependenthybridization,

roughly speaking �k = �khd
y

ifii. O ne can see that d
y

ifi
isa bosonic � eld carrying charge 1 and spin 0. Itsnon-

zero averagevalue correspondsto holon condensation in

slave-boson approach,which leadsto superconductivity.

� isthe chem icalpotentialrequired to tune the doping.

AlongthislineRebeiroand W en did am ean-� eld phase

diagram ,and successfully � t to ARPES data and tun-

neling data[23,24]. Here we try to em phasize that the

m ain lesson we learned from this new m ean-� eld ap-

proach isthatonecan havea k-dependenthybridization

atm ean-� eld level(in Eq.(12)thishybridization iscon-

trolled by �k and energy spectrum ofspinon band and

dopon band.),which isroughly thecounterpartofholon

condensation in slave-boson approach. This is why one

can study detailed features like dichotom y in this new

approach.

Severalopen questionsnaturally arise in thisnew ap-

proach. It seem s there are two types of excitations,

spinon and dopon,whatdothey look like? W ealsoknow

thatm ean-� eld approach isnotvery reliable,so itwould

benicetounderstand thephysicaltrialwavefunction cor-

responding to the new m ean-� eld approach,from where

wewould know exactly whatwearedoing.In thefollow-

ing we try to answerthese questions.

Let us construct trial wavefunctions based on this

spinon-dopon m ean-� eld approach.O necan sim ply take

a m ean-� eld ground state wavefunction,then do a pro-

jection back into thephysicalHilbertspace,justlikethe

way we did in the slaveboson case:

j�P SD i= PSD PN j�SD ;m eani: (13)

Here PN is the projection into � xed num ber ofspinon

and dopon, which gives the correct doping; and PSD

isthe projection into to physicalHilbertspace Eq.(11).

j�SD ;m eani is the ground state wavefunction of som e

m ean-� eld Ham iltonian in the form of Eq.(12). Sup-

poseweknow how to do thisprojection num erically,one

can doa variationalstudy ofthetheseProjected Spinon-

Dopon W avefunctions(pSDwf),toseewhatisthelowest-

energy ansatz.In general,however,thefullprojection is

notdoable,so we develop a sim ple num ericaltechnique

to do a localprojection to have som e rough idea about

whatkind ofwavefunction isenergetically favorable(See

Appendix A).W hatwefound isthatthebesttrialwave-

function forunderdoped casehasthe following form :

j�SC
P SD i= PSD PN j�

SC
SD ;m eani (14)

= PSD PN exp

 
X

k

b(k)~f
y

k"
~f
y

� k#

!

j0i (15)

/ PSD

 
X

k

b(k)~f
y

k"
~f
y

� k#

! N + N h
2

j0i; (16)

where

~f
y

k�
=

q

1� �2
k
f
y

k�
+ �kd

y

k�
: (17)

Here ~f form a d-wave paired state and the superscript

SC m eans this wavefunction is superconducting. b(k)

and �k aresom erealfunctionsand weassum e�k = �� k

to respect tim e reversalsym m etry. For this particular

ansatz,fullprojection isdoable in low doping lim it. In

section IV we develop the num ericalm ethod to do the

fullprojection and we willsee thatthis wavefunction is

a even bettertrialwavefunction than pBCSwf.

Notethatthetotalnum beroff and d ferm ionsisN +

N h.Also PSD requiresonef-ferm ion persite,so totally

N f-ferm ions. Therefore we m ust have N h d-ferm ions,

which givesthe correctdoping.

C . H ow does pSD w fcapture the k-dependent

features? { properties ofw avefunction before

projection j�
S C
S D ;m eani: Zk at m ean-�eld level.

Theform ofj�SC
P SD ilooksvery sim ilarto pBCSwf,ba-

sically weareconstructing a pairing wavefunction based

on hybridized ferm ion ~fk.In thenextsection wewillsee

thatj�SC
P SD iand pBCSwfareindeed closely related.For

them om entletushavea closerlook atthewavefunction

j�SC
SD ;m eanibefore projection. The idea isthatphysical

properties m ay not change drastically after the projec-

tion.In thiscasethem ean-� eld levelunderstanding will

giveusinsightofthe wavefunction afterthe projection.

Firstofallitis obviousthatthis wavefunction is su-

perconducting. That is because the nonzero �k signals

them ixing between spinon and dopon hf
y

k�
dk�i6= 0,and

thussignalsbreakingofchargeconservation.Itisnatural

tobelievethesuperconductivitysurvivesafterprojection.
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Let us introduce the other com bination of f and d

ferm ions:

~d
y

k�
= � �kf

y

k�
+

q

1� �2
k
d
y

k�
; (18)

and the quasi-particleoperators:


y

k"
= ~uk ~f

y

k"
� ~vk ~f� k# (19)

� k# = ~uk ~f� k# + ~vk ~f
y

k"
; (20)

where

~uk =
1

p
1+ b(k)2

~vk =
b(k)

p
1+ b(k)2

; (21)

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

can show that

j�SC
SD ;m eani= exp

 
X

k

b(k)~f
y

k"
~f
y

� k#

!

j0i;

satis� es:

~dk�j�
SC
SD ;m eani= 0; (22)

and

k�j�
SC
SD ;m eani= 0: (23)

The m ean-� eld Ham iltonian which can generate

j�SC
SD ;m eaniasground stateissim ply:

H m ean =
X

k

�

�~f(k)
y

k�
� k� + �~d(k)

~d
y

k�
~dk�

�

; (24)

with �~f(k);�~d(k) > 0. Later we willsee that there are

physicalreasons that �~d(k) > �~f(k), m eaning
~f band

is lowestenergy excitation,and ~d band isfully gapped,

�~d(k)> 0 forany k.

W e can expressf and d ferm ionsin term sof and ~d

ferm ions:

fk� =

q

1� �2
k
(~ukk� + ~vk���

y

� k�
)� �k ~dk� (25)

dk� = �k(~ukk� + ~vk���
y

� k�
)+

q

1� �2
k
~dk�: (26)

Based on Eq.(25)and (26),itiseasy to obtain:

h�SC
SD ;m eanjf

y

k�
fk�j�

SC
SD ;m eani

h�SC
SD ;m ean

jj�SC
SD ;m ean

i
= (1� �

2

k)~v
2

k (27)

h�SC
SD ;m eanjd

y

k�
d
k�
j�SC

SD ;m eani

h�SC
SD ;m ean

jj�SC
SD ;m ean

i
= �

2

k~v
2

k: (28)

W e know that the m ean-� eld wavefunction should give

onef-ferm ion and x = N h

N
d-ferm ion persiteon average:

X

k

(1� �
2

k)~v
2

k = N (29)

X

k

�
2

k~v
2

k = N h (30)

In the low doping lim itx ! 0,itisclearfrom the above

relationsthat�2
k
/ x.

Now letusunderstand how to calculateZ� and Z+ on

thism ean-� eld wavefunction.Z+ and Z� are de� ned to

be:

Z� ;k =
jhN � 1;kjckj�

N
G Sij

2

hN � 1;kjN � 1;kih�N
G S
j�N

G S
i
; (31)

Z+ ;k =
jhN + 1;kjc

y

k
j�N

G Sij
2

hN + 1;kjN + 1;kih�N
G S
j�N

G S
i
; (32)

wherejN � 1;ki(jN + 1;ki)arethelowest-energy N � 1

(N + 1)electron stateswhich havenonzero overlap with

ckj�
N
G Si(c

y

k
j�N

G Si).

In ourm ean-� eld wavefunction,thelowerestenergyex-

cited statesaregiven by creating k-quasi-particle.Note

thatnow d
y

k
istheholecreationoperator,soatm ean-� eld

levelthe Zk forspinon-dopon wavefunction are:

Z
SD
� ;k" =

jh�
S C

S D ;m ean
j

k"d
y

k"
j�

S C

S D ;m ean
ij
2

h� S C
S D ;m ean

j
k"

y

k"
j� S C

S D ;m ean
ih� S C

S D ;m ean
j� S C

S D ;m ean
i
;

= �
2

k~u
2

k (33)

Z
SD
+ ;k" =

jh�
S C
S D ;m ean j� k#dk"j�

S C
S D ;m ean ij

2

h� S C
S D ;m ean

j
� k#


y

� k#
j� S C

S D ;m ean
ih� S C

S D ;m ean
j� S C

S D ;m ean
i

= �
2

k~v
2

k: (34)

At this m om ent,let us com pare spinon-dopon wave-

function (SDwf)with BCS wavefunction (BCSwf),both

before projection (In Section IID we willcom pare them

afterprojection).

In Section IIA weview pBCSwfastheprojected slave-

boson m ean-� eld state into physicalHilbert space. W e

m ay also view pBCSwfasprojected BCSwfwith alldou-

ble occupanciesrem oved:

j�P B C Si= PD PN j�B C Si (35)

= PD PN exp(
X

k

a(k)c
y

k"
c
y

� k#
)j0i (36)

/ PD

 
X

k

a(k)c
y

k"
c
y

� k#

! N f =2

j0i; (37)

where

j�B C Si= exp(
X

k

a(k)c
y

k"
c
y

� k#
)j0i (38)

/
Y

k

(uk + vkc
y

k"
c
y

� k#
)j0i: (39)

Beforetheprojection,thespectralweightoftheelectron

operatorck can be calculated easily:

Z
B C S
� ;k = v

2

k = nk Z
B C S
+ ;k = u

2

k = 1� nk; (40)

where nk = hc
y

k
c
k
iB C S. Fora d-wave BCSwfEq.(6),we

can plottheZk in Fig.1.In low doping lim it,param eters

are taken as � = 0,� = 1,� = 0:55. Such choice of
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FIG .1: Plot ofu
2

k (left) and v
2

k (right) within one quarter

Brillouin Zone,kx and ky range from 0 to �.

param etersleadstoapBCSwfwith lowestaverageenergy

athalf� lling.

The Z+ ;k and Z� ;k for the pBCSwfafter the projec-

tion werealsocalculated[18].Roughlyspeakingwhatwas

found isthatthe Zk pro� leafterprojection issim ilarto

that before the projection. There is a quasiferm isur-

face,which isroughly along thediagonaldirection,Z� ;k

is large inside the ferm isurface and decreasesvery fast

when you go outside ferm isurface;while Z+ ;k is large

outside ferm isurface, and decreases fast when you go

into ferm isurface.Butthereisonebig di� erence,which

isa reduction factor.Forthe Z+ ;k,thisreduction factor

was found to be proportionalto x. But for Z� ;k,this

reduction factordependson k and is� nite (around 0:2)

fork = (0;0)even atlow-dopinglim it.From slave-boson

approach Eq.(4),wealreadyseethatZ / x atm ean � eld

level.Basically athalf� lling,Z = 0 and wehavea M ott

insulatorinstead ofa band insulator.

Noticethatalong diagonaldirection (�;0)� (0;�),the

Z B C S
k isdispersionless:Z B C S

k = 0:5,which doesnothave

dichotom y feature;After projection,there is a factor x

reduction, but Zk is stillalm ost a constant along the

diagonaldirection[18,19].

To com pare the calculated Z from the BSCwf and

SDwf,we note thatthe projected wave functions,pBC-

Swf and pSDwf, are closely related (see section IID).

M oreprecisely:

j�SC
P SD i= j�P B C Siif:

~uk = vk;~vk = uk;and �k = �0 (constant) (41)

Itiseasy to understand thisidenti� cation athalf-� lling,

sinceboth wavefunctionssim plygivethesam espin-liquid

(usually referred to asstaggered  ux spin liquid in liter-

atures),characterized by � and � . Now in the pSDwf
~f = f,with no m ixing with d-ferm ion. It is sim ply a

particle-hole transform ed pBCSwf, by which uk trans-

form ed into ~vk and vice versa. The im portant m essage

isthatuk;vk and ~uk;~vk characterizethe spin dynam ics,

but�k characterizesthe chargedynam ics.

W ith thisidenti� cation in m ind,from Eq.(33,34)and

(40)we im m ediately know thatwhen �k = �0 these two

wavefunctionsgivethesam em ean-� eld Zk pro� leexcept

that SDwfhas an extra x factor,because �2
k
= �20 / x

in low doping lim it. However,when �k has a strong k-

dependence, Zk from the two approaches can be very

di� erent.

Letusthink aboutwhetherornotthesewavefunctions

can capturedichotom y in low doping lim it.W hatdid we

learn from these m ean-� eld result? W e learned that it

is im possible to capture dichotom y by BCSwf,because

in orderto capturethek-dependencealong (0;�){(�;0),

one hasto tune uk; vk. Because d-wave uk;vk are con-

stant along (0;�){(�;0),one has to destroy the d-wave

ansatz to have a k-dependentuk; vk along (0;�){(�;0).

This leads to a higher J energy. O n the other hand,it

is possible to capture dichotom y by SDwf,because one

can tune�k to havea strongk-dependencewhilekeeping

~uk;~vk tobed-waveansatz.Thiswillnotdestroy thespin

background. Based on ourexperience ofprojection,we

expectthateven afterprojection,theabovestatem entis

qualitatively true.

D . W hy m ixing �k has a strong k-dependence?

{R elation betw een pB C Sw fand pSD w f

In the lastsection we see thatpSDwfcan potentially

capture the dichotom y through a k dependent�k. Now

theissueis,whydoesthe�k wanttohaveak dependence

that can explain the dichotom y in Zk? W hy does such

k-dependent �k lead to a pSDwfwhich is energetically

m ore favorable? To understand this,we need to know

whata pSDwflookslikein realspace.

The discussion below for identifying the relation be-

tween pSDwf and pBCSwfis rather long. The result,

however,is sim ple. Let us present the result here � rst.

W e introduce ~�k = �k=
p
1� �2

k
. In low doping lim it,

~�k � �k.Forthesim plestone-holecase,if~�k hasthesim -

plestm odulationin k-space ~�k = ~�0+ 2~�1(coskx+ cosky),

then the pSDwfcan be viewed as pBCSwfm ixed with

thewavefunction generated by thenearestneighborhop-

pingoperators(seeEq.(56)).Form orecom plicated ~�k =
~�0+ 2~�1(coskx+ cosky)+ 4~�2 coskx cosky+ 2~�3(cos2kx+

cos2ky),thepSDwfcan beviewed aspBCSwfm ixed with

thewavefunction generated by thenearestneighbor,next

nearestneighborand third nearestneighborhopping op-

erators (see Eq.(59)). Therefore to lower the hopping

energy,� nite �i’s are naturally developed. This is why

�k with a properk dependence ism ore energetically fa-

vorable.

Beforewelook into pSDwf,letusreview whata pBC-

Swflookslikein realspace.O necan do a Fouriertrans-

form ation:
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j�P B C Si= PD

 
X

k

a(k)c
y

k"
c
y

� k#

! N f =2

j0i= PD

0

@
X

R i";R j#

a(R j# � R i")c
y

R i";"
c
y

R j#;#

1

A

N f =2

j0i; (42)

wherea(r)=
P

k
a(k)cos(k� r).Ifwehavea spin basisfRi";R j#g,whereR i" labelsthepositionsofspin up electrons

and R j# labelsthe positionsofspin down electrons:

hfR i";R j#gj�P B C Si=

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

a(R 1# � R 1") a(R 1# � R 2") � � � a(R1# � R N f

2
"
)

a(R 2# � R 1") a(R 2# � R 2") � � � a(R2# � R N f

2
"
)

...
...

...
...

a(R N f

2
#
� R 1") a(R N f

2
#
� R 2") � � � a(R Nf

2
#
� R N f

2
"
)

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

: (43)

W e see that the overlap between a spin basis and pBCSwfis sim ply a single slater determ inant ofa two-particle

wavefunction.Thisiswhy pBCSwfcan be num erically sim ulated on a fairly largelattice.

Now wego back to pSDwf.Up to a norm alization constant,onecan expresspSDwfas:

j�SC
P SD i= PSD

 
X

k

b(k)(f
y

k"
+ ~�kd

y

k"
)(f

y

� k#
+ ~�kd

y

� k#
)

! N + N h
2

j0i (44)

where ~�k = �k=
p
1� �2

k
.Since �k /

p
x,in the low doping lim it,~�k = �k.

O necan also do a Fouriertransform ation into the realspace:

j�SC
P SD i= PSD

0

@
X

R i";R j#

b(R j# � R i")(f
y

R i""
+ ~�0d

y

R i""
+
X

�

~��d
y

R i"+ �;"
)(f

y

R j##
+ ~�0d

y

R j# #
+
X

�

~��d
y

R j#+ �;#
)

1

A

N + N h
2

j0i;

(45)

where ~��’sarethe Fouriercom ponentsof ~�k:

~�k = ~�0 + ~�xe
ikx + ~�� xe

� ikx + ~�ye
iky + ~�� ye

� iky + � � � : (46)

W e should only considerthe rotation invariant ~�k,and letusonly keep the � rstthreeFouriercom ponents:

~�k = ~�0 + 2~�1(coskx + cosky)+ 4~�2 coskx cosky

+ 2~�3(cos2kx + cos2ky): (47)

W eclaim ed thatif~�k = ~�0,then pSDwfisidenticalto pBCSwfifb(k)=
1

a(k)
.Letusseehow thatistrue.W ithout

�1;2;3,Eq.(45)is:

j�SC
P SD (

~�0)i= PSD

0

@
X

R i";R j#

b(R j# � R i")(f
y

R i""
+ ~�0d

y

R i""
)(f

y

R j##
+ ~�0d

y

R j# #
)

1

A

N + N h
2

j0i: (48)

W hatdoesa pBCSwflook like? Ifonedoesa particle- holetransform ation c
y

i"
! hi#,pBCSwfis:

j�P B C Si= PD

 
X

k

1

a(k)
h
y

k"
h
y

� k#

! N + N h
2

j0i (49)

= PD

0

@
X

R i";R j#

b(R j# � R i")h
y

R i";"
h
y

R j#;#

1

A

N + N h
2

j0i;

(50)
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wherePD isthe projection forbidding any em pty site.

Ifweconsidera spin basisfR i";R j#g,with theem pty

sitesfR k;0g,then afterparticle-hole transform ation,we

have single occupied sitesfR i";R j#g,and double occu-

pied sites fR k;0g. So the position ofspin up and down

sites in the hole representation are f~R i";~R j#gh,where

f~R i"gh = fR i"g[ fR k;0g and f~R j#gh = fR j#g[ fR k;0g.

Theoverlap ofpBCSwfand thespin basisin holerepre-

sentation is:

hfR i";R j#gj�P B C Si= hf~R i";~R j#ghj�P B C Si

=

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

b(~R 1# � ~R 1") b(~R 1# � ~R 2") � � � b(~R 1# � ~R N + N h
2

"
)

b(~R 2# � ~R 1") b(~R 2# � ~R 2") � � � b(~R 2# � ~R N + N h
2

"
)

...
...

...
...

b(~R N + N h
2

#
� ~R 1") b(~R N + N h

2
#
� ~R 2") � � � b(~R N + N h

2
#
� ~R N + N h

2
"
)

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

: (51)

0

1 2 3

4

0

1 2 3

4

FIG .2:pSD wfwith only ~�0.Thesite 0 isem pty.f-ferm ions

arerepresented by green spin,and d-ferm ion isrepresented by

red spin. Black valence bondsare bondswith off-ferm ions,

while red valence bond has a d-ferm ion. The two �gures

are two contributions of the overlap between pSD wfand a

spin basis j1"3"2#4#0em pi,and they correspond to the sam e

term in determ inant Eq.(52). The two �gures give rise to

states:left:j"1f#0f"3f#2f"0d#4fi= j"1f"3f#2f#4f (#0f"0d)i

and right:j"1f#0d"3f#2f"0f#4fi= � j"1f"3f#2f#4f ("0f#0d)i

The m inus sign m eans that the two �gures contribute addi-

tively.

The equation works this way because ifone sim ply ex-

pandsthepolynom ialin Eq.(50),each sum willgiveyou

oneterm in theexpansion ofthedeterm inantin Eq.(51),

and Paulistatisticsisaccounted by the sign in determ i-

nantexpansion.

Now we can do the sam e analysison pSDwfEq.(48).

Firstofall ~�0 isnotrelevantin the wavefunction,since

we are projecting into a state with � xed num ber ofd-

ferm ion,which m eansthatall~�0 doesisto givean over-

all factor ~�
N h

0
in front of the wavefunction. To have

an overlap with spin basis fR i";R j#;R k;0g, we know

that on em pty site R k;0 the expansion of polynom ial

Eq.(48) should give either j "f#di or j "d#fi. After

projection each case would contribute to 1p
2
j0i where

j0i= 1p
2
(j"f#di+ j"d#fi)

O ne im m ediately sees that the expansion ofpolyno-

m ial Eq.(48) gives sim ilar term s as the expansion of

Eq.(50);actually corresponding to one term in determ i-

nantEq.(51),wehave2N h term sfrom Eq.(48),since we

can either have j"f#di or j"d#fi for each em pty site.

The detailsare visualized in Fig.2. Taking into account

the factor 1p
2
ofprojection,onehas:

hfR i";R j#gj�
SC
P SD (

~�0)i= (
p
2~�0)

N h

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

b(~R 1# � ~R 1") b(~R 1# � ~R 2") � � � b(~R 1# � ~R N + N h
2

"
)

b(~R 2# � ~R 1") b(~R 2# � ~R 2") � � � b(~R 2# � ~R N + N h
2

"
)

...
...

...
...

b(~R N + N h
2

#
� ~R 1") b(~R N + N h

2
#
� ~R 2") � � � b(~R N + N h

2
#
� ~R N + N h

2
"
)

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

; (52)

wefound thatj�P B C Siand j�
SC
P SD (

~�0)iarethe sam ewavefunction.

Now letusputin the sim plestk-dependence in ~�k:

~�k = ~�0 + 2~�1(coskx + cosky); (53)
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wetry to writej�SC
P SD (

~�0;~�1)iin realspace.Afterthe Fouriertransform ation into realspace:

j�SC
P SD (

~�0;~�1)i

= PSD

0

@
X

R i";R j#

b(R j# � R i")(f
y

R i""
+ ~�0d

y

R i""
+ ~�1

X

�= � x̂;� ŷ

d
y

R i"+ �;"
)(f

y

R j# #
+ ~�0d

y

R j##
+ ~�1

X

�= � x̂;� ŷ

d
y

R j#+ �;#
)

1

A

N + N h
2

j0i:

(54)

Ifweexpand thispolynom ialEq.(54),ofcoursewewillstillhavecontribution from ~�0 term swhich isnothing but

the righthand side ofEq.(52). Butapartfrom that,we also have contribution from ~�1,which m akesthe problem

m ore com plicated. To start,let us consider the case ofa single hole N h = 1. To have an overlap with spin basis

fR i";R j#;R k;0g,thed-ferm ion on em pty siteR k;0 can also com efrom a bond connecting a spinfulsiteand R k;0 + �,

which isthe ~�1 term e� ect.Letusconsiderthecase� = ŷ.W ecan also assum ethespin stateon siteRk;0 + � isspin

down.Now itappearsthatwe havetwo waysto constructthe em pty site on R k;0:j"f#diorj"d#fi.W e study the

two casesseparately. Firstly ifthe em pty site isconstructed by j"f#di,shown in Fig.3,carefulobservation tellsus

thatthecontribution to theoverlap isexactly cancelled by ferm ion statistics.O n theotherhand,iftheem pty siteis

constructed by j"d#fi,wehavethecasein Fig.4.Aftercarefulobservation,weknow thatthistypeofcontribution is

�
~�1

2~�0
tim estheoverlap between j�SC

P SD (
~�0)iand thespin basisthatdi� ersfrom fRi";R j#;R k;0g by a hopping along

ŷ.Considering the factthatthe shiftcan also be � ŷ and � x̂,onehas:

hfR i";R j#;R k;0gj�
SC
P SD (

~�0;~�1)i

=
p
2~�0hfR i";R j#;R k;0gj�P B C Si+

 

� ~�1
p
2

!

hfR i";R j#;R k;0gj
X

�= � x̂;� ŷ

c
y

R k;0+ �;�
cR k;0;�

j�P B C Si; (55)

wherethe m inussign in the second term scom esfrom Ferm istatistics.

Justby looking atEq.(55),wearriveatthe conclusion:

j�SC
P SD (

~�0;~�1)i= j�P B C Si+

 

� ~�1

2~�0

!

PD

X

i;�= � x̂;� ŷ

c
y

i+ �;�
ci;�j�P B C Si: (56)

Letusstudy Eq.(55).W ith out ~�1,onehasa singleSlaterdeterm inantforthe overlap with a spin basis;with ~�1,

wehave1+ nshift = 5 Slaterdeterm inants,wherenshift isthetotalnum berofwaysthatoneholecan hop.Laterwe

willseethatfornh holes,thenum berofSlaterdeterm inantsfortheoverlap is(1+ nshift)
nh ,which m eansnum erically

onecan only do few holes.

The result(56)isobtained by studying one-holecase,and itisnothard to generalizethe resultforthe m ulti-hole

case. Basically,each hole m ay either nothop orhop once with a prefactor
� ~�1

2~�0
,but nothop m ore than once. For

exam ple,fortwo-holecase,wehave:

j�SC
P SD (

~�0;~�1)i=

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

1+ PD

X

i;�= � x̂;� ŷ

� ~�1

2~�0
c
y

i+ �;�
ci;� + PD

1

2!

X

�1 ;�2= � x̂;� ŷ

j;i6= j+ �2

 

� ~�1

2~�0

! 2

c
y

j+ �2 ;� 2

cj;� 2
c
y

i+ �1 ;� 1

ci;� 1

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

j�P B C Si;

(57)

wheretheconstrainti6= j+ �2 m akessureno holecan hop twice,and thecoe� cient
1

2!
com esfrom doublecounting.

W e can also easily generalizeitto the casewith ~�2 and ~�3....Fortwo hole case,we have:

j�SC
P SD (

~�0;~��)i=

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

1+ PD

X

i;�

� ~��

2~�0
c
y

i+ �;�
ci;� + PD

1

2!

X

�1 ;�2

j;i6= j+ �2

 

� ~��1

2~�0

!  

� ~��2

2~�0

!

c
y

j+ �2 ;� 2

cj;� 2
c
y

i+ �1 ;� 1

ci;� 1

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

j�P B C Si:

(58)



10

In the end,the generalform ula form ulti-holepSDwfis:

j�SC
P SD (

~�0;~��)i= PD expnh op= 0;1

0

@ 1+
X

i;�

� ~��

2~�0
c
y

i+ �;�
ci;�

1

A j�P B C Si; (59)

wherenhop = 0;1 ensuresthatno holecan hop twice.

0

1 2 3

4

0

1 2 3

4

FIG . 3: pSD wf with only ~�1. The site 0 is em pty. f-

ferm ionsare represented by green spin,and d-ferm ion isrep-

resented by red spin. Black valence bonds are bonds with

off-ferm ions,while red valence bond has a d-ferm ion. No-

tice that the position of d-ferm ion is shifted by � ŷ by ~�1
term e�ect (red dotted line). The two �gures show the two

contributions ofthe overlap between pSD wfand spin basis

j1"3"2#4#0em pi, with spin of f-ferm ion on site 2 and spin

ofd-ferm ion on site 0 are parallel. They give rise to states:

left:j "1f#0d"3f#2f"0f#4fi = j "1f"3f#2f#4f (#0d"0f)i and

right:j "1f#2f"3f#0d"0f#4fi = � j "1f"3f#2f#4f (#0d"0f)i

The m inus sign m eans the two �gures contribute subtrac-

tively,i.e.,they cancelexactly.

III. H O W T O M EA SU R E T H E M IX IN G �k?

{P H Y SIC A L M EA N IN G O F SP IN O N

EX C ITA T IO N A N D D O P O N EX C ITA T IO N

From Eq.(34,33),weknow whatatthem ean-� eld level,

�k can be m easured by spectralweightZ.Afterprojec-

tion,itisnaturalto expectthatZ isalso closely related

to�k.Buthow tocalculateZ afterprojection? Basically

through Eq.(32,31),we need a good trialground state

and excited state. The ground state would be nothing

but pSDwf. W hat is a good excited state? To be spe-

ci� c,letusstudy Z� ,then thequestion ishow to obtain

jN � 1i?

In pBCSwf,the good excited state (referred asquasi-

particlestate)isfound to be:

jN � 1iP B C S
qp = PD cpPN jB C Si; (60)

wherePN projectinto� xed Nf num berofelectrons.The

way we constructexcited state here issim ple: � rst� nd

a excited stateon them ean-� eld level,then do a projec-

tion. In pSDwf,which includes pBCSwfas a lim it,we

should haveasim ilarform ula.Butnow wehavetwopos-

sible waysto constructexcitation states,since on m ean-

� eld levelwe have two types offerm ions f and d,they

correspond to two typesofexcitations.Now itisim por-

tant to understand what each type ofexcitations looks

0

1 2 3

4

FIG .4:pSD wfwith only ~�1.Thesite0 isem pty.f-ferm ions

arerepresented by green spin,and d-ferm ion isrepresented by

red spin. Black valence bondsare bondswith off-ferm ions,

while red valence bond has a d-ferm ion. Note that the po-

sition of d-ferm ion is shifted by � ŷ by ~�1 term e�ect (red

dotted line). This �gure shows another contribution to the

overlap between pSD wfand spin basis j1"3"2#4#0em pi,with

spin off-ferm ion on site2 and spin ofd-ferm ion on site0 are

anti-parallel.. Itgives rise to state: j"1f#0f"3f#2f"0d#4fi=

� j"1f"3f#2f#4f ("0d#0f)i. Note thatthere isa contribution

for h1"3"0#4#2em pj�
S C
P S D (

~�0)i, with the sam e valence bond

m ap,wherej1"3"0#4#2em piistheresultstateaftera hopping

along ŷ acting on original state j1"3"2#4#0em pi. That one

would give a state j "1f#0f"3f#2f"2d#4fi = j "1f"3f#0f#4f

("2d#2f)i. The m inus sign in the shifted d-ferm ion overlap

com esfrom ferm istatistics.

like. Itturnsoutthatthe f-type excitation corresponds

to thequasi-particleexcitation,and d-typeexcitation cor-

responds to bare hole excitation.Thusthe quasi-particle

statejN � 1iforcalculating Z� isthef-typeexcitation.

The m ain result for this section is Eq.(71,72) for f-

excitation and Eq.(77)ford-excitation.O necan seethat

the f-excitation ofpSDwfisjustthe quasi-particleexci-

tation in pBCSwftogetherwith hopping term sacting on

it.And d-excitation isthe bareholeon a pSDwfground

state.Let’sseehow thosehappen:

Forf-excitation,

jN � 1if = PSD f
y

� pPN j�
SC
SD i (61)

= PSD f
y

� p

 
X

k

b(k)(f
y

k"
+ ~�kd

y

k"
)(f

y

� k#
+ ~�kd

y

� k#
)

! N + N h
2

j0i:

Here jN � 1if hasN f � 1 num berofelectrons,because

beforeprojection therearetotally N + N h + 1 ferm ions,

and we know projection enforcesone f-ferm ion persite,

so totally there are N h + 1 d-ferm ions,i.e.,holes.W hat

doesthiswavefunction look likeafterprojection?
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To understand thiswe � rsttry to understand the ex-

citation ofpBCSwf. W hatisthe excited state in term s

ofspin basis? O neway to seeitisto identify:

jN � 1iP B C S
qp = PD cp"

 
X

k

a(k)c
y

k"
c
y

� k#

! N f =2

j0i (62)

/ PD c
y

� p#

 
X

k

a(k)c
y

k"
c
y

� k#

! N f =2� 1

j0i:

(63)

In thisform the overlap with a spin basisfR i";R j#g is

easy tosee.Noticenow thenum berofup spinsisN f=2�

1,and thenum berofdown spinsisN f=2,so thereisone

m oresitein fR j#g.Theonly fashion to constructa spin

basisis:letc
y

� p#
create an electron som ewhere,then let

a(k)c
y

k"
c
y

� k#
createthevalencebonds.Afterobservation,

the overlap is:

hfR i";R j#gjN � 1iP B C S
qp =

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

a(R 1# � R 1") a(R 1# � R 2") � � � a(R1# � R N f

2
� 1;"

) e� ipR 1#

a(R 2# � R 1") a(R 2# � R 2") � � � a(R2# � R N f

2
� 1;"

) e� ipR 2#

...
...

...
...

a(R N f

2
#
� R 1") a(R N f

2
#
� R 2") � � � a(R Nf

2
#
� R N f

2
� 1"

) e
� ipR N f

2
#

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

: (64)

Butto com parewith pSDwfform alism ,wewantto seethesam eresultin a di� erentway.Letusdo a particle-hole

transform ation,justlikewhatwedid in Eq.(50).

jN � 1iP B C S
qp = PD cp"

 
X

k

a(k)c
y

k"
c
y

� k#

! N f =2

j0i/ PD h
y

� p#

 
X

k

b(k)h
y

k"
h
y

� k#

! (N + N h )=2

j0i: (65)

Theonly way to constructa spin basisin holerepresentation f~R i";~R j#gh isto leth
y

� p#
constructa holesom ewhere,

and letb(k)h
y

k"
h
y

� k#
constructthe valence bondsto � llthe lattice.Theoverlap in holerepresentation is:

hfR i";R j#gjN � 1iP B C S
qp = hf~R i";~R j#ghjN � 1iP B C S

qp

=

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

b(~R 1# � ~R 1") b(~R 1# � ~R 2") � � � b(~R 1# � ~R N + N h
2

"
) e� ip

~R 1#

b(~R 2# � ~R 1") b(~R 2# � ~R 2") � � � b(~R 2# � ~R N + N h
2

"
) e� ip

~R 2#

...
...

...
...

b(~R N + N h
2

+ 1#
� ~R 1") b(~R N + N h

2
+ 1;#

� ~R 2") � � � b(~R N + N h
2

+ 1;#
� ~R N + N h

2
"
) e

� ip~R N + N h
2

+ 1;#

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

: (66)

Now let us go back to pSDwf. W hat is an f-type

excitation? The only way to construct a spin basis,

jf~R i";~R j#ghi,isto letf
y
� p constructan f-ferm ion som e-

where,then let b(k)(f
y

k"
+ ~�kd

y

k"
)(f

y

� k#
+ ~�kd

y

� k#
) con-

structthevalencebondsto � llthewholelattice.W e� rst

considerthe case ~�k = ~�0.In thiscase,the constructing

precessisin exactly the sam e fashion asin Eq.(66),ex-

ceptforone di� erence:there isa coe� cientof
p
2~�0 for

each hole. That is because for each hole there are two

contributions,one from j"f#di,the other from j"d#fi,

each with coe� cientof
p
1=2~�0;unlessthattheholeand

thespinon created by f
y
� p areon thesam esite,in which

casewehaveonly onecontribution.Ifweignorethelast

e� ect (since it is an in� nitesim alchange to the wave-

function in the low doping lim it,and it also com es as

an artifact ofour projective construction),we conclude

that:
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hfR i";R j#gjN � 1;~�0if = hf~R i";~R j#ghjN � 1;~�0if (67)

=(
p
2�0)

N h + 1

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

b(~R 1# � ~R 1") b(~R 1# � ~R 2") � � � b(~R 1# � ~R N + N h
2

"
) e� ip

~R 1#

b(~R 2# � ~R 1") b(~R 2# � ~R 2") � � � b(~R 2# � ~R N + N h
2

"
) e� ip

~R 2#

...
...

...
...

b(~R N + N h
2

+ 1#
� ~R 1") b(~R N + N h

2
+ 1;#

� ~R 2") � � � b(~R N + N h
2

+ 1;#
� ~R N + N h

2
"
) e

� ip~R N + N h
2

+ 1;#

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

(68)

= (
p
2�0)

N h + 1hfR i";R j#gjN � 1iP B C S
qp ; (69)

so

jN � 1;~�0if / jN � 1iP B C S
qp : (70)

The pointis thatf-type excitation describes the spin-charge separation picture ofthe excitation,because the hole

and theunpaired spinon created by f
y

� p can bearbitrarily separated.And itturnsoutto bethelow energy excitation

oft-J m odel.

W hatifthem ixing �k hasm om entum dependence? Sim ilarto ourstudy fortheground statewavefunction leading

to Eq.(55,56),onecan convinceoneselfthat,in the one holecase

jN � 1;~�0;~�1;~�2;~�3if / jN � 1iP B C S
qp +

 

� ~�1

2~�0

!

PD

X

i;�= � x̂;� ŷ

c
y

i+ �;�
ci;�jN � 1iP B C S

qp

+

 

� ~�2

2~�0

!

PD

X

i;�= � (x̂+ ŷ);� (x̂� ŷ)

c
y

i+ �;�
ci;�jN � 1iP B C S

qp +

 

� ~�3

2~�0

!

PD

X

i;�= � 2x̂;� 2ŷ

c
y

i+ �;�
ci;�jN � 1iP B C S

qp : (71)

And form ulti-hole case,sim ilarto Eq.(59)

jN � 1;~�0;~��if / PD expnh op= 0;1

0

@ 1+
X

i;�

� ~��

2~�0
c
y

i+ �;�
ci;�

1

A jN � 1iP B C S
qp : (72)

Ford-excitation,story isdi� erent. Itturns outd-excitation correspondsto bare hole excitation. W hatisa bare

holeexcitation jN � 1ibh? Fora pBCSwf,

jN � 1iP B C S
bh = cp"j�P B C Si; (73)

in term sofspin basis,itiseasy to show that:

hfR i";R j#;R k0gjN � 1iP B C S
bh = hfR i";R j#;R k0gjcp"j�P B C Si/

X

k

e
� ipR k0hffR i";R k0g;R j#gj�P B C Si

=
X

k

e
� ipR k0

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

a(R 1# � R 1") a(R 1# � R 2") � � � a(R1# � R N f

2
� 1"

) a(R 1# � R k0)

a(R 2# � R 1") a(R 2# � R 2") � � � a(R2# � R N f

2
� 1"

) a(R 2# � R k0)

...
...

...
...

...

a(R N f

2
#
� R 1") a(R N f

2
#
� R 2") � � � a(R Nf

2
#
� R N f

2
� 1"

) a(R N f

2
#
� R k0)

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

: (74)

W hatisa d-typeexcitation in term sofspin basis? W e � rstconsiderthe casewhere~�k = ~�0,

jN � 1;~�0id = PSD d
y

� p#
PN j�

SC
SD i= PSD d

y

� p#

 
X

k

b(k)(f
y

k"
+ ~�kd

y

k"
)(f

y

� k#
+ ~�kd

y

� k#
)

! N + N h
2

j0i: (75)

O necan seethatthe only way to constructa spin basis, jf~R i";~R j#ghi,isto letb(k)(f
y

k"
+ ~�kd

y

k"
)(f

y

� k#
+ ~�kd

y

� k#
)
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constructthevalencebondsto � llthewholelattice,then

� nd a siteoccupied by onef"-ferm ion only,and letd
y

� p#

constructa hole there.By observation,weconclude,

jN � 1;~�0id / jN � 1iP B C S
bh : (76)

If ~�k hask-dependence,one can also convince oneself

that

jN � 1;~�0;~��id / cpj�
SC
P SD (

~�0;~��)i� jN � 1iP SDbh ;

(77)

i.e., d-type excitation corresponds to the bare hole in

pSDwf.

To sum m arize, we have the following identi� cation:

f-type excitation corresponds to the low energy quasi-

particle excitation,i.e.,a state constructed by putting

cp operatorinside the projection;d-type excitation cor-

responds to the bare hole excitation,i.e., a state con-

structed by putting cp operatoroutsidethe projection.

IV . N U M ER IC A L M ET H O D S A N D R ESU LT S

W e use VariationalM onte Carlo (VM C) m ethod to

calculatetheground stateenergy(of2holes),theexcited

state energy (of1 hole)ofpSDwfand pBCSwfand the

spectralweightZ� ;k.

O urpBCSwfcalculation ism ostly traditional.Never-

thelessthepreviouscalculation ofZ� [19]isindirectand

having uncontrolled error bars inside the ferm isurface.

W e developed a straightforward technique to calculate

Z� .Letusrecallthede� nition ofZ� Eq.(31).ForpBC-

Swf,ifwerelabeljN � 1iP B C S
bh

asjbhiand jN � 1iP B C S
qp

asjqpito savenotation:

Z� ;k =
jhqpjbhij2

hqpjqpih�P B C Sj�P B C Si

=
jhqpjbhij2

hqpjqpihbhjbhi

hbhjbhi

h�P B C Sj�P B C Si

=
jhqpjbhij2

hqpjqpihbhjbhi
nk; (78)

where nk is the occupation num ber ofparticles at m o-

m entum k. nk can be calculated by VM C approach

prettystraightforwardly[25].In particular,onecan easily

show thatatlow doping lim it,which isthe case consid-

ered in thispaper,nk =
1

2
independentofk exactly.The

only thing one needsto worry aboutisthe overlap pref-

actor between jqpi and jbhi. Instead ofcalculating the

factoritself,onecan splitthecalculation into two.Ifwe

denotea spin basisasjsi,

hqpjbhi

hqpjqpi
=
X

s

hqpjsihsjbhi

hqpjqpi
=
X

s

hsjbhi

hsjqpi

jhqpjsij2

hqpjqpi
=
X

s

hsjbhi

hsjqpi
�qp(s); (79)

hbhjqpi

hbhjbhi
=
X

s

hbhjsihsjqpi

hbhjbhi
=
X

s

hsjqpi

hsjbhi

jhbhjsij2

hbhjbhi
=
X

s

hsjqpi

hsjbhi
�bh(s): (80)

Since both hsjqpi and hsjbhi are Slater determ inant or

sum ofSlater determ inants (see Eq.(64) and Eq.(74)),

theabovetwoquantitiescan becalculated by M etropolis

program in a straightforward fashion.Then theproduct

ofthetwo givestheZ� ;k.Thisalgorithm worksfor� nite

doping case,too.

For pSDwf,because we include k-dependent m ixing,

in each step ofM etropolisrandom walk,weneed to keep

track ofallthe (1+ nshift)
nh m atrices,which lim itthe

calculation forfew holes.

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

Thecalculation isdonefort-t0-t00-J m odelon 10 by 10

lattice,wheret= 1,t0= � 0:3,t00= 0:2 and J = 0:3.W e

choose periodic boundary condition in x-direction,and

anti-periodicboundary condition in y-direction.

For variational param eters, we choose the lowest-

energy ansatzin Eq.(7)[26]with param eters

� = 1; � = 0:55; � = 0: (81)

Theenergy forhalf-� lling ground stateislisted in Table

I.

Fortwo holes,wecom paretheenergy ofground states

ofpBCSwfand pSDwf. ForpSDwf,to lowerthe thop-

pingenergy,sincet< 0,by Eq.(59),thesign of~�1 should

be negative. Sim ilarly since t0 > 0;t00 < 0,the param e-

terslowering t0 and t00 hopping energy havesigns ~�2 > 0

and ~�3 < 0.W e did a variationalsearch forthe optim al

valuesof~�i.Theresultsarelisted in TableII,wherewe

alsocom pareitwith pBCSwfwith longerrangehoppings

(seeSection IV E).

W e � nd that the energy ofthe best pSDwfis lower

than the energy ofthe bestpBCSwf. W e note thatthe

pSDwfand pBCSwfare identicalathalf� lling. So the
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energy perbond ~Si�~Si+ 1

-0.1710� 0.0001 -0.3200� 0.0001

TABLE I:half-�lling ground state on 10 by 10 lattice

wavefunction �

�

�
0

�

�
00

�

~�1
~�0

~�2
~�0

~�3
~�0

totalenergy

perbond

h~Si�~Si+ 1i

perbond
T1 T2 T3

pBCSwf 0.55 0 0 0 0 0 -0.1872� 0.0001 -0.2977� 0.0002 2.64� 0.01 0.52� 0.01 0.48� 0.01

pBCSwf(optim al) 0.55 -0.4 0.0 0 0 0 -0.1890� 0.0001 -0.2947� 0.0002 2.66� 0.01 0.06� 0.01 1.07� 0.01

pBCSwf 0.55 -0.5 0.1 0 0 0 -0.1885� 0.0001 -0.2872� 0.0002 2.66� 0.01 -0.23� 0.01 1.52� 0.01

pSD wf(optim al) 0.55 0 0 -0.3 0.3 -0.1 -0.1918� 0.0001 -0.2943� 0.0002 2.86� 0.01 -0.46� 0.01 0.77� 0.01

TABLE II:Two holes on 10 by 10 lattice. t= 1,t0 = � 0:3,t00 = 0:2 and J = 0:3. T1,T2 and T3 stand for nearest neighbor

hopping per hole 1

N h

P

i;� = � x̂;� ŷ
hc

y

ici+ �i, next nearest neighbor hopping per hole 1

N h

P

i;� = � (x̂+ ŷ);� (x̂� ŷ)
hc

y

ici+ �i and third

nearestneighborhopping perhole 1

N h

P

i;� = � 2x̂;� 2ŷ
hc

y

ici+ �irespectively.W ecom pare pBCSwfofd-waveansatz,pBCSwfwith

longerrange hoppings�
0
and �

00
,and pSD wfwith non-localm ixings.The besttrialpSD wfhasan energy 1.5% below thatof

thebesttrialpBCSwfwith longerrange hoppings.Com paring the�rstand the lastline which havethesam e spin correlation,

we �nd thatthe energy ofa hole in pSD wfis0:46tlowerthan thatofa hole in pBCSwf.Note thatpBCSwfwith longerrange

hoppingsdestroysthe d-wave spin background. Asa result,the attem ptto lower the hopping energy by tuning �
0
and �

00
is

note�ective since itwould increase the spin energy a lot.

energy di� erencebetween thetwo statesispurely a dop-

ing e� ect.Com paring the � rstand the lastline in table

IIwhich havethe sam e spin correlation,we see thatthe

totalenergiesofthetwostatesdi� erby0:0046� 200since

thethe10 by 10 latticehas200 links.Thisenergy di� er-

ence isdue to the presence oftwo holes. So the energy

ofa hole in pSDwfis0:46tlowerthan thatofa hole in

pBCSwf. This energy di� erence is big,indicating that

the charge-spin correlation is m uch better described by

pSDwfthan pBCSwf.

B . H ole doped case,quasi-particle excitations and

Z� .

In this section we study the excitations of t-t0-t00-J

m odel, which is one hole on 10x10 lattice. W e also

com pare pSDwfwith pBCSwf. W e know from Eq.(72)

thatthe pSDwff-excitation state goesback to pBCSwf

quasi-particleexcitation statewhen allnon-localm ixings
~�� = 0.Also from Eq.(72),onecan seethatto lowerthe

t,t0 and t00 hopping energy,we should also have ~�1 < 0,
~�2 > 0 and ~�3 < 0.Actually in thelow doping lim it,one

should expectthe non-localm ixing ~�� forquasi-particle

excited states (f-excitation) to be sam e as the ground

state.Here we adoptthe valuesof ~�� from ourstudy of

2-holesystem ground state.

O urVM C calculation showsthatthe pSDwforpBC-

Swfhas� niteZ� deep insidetheferm isurfaceeven in the

low dopinglim itx ! 0.Thisisphysicallywrongbecause

deep inside ferm isurface there is no well-de� ned quasi-

particle,and theidea ofcalculating Z� by a singleparti-

cle excited state isalso incorrect. Nevertheless,because

thelow energyexcitation ism oreand m orequasi-particle

like asone approachesthe ferm isurface,we expectthat

0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3

-1

-0.8

-0.6

-0.4

-0.2

0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3

-2

-1

1

2

FIG .5: Shapes offunctions coskx cosky (up)and cos2kx +

cos2ky (down)along diagonaldirection from (�;0)to (0;�).

the Z� calculation rem ains valid close to ferm isurface,

roughlyspeaking,alongthediagonaldirection from (�;0)

to (0;�).

From Eq.(33),we know that at the m ean-� eld level,

the m odulation of Z� is controlled by �2
k
. It is im -

portant to study the shapes of �2k for various cases.

In Fig. 5 we plot the shapes offunctions coskx cosky
and cos2kx + cos2ky along the diagonaldirection. If

�k = �0+ 2�1(coskx + cosky),�
2

k
rem ainsconstantalong

the diagonaldirection.If�k = �0 + 4�2 coskx cosky,for

sm all�2 > 0,�2
k
is reduced at the anti-nodalpoint. If

�k = �0 + 2�3(cos2kx + cos2ky),forsm all�3 < 0,�2k is

enhanced atthe nodalpointand suppressed atthe anti-
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FIG .6: For one hole on 10 by 10 lattice, we plot Z� ;k of

pBCSwf(left,� = 1,� = 0:55) and pSD wf(right,� = 1,

� = 0:55,
~�1
~�0

= � 0:3,
~�2
~�0

= 0:3,
~�1
~�0

= � 0:1). pBCSwfhas

alm ost constant Z� along diagonaldirection from (�;0) to

(0;�);while pSD wfhasZ� suppressed atanti-nodalpoint.

nodalpoint. Let us rem em ber this trend: positive �2
and negative �3 drive the m odulation ofZ� in the way

consistentwith dichotom y forholedoped sam ples.

Forsm allvaluesof�k we know that ~�k � �k.Eq.(33)

suggeststhatalong the diagonaldirection

Z� ;k / (~�0 + 4~�2 coskx cosky + 2~�3(cos2kx + cos2ky))
2
:

(82)

But as a m ean-� eld result,one should expect that the

above equation is only valid qualitatively. In fact to

crudely � t the relation ofthe m odulation ofZ� and ~�,

we found it is better to have som e order ofunity extra

factorin frontof~� term s,and ~�1 also contributesto the

m odulation ofZ� asa uniform shift.

Z� ;k / (~�0 +
~�1

2
+ ~�2 coskx cosky +

~�3

2
(cos2kx + cos2ky))

2
:

(83)

For t-J m odelwithout t0 and t00,there is no reason

to develop a � nite value of�2 and �3 since there is no

longerrangehoppings.Asa result,oneexpectsthatZ�

rem ainsalm ostconstantalong the diagonaldirection.

Fort-t0-t00-J m odelwith t> 0,t0< 0,t00> 0,weknow

that ~�2 > 0 and ~�3 < 0 have to be developed to favor

longerrangehoppings.So oneexpectZ� should develop

dichotom y shapealong the diagonaldirection.

In Fig.6 we com parethe Z� ;k ofpBCSwfand pSDwf.

O necan see thatpSDwfshowsstrong dichotom y.

In Fig.7 wecom paretheenergy dispersion ofone-hole

quasi-particle excitations ofpBCSwfand pSDwf. The

energy ofa doped holein pSDwfis0:38tlowerthan that

ofa holein pBCSwf.

C . Electron doped case

In electron-doped case, one can do a particle-hole

transform ation,then m ultiply a (� 1)forthe odd lattice

electron operators. By doing so,the originalelectron-

doped t-J m odelwith param eterst;t0;t00;J transform ed

into hole-doped t-J m odelwith param eterst;� t0;� t00;J,

togetherwith a (�;�)shiftin m om entum space.

Theapproach outlined in Eq.(79)and Eq.(80)stillap-

plieshere. Butbecause ofthe particle-hole transform a-

tion,wearecalculatingZ+ oftheoriginalelectron-doped

system .Becauset0> 0 and t00< 0,to favorlongerrange

hoppings,we m ust have ~�2 < 0 and ~�3 > 0,which dif-

ferfrom hole-doped case by a sign  ip. Asa result,the

Z+ now willbesuppressed atnodalpoint,butenhanced

atthe anti-nodalpoint.Thisisexactly whatpeople ob-

served in exactdiagonalization[8].

W edid a variationalsearch fortheoptim alvariational

param eters for pBCSwfwith longer range hoppings �0

and �00, and pSDwf with non-localm ixings. In Table

IIIwe com pare the energy ofpBCSwfand pSDwfwith

2 electron doped on 10 by 10 lattice. In Fig.8 we plot

the Z+ m ap ofpSDwf,one can see pSDwfhas spectral

weightofanti-dichotom y shape.

In Fig.9 we com pare the energy dispersion of one-

electron quasi-particleexcitationsofpBCSwfand pSDwf.

The energy ofa doped electron in pSDwfis 0:25tlower

than thatofan electron in pBCSwf.

D . A prediction

In hole-doped and electron-doped case,t > 0 and t0

and t00 have opposite signs,and asa resultZ� develops

strong k dependencealong diagonaldirection.W hatift0

and t00 have the sam e sign? Ifboth t0 > 0 and t00 > 0,

one expects that ~�2 < 0 and ~�3 < 0 to favor longer

rangehoppings.Butthey drivethem odulation ofZ� in

opposite ways. Asa result,one expectsthatforcertain

ratio ofvalues oft0 > 0 and t00 > 0 oforder 1,their

e� ectscancelandZ� rem ainsconstantalongthediagonal

direction,butwith an enhanced valueofZ� than thecase

ofpuret-J m odel.Sim ilarly forcertain ratio ofvaluesof

t0< 0 and t00< 0 oforder1,Z� rem ainsconstantalong

thediagonaldirection,butwith asuppressed valueofZ�

than the case ofpure t-J m odel. These predictionscan

be checked by exactdiagonalization.

E. pB C Sw fw ith longer range hoppings

O ne can view pSDwf as an im proved pBCSwf. W e

choose the d-wave pairing wavefunction b(k) with only

nearesthopping � and pairing � param eters. Then �2

and �3 encodesom esecond-neighborand third-neighbor

correlations. The price to pay is to include m ore than

one Slater determ inants in spin basis. O ne m ay natu-

rally ask,suppose we insist working on pBCSwf,ifone

putsin longerrange hopping param eterslike �0 and �00

in the pairing wavefunction b(k),one also encodessom e

second-neighbor and third-neighbor correlations,which

m ay lowerthe second-neighborand third-neighborhop-

ping energies. But in this way one can stillwork with

a single Slaterdeterm inant. IfourpSDwfwith no-local
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FIG .7: Q uasi-particle spectrum for one hole on 10 by 10 lattice. t= 1,t
0
= � 0:3,t

00
= 0:2 and J = 0:3. The black square

shows the spectrum ofd-wave pBCSwfwith � = 1 and � = 0:55,and the red diam ond shows the spectrum ofpSD wfwith

� = 1,� = 0:55,
~�1
~�0

= � 0:3,
~�2
~�0

= 0:3 and
~�3
~�0

= � 0:1. O ne can see the �rsthole doped to (�=2;�=2).The energy ofa doped

hole in pSD wfis0:38tlowerthan thatofa hole in pBCSwf.

wavefunction �

�

�
0

�

�
00

�

~�1
~�0

~�2
~�0

~�3
~�0

totalenergy

perbond

h~Si�~Si+ 1i

perbond
T1 T2 T3

pBCSwf 0.55 0 0 0 0 0 -0.1884� 0.0001 -0.2977� 0.0002 2.64� 0.01 0.52� 0.01 0.48� 0.01

pBCSwf(optim al) 0.55 0.2 0.0 0 0 0 -0.1888� 0.0001 -0.2964� 0.0002 2.61� 0.01 0.70� 0.02 0.20� 0.02

pSD wf(optim al) 0.55 0 0 -0.5 -0.3 0.3 -0.1910� 0.0001 -0.2971� 0.0002 2.57� 0.01 0.86� 0.02 -0.72� 0.02

TABLE III:Two electrons on 10 by 10 lattice. t= 1,t
0
= � 0:3,t

00
= 0:2 and J = 0:3,and we m apped it into a hole-doped

m odelwith t= 1,t
0
= 0:3,t

00
= � 0:2 and J = 0:3 with a (�;�)shift in m om entum space. T1,T2 and T3 stand for nearest

neighborhopping perhole 1

N h

P

i;� = � x̂;� ŷ
hc

y

ici+ �i,nextnearestneighborhopping perhole
1

N h

P

i;� = � (x̂+ ŷ);� (x̂� ŷ)
hc

y

ici+ �iand

third nearestneighborhopping perhole 1

N h

P

i;� = � 2x̂;� 2ŷ
hc

y

ici+ �irespectively.W ecom parepBCSwfofd-waveansatz,pBCSwf

with longerrange hoppings�
0
and �

00
,and pSD wfwith non-localm ixings. The besttrialpSD wfhasenergy lowered by 1.2%

from the best trialpBCSwfwith longer range hoppings. And com paring the �rst line and the last line which have the sam e

spin correlations,we �nd thatthe energy ofa doped electron in pSD wfis0:26tlowerthan thatofan electron in pBCSwf.
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FIG .8: For one electron on 10 by 10 lattice,we plot Z+ ;k

ofpBCSwf(left,� = 1,� = 0:55) and pSD wf(right,� = 1,

� = 0:55,
~�1
~�0

= � 0:5,
~�2
~�0

= � 0:3,
~�1
~�0

= 0:3).By particle-hole

sym m etry,the Z+ ofone electron pBCSwfisidenticalto the

Z� of one hole pBCSwf together with a (�;�) m om entum

shift. pBCSwfhas alm ost constant Z+ along the direction

from (�;0)to (0;�);whilepSD wfhasZ+ suppressed atnodal

pointand enhanced atanti-nodalpoint.

m ixing isphysically sim ilarto pBCSwfwith longerrange

hoppings, why should one bother to work with m any

Slaterdeterm inants?

W ewanttoem phasizethatourpSDwfisphysicallydif-

ferent from pBCSwfeven after we include longer range

hoppings�0 and �00.W e notethat,in the in� nite-lattice

lim it with a few holes,the pBCSwfcannothave longer

range hoppings (i.e. �0 = �00 = 0). O therwise we are

considering som e other spin wavefunction instead ofd-

wave wavefunction,which willincrease the spin energy

by a � nite am ount per site. Therefore �0 and �00 have

to vanish in low doping lim it. In contrast,for our pS-

Dwf,the the spin energy is not a� ected by � nite �i in

the zero doping lim it.Thusin the low doping lim it,the

spin energy isperturbed only slightly by a � nite �2 and

�3.O n the otherhand a � nite �2 and �3 m akethe hop-

ping energy m uch largerthan thatofpBCSwf.So in the

in� nite-latticelim itwith a few holes,�i willbe� niteand

theenergy ofoneholewillbelowered by a � niteam ount

by turning on a � nite �i.

Physically thism eansthat�2 and �3 characterizethe

chargecorrelations,while�0and �00characterizethespin

correlations.Theaboveclaim issupported by 2-holesys-

tem on largerlattice,i.e.,by lowerthe doping.In Table

IV welisttheenergiesofpBCSwfwith longerrangehop-
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FIG .9: Q uasi-particle spectrum for one electron on 10 by 10 lattice. t= 1,t
0
= � 0:3,t

00
= 0:2 and J = 0:3 (one can m ap

it into a hole-doped m odelwith t= 1,t0 = 0:3,t00 = � 0:2 and J = 0:3 with a (�;�) shift in m om entum space.). The black

square shows the spectrum ofd-wave pBCSwfwith � = 1 and � = 0:55,and the red diam ond shows the spectrum ofpSD wf

with � = 1,� = 0:55,
~�1
~�0

= � 0:5,
~�2
~�0

= � 0:3 and
~�3
~�0

= 0:3. O ne can see the �rstelectron doped to (�;0). The energy ofa

doped electron in pSD wfis0:25tlowerthan thatofan electron in pBCSwf.
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FIG .10: For one hole on 10 by 10 lattice,we plot Z� ;k of

pBCSwfwith longer range hopping �
0
= � 0:4 (� = 1,� =

0:55).

ping and pSDwfon 14 by 14 lattice. Com paring with

TableIIonecan seethespin energy forpSDwfislowered

furtherthan thatforpBCSwf.

Another way to see thatthese two wavefunctionsare

di� erent is by calculating Z� . Num ericalresults show

that pSDwf has dichotom y whereas pBCSwfdoes not.

Actually on the m ean-� eld level,a negative �0 and/or

positive �00 even m ake the Z� larger on the anti-nodal

pointthan on the nodalpoint. Afterprojection,we ob-

servethatZ� stillrem ainsalm ostconstantalong thedi-

agonaldirection forpBCSwfwith longerrangehoppings.

In Fig.10 we plot the Z� m ap ofpBCSwfwith longer

rangehopping �0= � 0:4.

V . C O N C LU SIO N

In this paper we studied a new type of variational

wavefunction,pSDwf. Itcan be viewed asan im proved

pBCSwf,and the im provem ent is that pSDwfcorrectly

characterizesthechargedynam icsand thecorrelationbe-

tween the doped holes/electrons and the nearby spins.

This physics was m issed by the previous pBCSwf. As

a result,pSDwfcorrectly reproduces the dichotom y of

hole-doped and electron-doped M ottinsulator.

In pSDwf,weintroduced twotypesofferm ions,spinon

f and dopon d.Spinonsf carryspin butnocharge.They

form a d-wavepaired statethatdescribesthespin liquid

background. Dopons d carry both spin and charge and

correspond to a bare doped hole. The m ixing between

spinonsand doponsdescribed by �0,�1,�2 and �3 leads

to a d-wave superconducting state. The charge dynam -

ics(such aselectron spectralfunction)isdeterm ined by

thosem ixings.�0 istheon-sitem ixing (orlocalm ixing),

and �1,�2 and �3 are non-localm ixings corresponding

to m ixing with � rst,second and third neighborsrespec-

tively. IfpSDwfhasonly localm ixing,itisidenticalto

pBCSwf.W ith non-localm ixings,pSDwfcorrespondsto

pBCSwfwith hopping term sacting on it.Thereforethe

wavefunction develops � nite non-localm ixings to lower

the hopping energies. In particular,for the hole-doped

case,to lowert0 and t00 energies,the m ixing isdescribed

by �2 > 0 and �3 < 0.

The pSDwf can also be obtained by projecting the

spinon-dopon m ean-� eld wavefunction into the physical

subspace. Therefore,one expects that som e properties

ofpSDwfcan beunderstood from them ean-� eld theory.

In the m ean-� eld theory,itisclearthatthe m odulation

ofZ� ;k in k space is controlled by the non-localm ix-

ings. O urnum ericalcalculation ofZ� ;k showsthatthe

above m ean-� eld result is valid even for the projected

wavefunction. W e � nd that�2 > 0 and �3 < 0 give ex-

actly the dichotom y ofZ� ;k observed in the hole doped

sam ples. Because �2 > 0 and �3 < 0 are driven by t0

and t00,the dichotom y isalso driven by t0 and t00. Thus

to lowerthe hopping energy,the spectralweightissup-

pressed in som eregion in k-space.Thisresultcon ictsa
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wavefunction �

�

� 0

�

� 00

�

~�1
~�0

~�2
~�0

~�3
~�0

totalenergy

perbond

h~Si�~Si+ 1i

perbond
T1 T2 T3

pBCSwf 0.55 0 0 0 0 0 -0.1793� 0.0001 -0.3075� 0.0002 2.65� 0.02 0.43� 0.02 0.65� 0.02

pBCSwf 0.55 -0.4 0 0 0 0 -0.1796� 0.0001 -0.3043� 0.0002 2.66� 0.02 0.02� 0.02 1.21� 0.02

pSD wf 0.55 0 0 -0.3 0.3 -0.1 -0.1815� 0.0001 -0.3058� 0.0002 2.86� 0.02 -0.49� 0.02 0.87� 0.02

TABLE IV:Two holeson 14 by 14 lattice. t= 1,t0 = � 0:3,t00 = 0:2 and J = 0:3. T1,T2 and T3 stand for nearestneighbor

hopping,nextnearestneighborhopping and third nearestneighborhopping respectively.Although thespin energy ofpBCSwf

with �nitelongerrange hoppings�
0
= � 0:4 isslightly lowerthan thatofpSD wfon 10 by 10 lattice,itism uch higheron 14 by

14 lattice.

naive guess:to lowerthe hopping energy,the excitation

should be m ore quasi-particlelike.W e also predictthat

the dichotom y willgo away ift0 and t00 have the sam e

sign and sim ilar m agnitude. In sum m ary,we found a

m ean-� eld theory and the associated trialwavefunction

capturing the dichotom y physics.

Traditionally, in projected wavefunction variational

approach, for exam ple pBCSwf, people use wavefunc-

tions which in realspace correspond to a single Slater

determ inant.The reason to do so issim ply to m ake the

com putation easier.O urstudy showswhatkindsofim -

portantphysicsthatm ay be m issed by doing so.In real

space,the pSDwfis sum of(1+ nshift)
nh ole num ber of

Slaterdeterm inants,becauseeach holecan eitherdo not

hop,orhop into oneofnshift sites.So ourcalculation is

lim ited to few-holecases.However,theidea ofintroduc-

ing m any Slaterdeterm inantisquitegeneral.Forexam -

ple,one can study anotherim proved pBCSwf,which al-

lowseach holeto hop oncebutforbidstwo holeshopping

together,therefore the num ber ofSlater determ inant is

(1+ nshift)nhole and m any-hole casesare com putation-

ally achievable. Thisnew im proved pBCSwfisthe � rst

orderapproxim ation ofpSDwfand rem ains to be stud-

ied. Fora long tim e there isa puzzle thatdoped M ott-

insulator(ie thespin disordered m etallicstate)seem sto

be energetically favorable only at high doping x > 0:3.

For x < 0:3 the doped spin density wave state have a

lower energy. O ur pSDwfm ay push this lim it down to

low doping which agreeswith experim entsbetter. This

isbecause thatincluding m any Slaterdeterm inantscan

lowertheenergy perholeby a signi� cantam ount(about

0:4t).

Aswehavestressed,pSDwfprovidesa betterdescrip-

tion ofspin-chargecorrelation,orm oreprecisely,thespin

con� guration near a doped hole. This allows us to re-

produce the dichotom y in quasiparticle spectralweights

observed in experim ents. The next question is whether

the better understanding ofthe spin-charge correlation

can lead to new experim entalpredictions.In the follow-

ing,wewilldescribeonesuch prediction in quasi-particle

currentdistribution.

W e know that a � nite supercurrent Js shifts the su-

perconducting quasiparticledispersion E k.To thelinear

orderin Js,wehave

E k(A )= E k(0)+ c
� 1
jk � A ;

wherecisthespeed oflightand wehaveintroduced the

vectorpotentialA to representthe supercurrent: Js =
nse

2

m c
A .jk isaveryim portantfunction thatcharacterizes

how excited quasiparticles a� ect super uid density �S.

W e calljk quasiparticle current. According to the BCS

theory

jk = e
@�k

@k
= evnorm al; (84)

where�k isthenorm alstatedispersion which isroughly

given by �k = � 2t[cos(kx)+ cos(ky)].

The previous study[18] of quasi-particle current for

pBCSwfshowsthatthequasi-particlecurrentisroughly

given by the BCS result(84)scaled down by a factor�.

Such a quasi-particle currenthas a sm ooth distribution

in k-space. Here we would like to stress that since the

chargedynam icsisnotcapturewellby thepBCSwf,the

above resultfrom pBCSwfm ay notbe reliable. W e ex-

pectthatthequasi-particlecurrentofpSDwfshould has

a strong k-dependence,ie a large quasi-particle current

nearthe nodalpointwhere Zk islarge and sm allquasi-

particle current near the anti-nodalpoint where Zk is

sm all.Such a quasi-particlecurrentdistribution m ay ex-

plain the tem perature dependence ofsuper uid density

[21].

Indeed, the m ean-� eld spinon-dopon approach does

give rise to a very di� erent quasi-particle current dis-

tribution which roughly follows Zk. For m ore detailed

study in this direction and possible experim entaltests,

seeRef.[27].
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A P P EN D IX A :A SIM P LE A LG O R IT H M T O D O

LO C A L P R O JEC T IO N

Suppose the wavefunction before projection is the

ground state ofsom e ferm ionic quadratic Ham iltonian.

O ne can alwaysdiagonalize the Ham iltonian so thatall

two-pointcorrelation functionsofferm ion operatorscan

becalculated exactly.ForourSDwf,thatm eansquanti-

tieslike hf
y

ifji,hd
y

ifji,hd
y

idji...can be calculated.

Projectionissupposed torem ovetheunphysicalstates.

Forasitei,thefollowingoperatorrem ovestheunphysical
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states.

Pi =nf;i(nf;i� 2)(
1

2
n
2

d;i�
1

2
nd;i+ 1)

� (1�
1

2
nd;i(~Sf;i+ ~Sd;i)

2): (A1)

Itobviously ensuresthatnf;i = 1,nd;i 6= 2 and f and d

ferm ions form localsinglet. To calculate energy,we do

localprojection on the relevant sites. For exam ple,to

calculatethe J term energy,oneactually calculates

h~Si�~Sjiprj =
hPiPj(~Sf;i+ ~Sd;i)� (~Sf;j + ~Sd;j)PiPji

hPiPji
:

(A2)

The denom inator accounts for the wavefunction nor-

m alization due to projection. O ne can write operators

Pi~Si�~SjPj and Pi~Si�~SjPj in term sofferm ion operators.

By W ick’s theorem ,the expectation values ofthese op-

eratorsreduceto a sum ofproductsofferm ion two-point

correlation functions,which are known. Sim ilarly for t

term energy,onecalculatesforexam ple,

hc
y

i"
cj"iprj =

hPiPjf
y

i"
h
y

j
hifj"PiPji

hPiPji
; (A3)

where h
y

i =
1p
2
(f

y

i"
d
y

i#
� f

y

i#
d
y

i"
)isthe operatorthatcre-

atesa holeatsitei.

O ne m ay ask whether we can do localprojectionson

m ore and m ore sites,then the result willbe closer and

closer to the one offullprojection. Unfortunately this

cannotbedone,becausethenum berofterm sin thesum -

m ation when weexpand Pi1Pi2 :::Pin increasesexponen-

tially fastaswe increase n. Therefore we are lim ited to

few sites.Theabovem ethod can only beviewed assom e

renorm alized m ean-� eld approach.
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