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Resonating Valence Bond statesare quantum spin liquids,having low energy spin-1
2
(spinon)or

spin-1 excitations. Although spinsare ‘disordered’,they possessubtle topologicalordersand som e

tim eschiralorders.RVB statesareeasily appreciated and seem naturalin thequantum  uctuation

dom inated 1D world. In 2 and 3D ,com peting orders such as antiferrom agnetism ,charge order or

even superconductivity often hide an underlying robustquantum spin liquid state.Introduction of

additionalspin interactionsordoping ofdelocalized charges,or� nitetem peratures,could frustrate

the long range m agnetic order and reveala robust RVB state. To this extent they are naturalin

2D and above. W e present a briefhistory ofinsulating RVB states. Then we sum m arise our own

recenttheory ofRVB statesfor2 and 3D system s,including som e newly synthesised ones:i)boron

doped diam ond,ii)NaxCoO 2:yH 2O ,iii)quasi2D organic conductorsand iv)a 2D graphenesheet.

I.Introduction

Resonating valence bond states occupy a specialpo-

sition am ong quantum states and phases in condensed

m atter physics. They becam e popular and im portant,

as a seat for high tem perature superconductivity[1, 2]

in cuprates. Subsequently,their novelquantum proper-

ties,such as quantum num ber fractionization,topologi-

calorderand a deep connection to gauge theories,have

also received a welldeserving attention in the pasttwo

decades. In this article,we give a briefhistory ofRVB

theory,focussing on the insulating states,followed by a

shortintroduction to RVB states.Then weprovidesom e

exam plesforRVB statesfrom realsystem sin 2 and 3D,

based on our own results and new understanding that

havecom ein thelastfew years:i)boron doped diam ond,

ii)NaxCoO 2:yH 2O ,iii)quasi2D organicconductorsand

iv)a 2D graphenesheet.

II.A B riefH istory

Theideaofresonatingvalencebond (RVB)arosein the

description ofquantum m echanicalresonanceofcovalent

bondsin unsaturated p-�bonded organicm oleculessuch

asbenzene. Itwassoon generalised to 2D graphite and

m etalsby Pauling[3].The overwhelm ing phenom enolog-

icalsuccess ofsem iem piricalresults and reasonings of

Pauling,apparently even questioned theneed fornotions

such asFerm isurfacein describingam etal.Itwasatthis

point,in 1973,Anderson [4]becam e enthusiastic about

the idea ofRVB in a M ottinsulator,while he rem ained

silent about m etals. He pointed out that the idea of

RVB could be really relevant to fam ily ofspin-1
2
M ott

insulators,where an expected long range antiferrom ag-

netic order was often absent. Anderson attributed this

to enhancem entofquantum  uctuationscreated by frus-

trated spin interactions and lower dim ensionality. He

elaborated thisby an analysisofa 2D triangularlattice

ofspin-halfHeisenberg antiferrom agnet. Hisvariational

study showed that this system could very wellhave a

quantum spin liquid ground state, a short range RVB

state.

Very few in condensed m attercom m unity paid atten-

tion to thisproposal;exceptionswere Fazekas[5],K lein,

Shastry,Sutherland,Caspers,som eJapaneseexperim en-

talgroups(Hirakawa,Yam ada and possibly others)and

to som e extent m yself. Iwas fam iliar with RVB ideas,

partly through Fazekas in the early 80’s,at ICTP,Tri-

este,a wonderfulm eeting ground ofso called third and

� rst world. (A � rst rate condensed m atter theory ac-

tivity, that continues now, was being nurtured by the

e� ortsofStig Lundquist,Norm an M arch,PaulButcher,

EliBurstein,Abdus Salam and faculty like M ario Tosi,

ErioTosatti,M icheleParrinello,Roberto Carand Yu Lu

and others. People like PhilAnderson,Bob Schrie� er

took greatinterestin ICTP activitiesand frequented the

center.M y association with Anderson wasm adepossible

by ICTP and Erio Tosatti).

In theearly 1986,justbeforeBednorz-M uller’sdiscov-

ery was published, I was intrigued by the question of

phase relationsam ong valence bond con� gurationsin a

shortrangeRVB wavefunction,and whatitreallym eant

in a m agneticinsulator.W hen Anderson responded[2]to

Bednorz-M uller’s discovery ofhigh Tc superconductiv-

ity,with hisRVB proposal,Iwaswellprepared and was

quick to appreciateit.Thatishow Ijoined Anderson in

his second RVB journey,as a partner. A 20 year long

journey is stillcontinuing. Anderson’s Science paper[2]

and our collaborative works[6,7,8],interestingly,done

during the very � rstyearofthisjourney (1987-88),con-

tinue to lightthe path.

O n another front, a non-trivialsolution to 1D anti-

ferrom agnetic Heisenberg chain by Bethe[9]was draw-

ing m ore and m ore attention; its m athem atics was

form idable and revealed surprises such as, absence of

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0611553v1


2

long range antiferrom agnetic order,even at T = 0 and

presence ofgapless topological(dom ain wall) spin half

excitations[10],which waslaternam ed[8]spinon.Itisin

thisbackground,beforeAnderson proposed hisRVB the-

oryin 1973,M ajum darand G hosh discoveredam odel[11]

in 1969,a slight variant ofstandard Heisenberg chain,

which exhibited a strikingly sim ple m any body ground

state-a valencebond solid.Valencebond resonancewas

com pletely absent.

Even these developm entsdid notsuggestan RVB de-

scription ofthe com plicated Bethe ansatz ground state.

Shastry, Sutherland[12], K lein[13]and others went for

higher dim ensional generalisation of M ajum dar-G hosh

m odeland valence bond solid phases. Interestingly,re-

centstudy[14]ofK lein m odelshavegiven a rich possibil-

ity ofquantum liquid ofvalence bonds,atsom e special

lattices and for som e choice ofparam eters. The fertile

m odern m aterials science has o� ered a com pound [15],

SrCu2(BO 3)2,wheretheShastry-Sutherland m odelisin-

deed realized.

The idea ofresonating valence bond wasin the hands

ofquantum chem ists for a long tim e, m ostly studying

the p-� bonded organic system s. The richness ofthis

novel quantum phase was yet to be unravelled. Ac-

cording to Anderson,when superconductivity in oxides

such asLiTi2O 4 and BaBi1�x PbxO 4 werediscovered[16]

thoughts ofRVB crossed his subconscious m ind. Like

m any casesin physics,akey experim entalresultwasnec-

essary to open the doorsand revive and  ourish an old

and fertile idea such as resonating valence bond. Dis-

covery of high Tc superconductivity in an unexpected

oxide La1�x BaxCuO 4 by Bednorz and M ullercatalysed

a revolution in theRVB theory front.Asm entioned ear-

lier, it was Anderson, who was, alert and sensitive to

the new oxide and the challenge from experim ents. He

proposed the RVB m echanism ofsuperconductivity.His

collaboratorsgave  esh to hisproposaland o� ered new

insights. Two key m any body approaches were devel-

oped:i)RVB m ean � eld theory[6](BZA theory)and ii)

a gauge theory[7,17](BA theory),to go beyond RVB

m ean � eld theory. The currently popular experim ental

phase diagram for cuprates was part of the RVB the-

ory conjecture[8],beforetheexperim entalphasediagram

em erged.

The RVB characterofthe ground state of1D Heisen-

bergChain (BetheAnsatzwavefunction)waswellrecog-

nised in the BZA paper. A new im petus was given by

Haldane and Shastry,who showed that the G utzwiller

projected BZA m ean � eld solution in 1D is indeed the

ground stateofanon-trivial1D Heisenbergm odel,which

hasbecom e the celebrated Haldane-Shastry m odel[18].

The BZA and BA theory showed a deep connection

between RVB statesand gauge theories;quantum num -

berfractionization cam eoutasa rathernaturalpossibil-

ity.A gaugestructureand dynam ically generated gauge

� eldsin a quantum spin problem wasratherunexpected

and opened a new � eld ofactivity. Using these insights

a new m ean � eld solution by A� eck and M arston[19]

and a chiralspin liquid wave function by K alm ayerand

Laughlin[20]appeared in the scene. They contained a

nonzeroground statecondensatesoftheBA gauge� elds.

G auge � eld condensation,  ux tube attachm ent and a

consequent statistics transm utation eventually lead to

Laughlin’sproposal[21]ofanyon superconductivity in 2

dim ensions.W en,W ilczek and Zee[22]m adea key iden-

ti� cation ofthe ‘m agnetic  ux’ofRVB gauge � eld with

spin chirality,Si� (Sj� Sk).LargeN theories[23]thatfol-

lowed A� eck-M arston’swork studied valencebond solid

phases.

K otliar’sd-waveRVB m ean� eld solution[24],based on

slaveboson approach,adapted to t-J m odelby Zou and

Anderson[25],explained thed-wavesym m etry ofcuprate

superconductors successfully;Fukuyam a[26]schooland

othersdid extensivestudy on thisfront.

K ivelson, Rokhsar and Sethna[27] used short range

RVB wave function to study cuprates and introduced

thenotion of‘holon’,a topologicalexcitation forcharge.

O ther authors,including Sutherland[28]and Reed and

Chakraborty[29]pursued the study ofshortrange RVB

states and the nature ofspinon and holon excitations.

Q uantum dim er m odels introduced by K ivelson and

Rokhsar[30],to understand shortrangeRVB stateshave

broughtoutnoveltopologicalground statedegeneracies,

and som enon-trivialgaplessspin liquid phases;thishas

been developed further by Sondhiand M esm er[31],and

others.Theideaoftopologicaldegeneracy,thatalsouni-

� esRVB stateswith fractionalquantum Hallstates,has

been elevated toan interestingnotion of‘quantum order’

by W en[32]and severalinsightshavebeen o� ered.

Statistics other than ferm ion and boson were sug-

gested to be possible in a 2D world by Leinaas,M yrl-

heim ,W ilczek and Zee[33]. RVB phases and quantum

Hall system s becam e play grounds for particles with

non standard statistics. Dzyaloshinski, W iegm an and

Polyakov[34],suggested interesting statisticstransm uta-

tion properties for spinons,through a topologicalHopf

term , for the 2D spin-1
2
Heisenberg antiferrom agnet.

Som eattem pts[35,36]to organizethesum ofsinglespin

Berry phase term sdid notlead to the anticipated Hopf

term . However,in a recentwork[37]the presentauthor

hasshown thata propersum m ation ofthe Berry phase

term sleadse� ectively to a statisticstransm utation.The

Berry phase does get organized and behave like a non-

trivialtopologicalterm ;however,itdoesnothavea local

continuum Hopflikeanalyticform .

A� eck,Zou,Anderson and Hsu[38]and also Fradkin,

M oreo,and Dagotto[39]found a SU(2)description ofthe

BA theory. However,it was realized soon that owing

to thelim ited dim ensionality ofHilbertspaceofourspin

system ,onlyasubgroup,thecenterZ2 oftheSU(2)group

isreally necessary todescribethetherm odynam icphases

and dynam ics,ratherthan thefullSU(2)orU(1)group.
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Thiswasnicely shown by an identity duetoM arston[40],

which showed how the dynam ically generated RVB  ux

getsrestrictedtointegerorhalfinteger uxquantarather

than an arbitrary value.Thatisatthelevelofa classical

action,SU(2) or U(1) � elds exists form ally. However,

the quantum dynam icschoosesonly a lim ited setofthe

� eld degrees offreedom . M arston[40]incorporated the

quantum kinem atic restriction through a Chern-Sim ons

term in the action,by hand. W hatisim portantisthat

within the subspace of zero and half  ux, the Chern-

Sim ons term retains the PT sym m etry. This was soon

taken furtherand a Z2 gauge theory ofspin system was

form ulated by Tosatti,Yu Lu and thepresentauthor[41].

In another work,using a sim ilar identity due to W en,

W ilczek and Zee[22],the presentauthor[42]reduced the

fam oustriangularlattice problem to a Z2 gauge theory.

Zouin aninsightfulpaper[43]discussedhow ChernSim on

term s could arise as a quantum anom aly in an SU(2)

gauge theory for spin-1
2
Heisenberg antiferrom agnet in

2D.W en[44]and Read and Sachdev[45]also developed

the Z2 gauge theory ideasand connection to topological

degeneraciesetc.

System atic way ofgoing beyond BZA theory for in-

sulating and conducting spin system s using G utzwiller

approxim ation has becom e very useful for quantita-

tive progress, in the hands of G ros, Zhang, Rice[46,

47], O gata, Shiba, and recently Randeria, Trivedi,

Param ekanti[48],M uthukum ar[49]and others. The BA

gauge theory, on the other hand has been very useful

in giving new qualitative insights; its fullpotentialas

a quantitative tool has not been realized, in spite of

notable e� orts[50]by Io� e,Larkin,Nakam ura,M atsui,

Patrick Lee,Nagaosa,W en,Dung-HaiLee,Ng and re-

cently Tesanovic,Franzand others.

Hsu[51],showed that the antiferrom agnetic order ex-

isting in theground stateof2D Heisenberg m odelon the

squarelatticecan be viewed asa spinon density wavein

an underlying quantum spin liquid. A ‘bosonic’varia-

tionalRVB wave function (sim ilarto G utzwillerprojec-

tion ofArovasAuerbach’sSchwingerboson[52]typewave

function)introduced by Ducout,Liangand Anderson[53]

exhibited a spontaneous antiferrom agnetic order in the

ground state fora range ofvariationalparam eter. O ut-

side this range the spin correlation function decayed

exponentially. However, the energy expectation value

changed very little with the variationalparam eter,even

though sub lattice m agnetisation changed substantially

from zero to a large value. This analysis substantiated

thefactthatlong rangeantiferrom agneticorderisa m i-

norm odi� cation in an otherwiserobustspin liquid state.

Som eoftheseideashavebeen sum m arised by a principle

ofvalencebond am plitudem axim isation (VBAM )[54]by

the presentauthor.

In the recent past, quantum num ber fractioniza-

tion and spinon decon� nem ent has been studied by

Fisher,Balents,Nayak,Senthil,Viswanath,Sachdev and

collaborators[55]. A Z2 gauge sym m etry has been very

prom inent in the discussion. Possibilities ofclassifying

RVB states into Z2,U(1) and non-abelian spin liquids

havebeen discussed.

A recentwork by the presentauthorshows[37]a sur-

prising result that quantum num ber fractionization oc-

curs, above a � nite energy gap, even in the ordered

Heisenbergantiferrom agnetin 2D !Thatis,in additionto

gaplessspin wave excitationswe have decon� ned,freely

propagating spinonsabovea � nite energy gap.Ishowed

that a (scale free) � nite energy quantum skyrm ions is

m ade oftwo unbound ‘chiralspinons’. Chiralspinons

carry non vanishing condensed RVB m agnetic  ux or

chiraldensity Si � (Sj � Sk) distributed specially in a

broadfashion.Thisresultcon� rm sand sharpensanearly

conjectured connection ofm eron with spinon by John,

Doucot,Liang,Anderson and Baskaran[56,57].Itwillbe

interesting to m ake connection ofourform ally exactre-

sultwith recentworksofW eng,Ng,M uthukum ar[58,59]

and collaboratorsd on spinons.

An elegant construction by A� eck, K ennedy, Lieb

and Tasaki[61]hasgiven m odelswith valence bond like

ground states with higher spins and higher dim ensions.

In theprocessithasgiven anew m eaningto theHaldane

gap phenom enon.

O n num ericalfront, RVB wave functions have been

analysed by several authors for frustrated and non-

frustrated spin system s in great detail. Highly frus-

trated spin system s such as K agom e lattice has given

som esurprises[62].

RVB excitations, because of their topological and

‘abelian’or ‘non-abelian anyon’character,arising from

topologicaldegeneracy in the ground state,could have

a specialim m unity againstdecoherence.They also have

fascinating quantum entanglem entand braiding proper-

ties. Consequently,they have been considered as seri-

ousq-bitcandidatesin quantum com putersbyK itaev[63]

and others. RVB theory and fractionalquantizaed Hall

e� ectshaveindirectly given a new im petusto theoretical

studies in quantum com puters, with envisaged experi-

m entalpotential[64].

Thisisa briefhistory ofRVB theory,withoutgoing to

the fascinating superconductivity orantiferrom agnetism

aspects.

III.RV B w ave function,TopologicalD egeneracy and

Excitations

AboveTN therm al uctuationsdestroy long rangean-

tiferrom agneticorderin quantum spin system s.Atvery

high tem perature the therm al state is a structureless

‘classical’ param agnetic phase. W hat is the state we

reach,when wedestroy long rangeantiferrom agneticor-

der,by frustrating itthrough additionalinteractions,at

T = 0 or kB T hh J ? The ‘spin crystal’quantum m elts
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and wegeta quantum spin liquid.In thisquantum spin

liquid,theantiferrom agneticorderdecaysin a powerlaw

orexponentialfashion.Thisphase,wherespinsareseem -

ingly disordered,have som e specialquantum coherence

properties,which is whatm akesita resonating valence

bond state. This param agnetic state has a specialpair

coherenceam ong spinsand also topologicaldegeneracy.

Thespecialpaircoherencehasanaturaland suggestive

representation asageneralRVB state,written down � rst

by Anderson[2].Itturnsoutthatthisstatehasa rather

naturalrepresentation,notin thestandard Sz basis,but

in term sofunderlyingelectron operatorsc’sthatm akeup

a spin halfm om ent:

jRV B ;�i� PG (
X

ij

�ijb
y

ij)
N

2 j0i (1)

where,b
y

ij �
1p
2
(c
y

i"
c
y

j#
� c

y

i#
c
y

j"
).PG �

Q

i
(1� ni"ni#),

is the G utzwiller projection,which ensures that the ef-

fective low energy electron occupancy ofany site in a

M ott insulator is one. Therefore,totalnum ber ofelec-

tronsN in equation (1)isthe sam easthe num bersites.

The pairfunction �ij characterisesthe RVB state. The

RVB wavefunction (equation 1)isidenticalto,exceptfor

the G utzwiller projection,an N particle projected BCS

wavefunction,with �ij playing theroleofa Cooperpair

function. This is what m ade Andersons proposalofa

(M ott)insulatingRVB statebecom ingasuperconductor,

on m ovingawayfrom half� lling(doping),sonaturaland

appealing.

In a 2D square lattice,the standard shortrangeRVB

corresponds to �ij non zero only for nearest neighbour

sitesand a specialrelation between signsof�’sbetween

neighbouring bonds,so as to satisfy M arshallsign con-

vention.In general,forvariouschoicesof�ij wegeti)the

BZA statewith apseudoferm isurfaceii)A� eck-M arston

�- ux state with nodalexcitations iii) gapfulK alm ayer

Laughlin’s chiralspin liquid state iv) antiferrom agneti-

cally ordered statev)d,d+ id and s-wavesuperconduct-

ing state iv) ground state ofHaldane Shastry Ham ilto-

nian in 1D v)stateswith chargeand spin stripecorrela-

tionsetc.Thephysicallym otivatedG utzwillerprojection

doeswonders-itenhancesantiferrom agneticcorrelations

and even introducesstrongchiralcorrelations,in thepro-

cessofreducing the double occupancy  uctuations.

Anderson’sRVB wavefunction and thecorresponding

Hilbert space ofstates for strongly correlated electron

system s is as basic and sim ilar to Laughlin wave func-

tion and the corresponding Hilbert space of states for

quantum Hallphysics.Itisvery di� erentfrom e� ectively

slaterdeterm inanttype ‘Ferm iliquid Hilbertspace’.

K ivelson and Rokhsarintroduced and studied a quan-

tum dim er m odelon a square lattice, with a view to

understand short range RVB physics. This non-trivial

m odelhasgiven m any insights.Forexam ple,theidea of

holon

spinon

)vison (Z   −vortex2

FIG . 1: Schem atic pictures of topological excitations, i)

spinon,ii) holon and iii) a Z2 vortex (vison). The valence

bondsin thebackground should resonatein thereadersm ind.

topologicaldegeneracy in theground statewasm anifest.

Ifwe consider a square lattice with periodic boundary

condition (torus of genus g) alldim er coverings break

into 4g distinctclasses,such thatthey aresuperselected

with respectto localm ovesofthe valence bonds.In the

RVB m ean � eld theory the topologicaldegeneracy ap-

peared asa (PT sym m etric)half ux quantaofm agnetic

 ux ofRVB gauge � eld,thatcan be be thread through

variousholesin the torusofgenusg.In thissensethere

isa close connection ofthistopologicaldegeneracy with

correspondingonein fractionalquantised Hallstates,giv-

ing thepossibility ofnon-abelian characterto spinons,in

som eRVB states.

Thevalencebond characteroftheRVB wavefunction

suggests presence ofcertain type oftopologicalexcita-

tions(� gure1):i)spinon:an unpaired spin in theback-

ground ofresonatingsingletsand ii)holon ordoublon:an

em pty siteoradoubly occupied sitein thebackground of

resonating singletsand iii)Z2 vortices,carrying a �- ux,

dubbed as‘vison’in recentworks[55].

A sim ple way to im agine a spinon is to freeze a sin-

glet bond and convert it into a triplet and localise one

up spin at a given site and m ove the other upspin to

the boundary. W hat we get is a localised spinon, an

unpaired upspin in the background of resonating sin-

glets. For som e RVB system s such an unpaired spin

m ay becom e freely propagating spinon excitation; ex-

am ples are 1D Heisenberg chain,2D chiralspin liquid,

BZA phase with a spinon pseudo ferm isurface,A� eck-

M arston phasewith nodalspinonsetc.Ifthisbethecase

wehavequantum num berfractionization and spinon de-

con� nem ent. In som e cases two spinons m ay be bound

and wem ay getaspin-1low energyexcitation branch.In

thecaseofshortrangeRVB system in 2D and 3D (with-

outany chiralsym m etry breaking)weexpectspinonsto

be con� ned;howeverthe spin-1 branch isa wellde� ned
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excitation ofthe underlying quantum spin liquid. The

Z2 vorticesarebestunderstood asa ‘localdefect’in the

M arshalsign convention,which carries a phase string.

The phase string excitation have bee studied in detail

by W eng and collaborators[59].Energeticconsiderations

and som e deep issues related to con� nem ent m ay force

eithera spinon orholon to be bound to a Z2 excitation.

In thevalencebond basis,creatinga spinon ata siteis

a com plicated non localoperation,asoutlined.Thenon-

localand globalrearrangem entneeded to create an iso-

lated spinon orholon m akethem topologicalexcitations.

BZA theory giveasim pleand straightforward m ethod to

constructspinonsand holons.In thisapproach itisdone

by a localoperation ofcreating in the m ean � eld RVB

state(thatlivesin an enlarged Hilbertspace)a particle-

holepairexcitation followed by a G utzwillerprojection:

�
y

i��
y

j�0jRV B i� PG c
y

i�cj�� 0jm RV B i (2)

where jm RV B i = (
P

ij
�ijb

y

ij)
N

2 j0i is the unprojected

RVB m ean � eld solution. Here �i� is a spinon opera-

tor. W e note that the order ofoperation is im portant:

G utzwiller projection should be done after the creation

ofparticle-holepair.W ecan constructholon ordoublon

in a sim ilarfashion.

Using the above construction,non-trivialexcitations

such as the spinon of the Haldane Shastry m odel

in 1D and the K alm ayer-Laughlin m odel in 2d can

be easily constructed. Som en Bhattacharjee’s pfa� an

representation[60]ofRVB wave function m ay be useful

in the study ofRVB states;itrem ainsto be explored.

IV .N ew Exam ples of2 and 3D RV B States

In what follows we willsum m arise our recent results

forcertain non-cuprate system s,forwhich we have sug-

gested RVB phases as the suitable reference vacuum

state. W e willnot go to details ofthe theory,but will

only outline the physics behind. The system s are: i)

quasi2D organic conductors ii) boron doped diam ond,

iii)NaxCoO 2:yH 2O and iv)a 2D graphenesheet.

Superconductivity in O rganic Solids

Superconductivity in organicm olecularconductorsisa

welldeveloped � eld[65].From a m odest1 K in Bechgard

salt,thesuperconductingTchasincreased toavalue 13

K in ET saltfam ily.Thisisrem arkable,considering the

low carrier density,n � 1020=cm 3in organics. Various

ideasincluding spin  uctuation m echanism ofsupercon-

ductivityhasbeen discussedtoexplain superconductivity

in 2D organics.In m y opinion they wereunsatisfactory.

O negenericpropertyofthissystem isthat,aftertaking

care ofcrystallographic doubling ofunit cell,it is well

(

W

U

)ωσP P
c

P PcE

dx
dE = mott−hubbard

strong 

mott insulator
c

c

<

> (c) P > P

x o

ω

σ(ω)

coupling metal
with super exchange

x

(b) P < P

N
d
(e +−)

=
Ne(e

+ )

N
x

   gap

(a)

x = o

FIG .2: a)Energy ofa half� lled band above and below the

criticalpressurePc,asa function ofx =
N d (e

�
)+ N e(e

+
)

N
.Here

N d(e
�
) = N e(e

+
) are the num ber ofdoubly occupied (e

�
)

and num berofem pty sites(e
+
);totalnum beroflattice sites

N = totalnum berofelectrons.O ptim alcarrierdensity x0 �
2N 0

N
isdeterm ined by long range partofcoulom b interaction

and superexchange energy. b) and c) Schem atic picture of

the realpartofthe frequency dependentconductivity on the

insulating and m etallicsidecloseto theM otttransition point

in a realsystem .W isthe band width.

e +e
_

2 1 1

00

0

FIG .3:Forbidden hoping process,i.e.,absenceofannihilation

ofe
+
and e

�
at low energies in our strong coupling m etal.

D ouble line representsa spin singlet(valence)bond.

described[66,67]as half� lled single band system ;i.e.,

one electro per W annier orbital. O ften these system s

exhibit M ottinsulator to superconductivity transitions,

eitherunderexternalpressureorchem icalpressures.

W hatisthe physicsbehind these M ottinsulatorto a

superconductor transition ? Firstly,it is a strong � rst

ordertransition.A largeM ottgap (com parableto band

width) collapsesto zero value. Long range coulom b in-

teraction drivesthetransition � rstorder.Thisism issing

in thestandard Hubbard m odel;consequently itpredicts

a continuousvanishing oftheM ottHubbard gap,across

theM ott-Hubbard transition.Iobserved[68]that,in ex-

perim ents,the opticalconductivity �(!)retainsthe up-

perHubbard band featurenearlyintactacrossthetransi-

tion.Theonly changeisthe em ergenceofa Drudepeak

at low frequencies;the weight ofthe Drude peak indi-

catesa sm alldensity ofm obile carriers(often aslow as

5 to 10 % ).

Based on the above observation, I suggested that

across the M ott transition, the M ott insulator retains

its integrity,in the sense ofsurvivalofsuper exchange

on the conducting side (� gure 2). The only new aspect

isthata sm alland equaldensity ofm obile positive and

negativechargecarriers(doublonsand holons)havebeen

spontaneously generated.Thesecarrierdensity areindi-

vidually conserved (� gure3)and governed by thephysics



6

oflongrangecoulom b interaction.In otherwords,Igave

a new interpretation ofM otttransition in thesessystem s

asa processofselfdoping a M ottinsulator.

Thesesuggestionsim plied im m ediately a closeconnec-

tion ofthe m echanism ofsuperconductivity to that in

cuprates,where the doping isexternal.Ideveloped this

idea further and introduced a 2 species t-J m odeland

discussed how superconductivity arisesthere.

M y conclusion[68]isthatsuperconductivity in organ-

icsisbased on RVB m echanism .Thenew featureisthat

preexisting neutralsingletsgetcharged acrossthe M ott

transition and producesuperconductivity,through apro-

cessofselfdoping ratherthan externaldoping. The su-

perconductingTcisdeterm ined by,apartfrom otherfac-

torssuch assuperexchange,thedensityofselfdoping.As

selfdoping increasesbeyond theoptim alvalue(achieved

by increasing pressure)superconductivity quickly disap-

pears, as seen in the experim ent. Recent theoretical

works[69,70,71]essentially corroborate m y view point,

albeitwith som em inordi� erences.

In a very recentwork K anoda[72]group havereported

interesting results,in m y opinion o� ering a direct sup-

porttoRVB physicsin oneofthem em bersoftheET salt

fam ily in the M ottinsulating phase.They � nd evidence

fora pseudo ferm isurfacelikeexcitationsfrom m agnetic

and speci� c heat m easurem ents. This is likely to be a

� rst exam ple ofrealization ofspinon pseudo ferm isur-

face in 2D,suggested by Anderson and realized in BZA

theory. ThisET saltisa M ottinsulatorwith enhanced

near neighbour m ultispin couplings,in view ofsm aller

M ott-Hubbard gap. These couplings seem to frustrate

antiferrom agnetic order and really stabilise a quantum

spin liquid with a pseudo ferm isurfaceforspinons.

B oron D oped D iam ond

Diam ond is known to be one ofthe best insulators.

It has a large band gap of5.6 eV.In a rem arkable re-

cent work Ekim ov and collaborators[73]have m anaged

to convertdiam ond to a superconductorby doping with

boron;i.e.,diam ond:B.Itiswellknown thatsm alltraces

of boron im purities is responsible for the captivating

blue colourofdiam ond;however,heavy doping m akesit

dark and superconducting!The superconducting Tchas

steadily increased from about4 K to nearly 12 K ,with

increasing doping and im proved m aterialcharacteristics

using M O CVD preparation m ethods[74,75].

I have developed a theory[76],based on phenom eno-

logicaland m icroscopic grounds that superconductivity

takes place in the im purity band introduced by boron

substitution, across the insulator to m etal transition.

Brie y,a substituted boron has a nice sp3 tetrahedral

bonding with neighbouring carbon atom s, except that

there is a m issing electron,i.e. a hole. This hole re-

sidesin one ofthe 3 fold degenerate im purity states,at

ε ε
F

electron correlations

ρ((E)

boron (acceptor) impurity−band
a tight binding narrow

valence bandbroad
of diamond

NOT IMPORTANT
are

Superconductor transition
they drive a Mott Insulator to

IMPORTANT
electron correlations are

FIG .4: Hole density of states (schem atic) in boron doped

diam ond,an uncom pensated p-type sem iconductor.Holesof

acceptors form a strongly correlated and im purity band at

com m ensurate � lling. Anderson-M ottinsulatorto supercon-

ductor transition is suggested to take place in the im purity

band aswe increase boron density (� gure 5).

T

Superconductivity
RVB

n cn,   dopant density

Spin

Liquid

Phase(VBG)
Valence Bond Glass

Anderson−Mott
   Insulator Quantum

FIG .5: Schem atic Phase D iagram as a function ofdopant

density in D iam ond:B,an uncom pensated case.

about0.37 eV abovethe top ofthe valenceband.W hen

the boron density islow,the holesare localised in their

respective hydrogenic type ofim purity states and well

isolated. Holes,instead ofgetting delocalized into ex-

tended states,rem ain in their hom e site,because ofan

e� ective U (hole a� nity - hole binding energy) > im -

purity band width W ;i.e.,itcostsenergy to ionise and

delocalized a hole.ItisaM ottinsulatorform ed ofim pu-

rity states(� gure4,5).The holesstay in theirim purity

statesand virtual uctuationsto neighbouring im purity

sites leads to antiferrom agnetic superexchange interac-

tion. This leadsto spin singletcoupling. Since the im -

purity states are random ly distributed in space,a spin

� ndsitsclosestneighbourand form sa valencebond;this

leadsto valencebond solid (glass)phase,very sim ilarto

whathasbeen studied forthecaseofSi:P.Thespin half

characteroftheholein theim purity stateand theorbital

degeneraciesstabilise a valence band glassphase rather

than a spin glassphase.

Asweincreaseboron concentration,weexpecta M ott
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insulatorto m etaltransition,in the im purity band sub-

system . Since we have an uncom pensated doping,ran-

dom ness and Anderson localisation issues are only sec-

ondary. W e can im agine the im purity state subsystem

asa latticeofhydrogen atom swhoselatticeparam eteris

decreased asincreasing dopantdensity.Aswe approach

Anderson-M otttransition point,theim purity statewave

functions strongly overlap; i.e.,the inter im purity dis-

tanceiscom parabletothesizeoftheim purity statewave

function (e� ective Bohrradiusa�B ). Valence bond reso-

nance increasesand valence bond glassm elts. W e geta

quantum spin liquid in a disordered lattice (� gure5).

Theresonating singletsarethepreform ed pairs.They

are neutral. Across the � rst order M ott transition,the

M ott-Hubbard gap collapsesfrom a � nite value to zero,

by a processofselfdoping ofthe M ottinsulator. That

is,the M ott insulator continues to be a M ott insulator

with valence bond resonance,except for a spontaneous

creation ofa sm alldensity of delocalized B + and B �

species. This m echanism of superconductivity is very

sim ilar to our m echanism for the organics,outlined in

the previoussection. In factthe carrierdensity and the

sizeofthem olecularorbitalin organicsand theim purity

wave functions in diam ond:B are sim ilar in size leading

to a sim ilarvalue ofTc.

In theliterature,atleastthreedi� erentphonon m echa-

nism ,which putthedoped holesatthetop ofthevalence

band,in extended states have been proposed[77]. Even

liberalestim ates ofTc give a value sm allcom pared to

experim ents. Variousphenom enology,particularly large

value oflow tem perature intrinsic resistivity and recent

ARPES results[78]indicate that the carrier m ean free

path are com parable to nearest boron-boron distance.

Therearealsootherexperim entalevidence[79]fortheex-

istenceofan im purity band in thesuperconductingstate,

suggesting thattheorigin ofshortm ean freepath ofcar-

riers is not necessarily due to random ness. It is likely

to bethee� ectofstrong correlation within theim purity

band.

N axC oO 2� yH2O ,an Icy Superconductor

New superconductors and novel m aterials continue

to be discovered by Japanse groups, thanks to their

concerted e� orts in m aterials science with an eye not

only on technology but also basic science. Historically,

m any system s exhibiting RVB physics have been dis-

covered by the Japanese groups, including a Shastry

Sutherland com pound SrCU 2 (BO 3)2, alluded to ear-

lier. Q uickly following the footstep ofdiscovery ofsu-

perconductivity in M gB 2 by Akim itsu group,a Tsukuba

group synthesized[80]a layered NaxCoO 2 that becom es

superconducting only when itisintercalated with water:

NaxCoO 2:yH 2O (� gure6).

Sitting in Chennaiand I got a news of this icy su-

oxygen
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FIG .6: A triangular network ofedge sharing oxygen octa-

hedra. Co atom s are at the center ofthe oxygen octahedra.

Each Nax.yH 2O layerissandwitched by two CoO 2 layers.

3d

octahedral

t 2g

e

eg( t2g

d z2

trigonal
stretch

)

g

−S = 
2

1

Co Co
4+ 3+

S = 0

FIG .7:Crystal� eld split3d levelsofcobalt.

perconductor by em ail,through a superconductivity e-

group. It becam e clear that it is a doped spin halfor-

bitallynon-degenerateM ottinsulatoron atriangularlat-

tice (� gure 7). It is indeed a long sought after,doped

spin-1
2
triangularlattice system !Absence oforbitalde-

generacy in NaxCoO 2:yH 2O wasm y conjecturebased on

sim ple estim ates: that is,the sm allferm isurface pock-

ets that appeared in David Singh’s electronic structure

calculation[81]should infactdisappeardueto correlation

e� ects,leaving a hole like band around the � point. It

worked !LaterARPES experim entsshowed[82]a single

circular ferm isurface,validating m y single band m odel

hypothesisand a non standard sign ofthe hopping inte-

gral.

I worked out an RVB theory quickly[83]. W hat was

novelwas, the possibility of an im portant chiralRVB

state asthe reference M ottinsulator.In an earlierwork

Lee and Feng[84],inspired by K alm ayer-Laughlin’schi-

ralspin liquid state[20],had in factfound a PT violating

RVB m ean � eld solution,whereevery triangularplaque-

tte contained a �

2
RVB m agnetic  ux. I showed that

on doping,the insulating chiralspin liquid willcontinue

into a PT violating chiralsingletsuperconductor,having

+ + 
i 2 π

−−−
3

+ 
−

+
 

+
 

i 4 π
−−−

3
+ 
−

0 0
0

0+
 +
 

0 0

0 0 +
 

+
 

0 0

0

0

FIG .8: Relative phases ofcooper pair am plitudes (� ij 6= 0

on dark bonds)in PT violating d1 � id2 states.
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2

FIG .9:The schem atic x � T phase diagram .

adx2�y 2+ idxy (orbrie y,d+ id)orderparam etersym m e-

try(� gure8).SubsequenttheoreticalanalysisbyK um ar-

Shastry[85], Dung-Hai Lee, Patrick Lee and W ang[86]

havesupportedtheaboveRVB scenerio.W ithin theRVB

scenario,thereisa possibility ofchiralp-wavesupercon-

ductivity at high doping end (� gure 9). There are also

otherproposalsofspin tripletsuperconductivity[87].O n

the experim entalfront,there is an intense e� ort,using

m agnetic resonancestudies,to � nd the orderparam eter

sym m etry by Nagoya and K yoto and othergroups. Re-

centresultsfrom Nagoya group[88],con� rm theirearlier

� ndings and give strong evidence for spin singlet pair-

ing. The issue ofgap is stillnot settled. Earlier �SR

studies[89]did notsee any parity violating orbitalm ag-

netic � eld,m aking a PT violating state suspect. How-

ever,thisresultshould be carefully analyzed,becauseof

a possible invasive characterofm uon,through polariza-

tion ofthe H 2O dipoles. I have suggested [90]that a

localpolarization ofH 2O m oleculesm ightdestabilizesu-

perconductivity and stabilize a com peting charge order

locally.

Ihad also suggested[83]that,in between thePT sym -

m etric m etallic state and PT violating superconducting

state, an interm ediate PT violating m etallic (a chiral

m etal) phase should be present ,over a � nite tem per-

ature interval(� gure 9). Increase sam ple quality should

enable one to search forthisPT violating m etallic state

experim entally.

Heavily doped Na0:5CoO 2 ,hasan interesting m etallic

state, which exhibits a coherent charge transport,like

a good m etal;however spins are incoherent as seen by

a non-Pauli,Curie m agnetic susceptibility ! Thisphase

hasbeen called aCuriem etalbythePrinceton group[91].

Com bining the above with som e possible signatures of

Luttinger volum e anom aly seen in ARPES[82], I have

suggested[92]a phase called ‘Q uantum Charge Liquid’.

Thisisanaturalgeneralization ofRVB phasetoheaavily

doped M ottinsulators.

RV B and spin-1 C ollective m ode

εS(q ,ω)

2 k
F

v
F

q

particle−hole

(no window)

continuum

p−h

ω

q

(q < 2 k
F

)

particle−hole
continuum

(a)
(b)

2d
fermi liquid

FIG .10:(a)particle-holecontinuum withouta ‘window’fora

2d ferm igas.(b)S(q;!)forq< 2kF .

S(q ,ω)

ω

v
F

q

Γ Kq
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spin−1
collective

ε p−h

particle−hole 
continuum 

(has a window)

(b)

(a)

continuum
particle−hole

)

FIG . 11: (a)particle-hole continuum with a ‘window’ for

graphite.(b)S(q;!)forq> qc(�
1

50

�

a
)

in single G raphene Layer

G raphitewasaplayground forRVB ideasin thehands

ofPauling.O neshould haveexpected som euniquesigna-

turein low energy physicalpropertiesfrom RVB physics.

Surprisinglynooneseem stohavelookedforpossiblecon-

sequencesofRVB phenom enon in graphite.Historically,

with theadvancem entofelectronicstructurecalculations

and a variety ofm agnetic� eld dependentm easurem ents,

such asdeHaasvan Alfven e� ect,thesingleelectron the-

ories have been reigning suprem e. O ne possible reason

behind is thatthe subtle RVB e� ects ofa 2D graphene

sheet,atlow energy,are being m asked by the � nite in-

terlayerelectron tunnellingm atrixelem ent(t? � 0:2eV ),

which givesrisetosm allcylindricalferm isurfacesaround

the K and K ’pointsin the BZ.

In a recent paper[93], Akbar and I investigated ef-

fectsofelectron electron interaction in a singlegraphene

sheet, using a sim ple Hubbard m odel. G raphene is a

sem im etal,wherevalenceand conduction bandsm eetat

K and K ’pointsin the BZ.Thatisthe ferm isurface is

shrunk to two points.Around thesetwo pointstheband

structurelocallyresem blesaDiraccone.Thisleadstoan
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interesting gaplessparticle-hole continuum ,thatis very

di� erent from the standard 2D particle-hole continuum

(� gure 10).Infactthe grapheneparticle-hole continuum

(� gure 11)hasa big window. Itresem blesparticle-hole

continuum ofa 1D ferm igasratherthan a 2D ferm igas.

O nee� ectofelectron electron interaction isto m odify

the excitation spectrum . W e studied the particle-hole

excitation spectrum by a sraight forward RPA analy-

sis,looking forspin-1 collective m ode ortripletexciton.

Based on what happens in m olecules such as benzene,

anthracene etc.,which are � nite pieces ofgraphene,we

expected a spin-1 collective m ode to em erge in som e re-

gion ofthe window. To our pleasantsurprise we found

thata gaplessspin-1 branch em erged in thefullwindow,

that is, allover the BZ.Thus a new spin-1 collective

m ode branch has been predicted for a single graphene

sheet. Its energy ranged from zero to about 2 eV.In

realgraphite,interlayercoupling m odi� esthespectrum

som ewhat,particularly below about0.2 eV.

W hatisthespin-1 spectrum to do with RVB ?Ifelec-

tronsin agraphenesheetarenon interacting,singletcor-

relation existsin the ground state only because ofkine-

m aticsim posed by Pauliprinciple.Thatis,aBloch state

isoccupied bytwoelectronswith oppositespin,tom akea

spin singletin k-space.Thism inim alsingletcorrelationis

kinem aticin origin.However,when oneintroduces� nite

U,repeated collisionsin the spin singletchannelenforce

spin singlet correlationsin the ground state. IfU were

largecom pared to theband width,wewould havehad a

M ottinsulatorand these collision processeswould have

been called superexchange processes. But graphene is

nota M ottinsulator.Stillsom ekind ofkineticexchange

processescontinueto exist,which givean enhanced near

neighbor singlet correlations in the ground state,com -

pared to the free ferm igas.

In otherwords,theem ergenceofspin-1collectivem ode

indicates a coherent m odi� cation ofthe free ferm igas

state,into an RVB state ora quantum spin liquid state.

Ifthere isan RVB physicsand ititisa m etal,why a � -

nitetem peraturesuperconductivity isabsentin graphite

? I have found,in a recent work[94]that the develop-

m entofRVB correlation (pre existing singletpairs)in a

graphenesheetfailto m akeita superconductor,because

ofvanishing ofthesingleparticledensity ofstatesatthe

ferm ilevel.

Recently, single graphene states have been isolated

and studied,from quantum Halle� ectpointofview[95],

yielding spectacularintegerquantization ofHallconduc-

tance. It willbe interesting to study single graphene

sheetand look forconsequencesofRVB correlations,in-

cluding largesuperconducting  uctuations,spin-1 collec-

tivem odesand itse� ects.

Itisa pleasureto recallim portantcontributionsfrom

theChanchalM ajum dargrouponquantm theoryofm ag-

netism , including the M ajum dar-G hosh m odel,that is

being celebrated in thism eeting.
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