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Abstract

W e study the t-J m odel in one din ension by num erically pro gcting the true
ground state from a Luttinger liquid trialwave function. W e nd the m odel
exhbis Luttinger liquid behavior for m ost of the phase diagram In which
Interaction strength and density are varied. However at an all densities and
high interaction strengths a new phase wih a gap to spin excitations and
enhanced superconducting correlations is found. W e show this phase is a

Luther¥m ery liquid and study its correlation fiinctions.
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The tJ m odelwas proposed to describe the dynam ics of hols doped Into a M ott Insu—
lating state []{f]. Even in one din ension, determ ining the com plete phase diagram for this
apparently sin ple m odelhas proven to be quite fom idabl, and the ground state structure
tums out to be far rcher than niially sugoected. In this paper we com bine a varational
approach with an exact ground state progction m ethod to study the properties of this
m odel.

The Ham ittonian for the tJ m odel in one din ension can be w ritten in the subspace of
no doubly occupied sites as
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The m odel has been solved exactly only or J ! 0, where it is equivalent to the U ! 1
Hubbard model, and J = 2t f§]. In both cases the ground state at arbitrary density
belongs to a broad class of interacting Fem i system s known as Luttinger liquids, which
exhibit power law decay of correlation fiinctions w ith exponents characterized by a single
param eter [{fg]. A dditionally, for very large J=t the attractive H eisenberg interaction term
in () dom inates the kinetic energy and the m odel phase separates.

To obtan the rest of phase diagram ofthe tJ m odel, several num erical approaches have

been used. For example, O gata, et. al. ] have exactly diagonalized this Ham iltonian on
a 16 site ring and nd the m odel behaves as a Luttinger liquid for all values of J=t below

a critical value at which phase ssparation occurs. T hey hypothesized that a third phase of
bound singlkt pairs m ay ssparate the other phases at very low density but were unable to
resolve this phase w ith such an all system sizes.

In thispaper we em ploy a Luttinger liquid varationalwave function to approxin ate the
ground state of the one din ensional tJ m odel L({13] and then use a num erical pro fction
technique to extract the true ground state from this tral state. W ith these m ethods, we
can accurately nvestigate m uch larger system s than attainable by previous techniques. W e
con m thatthe tJm odelhasa Luttinger liquid ground state form ost of itsuniform density

phase diagram , and in this region the ground state is well described by the trial state. At



an all densities, however, we nd a third phase ssparating the Luttinger liquid and phase
separated states. This phase behaves as a LutherEm ery liquid, exhlbiting a gap to soin
excitations and enhanced superconducting correlations.

In previous work [[3] we studied the ground state with a Luttinger liquid trial state
w ritten in the subspace of no doubly occupied sites as a Jastrow Slater wave function

Y
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where S (r;) = D et®i™] is a Slater detem inant of single particke plane wave states and
dis= sih( ( 1ry)=L) Pora system ofsize L. The Jastrow iéctorQ <5 P57 I @) modulates
the wave function by the distance between all pairs of particles raised to the power , taken
as a single variational param eter. Positive values of induce a an ooth correlation hole
between allparticles, w hilke negative values provide an attractive correlation com peting w ith
the Pauli repulsion. For < 1=2 this attraction overcom es the statistical repulsion, and
phase ssparation occurs. T he Iong range nature ofthis Jastrow factor generatesthe Luttinger
liquid behavior of the wave function [[3[4]. Thiswave fnction hasbeen considered in two
din ensions where it also exhibits an algebraic singularity at the Fem isurface T3[4].

Applying @) to the tImodelone ndsthe optinum valie of the variationalparam eter

varies continuously w ith interaction strength and density over m ost of the phase diagram

prior to the critical J=t for phase ssparation. H owever, at an all densities we found a third
region separating the Luttinger liquid and phase ssparated states where the optin ized pa—
ram eter is pinned at the critical state = 1=2. At this point the m any body system in
the trial subspace has In nite com pressibility, which physically cannot extend for a range of
Interaction strengths. O ne concludes that the true ground state here lkely lies far from our
variational subspace. W e would lke a system atic way ofboth checking the accuracy of the
trial state where we think it is doing well and detem ining the exact ground state in this
third region.

In this work, we start with the optin ized trial state {]) and profct it onto the exact

ground state num erically [[7{23]. A series of increasihgly accurate approxin ants to the



ground state is generated by pi = ®H W )’j iwere H is the Ham iltonian and W is
a num erical constant. These states approach the true ground state for large p provided
Eo W > £; W jrallexcited statesE ;. ForthetJdmodelwih J > 0 wem ay choose
W = 0. In prnciplk thism ethod can be used to proct any trial state not orthogonalto the
ground state, but good initial states give faster convergence and an aller statistical errors.

To evaluate ground state expectation valies of an arbitrary operator, we calculate

_IpPPi h HPOHP i
Ippi h H#*j i

and take the large p lim it. For su ciently lJarge powers, the scaling of (3] is dom inated by

rO i 3)

the contrbution from the st excited state overlapping the trial state. Thus we can w rite
lEE,i=Eo+ exp( 2 p)+ 4)

withexp( )= £:1 W FE, W J. An operator not comm uting w ith the H am iltonian

has an additional cross tem :
IWOpi= 0o+ 1exp( pP)+ cexp( 2p)+ ®)

W e use the convergence of the energy @) to x , and then use (4] to detem ine the ground
state values of the rest of the cbservables.

Traditionally @) hasbeen calculated using a hybrid of two num erical techniques. F irst
the trial wave function is sam pled with VariationalM onte C arlo to give an ensemble of
con gurations j i [B,21L7]. Then for each j i the product H P is sam pled stochastically
using a m ethod sim ilar to the Neum ann U lam m atrix m ethod P3]. T he products are sand—
w iched to evaluate HH PO H Pi or the nom alization HH ?Pi. T his approach throw s away m uch
Inform ation, speci cally the details of the Interm ediate states in the evaluation ofeach H P.

W e developed a much more e cient algorithm for evaluating (3] by combining the two
operations. In usual Variational M onte Carlo a new con guration j i is chosen from a

previous con guration j iw ith probability

|
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A fter m any transitions, this Jeads to a distrioution of con gurations proportionalto j F.
Ifnew con gurations are instead chosen w ith the probability

1
P, =——=H (7)
z

w ith

z = H o @)

the distrdoution for a con guration j i approaches j 2=z j. This method of generating
new ocon gurations is the sam e used to evaluate the products H P, so the operations can be
com bined.

The algorithm in proves on the traditional approach in two ways. W hen evaluating a
diagonalexpectation value, such asn (r)n (0)iorhS, (r)S, (0)i, ourm ethod evaluates a new
h HPOHPJ 1iat every step of the random walk, so calculations of di erent powers p
require the sam e am ount of time. A dditionally, for any expectation value, an arbitrary
num ber of di erent values of p m ay be calculated in parallel. The only disadvantage of our
approach is that ergodicity is violated asJ ! 0, and the old m ethod m ust be used In this
Iim it. Both m ethods o er an im provem ent to G reens Function M onte Carlo In that exact
correlation fiinctions can be calculated B4]. Since statistical errors grow w ith increasing p,
we generally chose them axinum power to be 10 tin es the system size.

T he phase diagram of the tJ m odel determ ined by our projction technique is shown
in Fig.[]. We see that three distinct phase occur. For small J=t, the ground state is a
Luttinger liquid with soin correlations dom inating the long range behavior. Increasing J
suppresses these correlations, and the ground state passes through the Fem i liquid point
of the Luttinger liquid spectrum at the dashed line. Above this line the Luttinger liquid
has dom lnant singlkt pairing correlations, and for very large J=t the ground state is phase
separated [Q[1329[249]. A sw illbe reported in detailelsew here, In the Luttinger liquid regin e
the trial state @) approxin ates the exact ground state very well

In this work we see clear evidence of a new Lutherfm ery liquid phase (labeled \Spin

G ap") separating the Luttinger liquid and phase ssparated states at sm all densities B7/4].



U nlike all Luttinger states, this new phase exhibits short range spin correlations, and thus a
gap to soin excitations, whik both charge and singlt pair correlations decay algebraically.
Physically one can view the LutherEmery liquid as a translationally invariant coherent
quantum uid of bound sihglkt pairs. The pairs are correlated and can be treated at a
sin ple kvel as an interacting uid of hard core bosons.

LutherEm ery states have been observed in diluted spin m odels that exhbi gaps in
the saturated state, such as the tJ model w ith Ising anisotropy B8] or the next nearest
neighbor tJ m odel R3]. Additionally this phase is present in the tJ-V m odel at quarter

Ting B0]. This work provides the clearest evidence to date of the spontaneous form ation
ofa LutherEm ery state by doping a gapless parent state.

A sam plke s correlation function in the LutherEm ery phase isplotted n Fig. @) with
the correlation fiinction obtained from the unprogcted trial state shown for com parison.
T he varational function exhibits the linear behavior at an all wave vectors characteristic
of Luttinger liquids, whilke the exact function is quadratic at an all k and analytic at all
w ave vectors, consistent w ith exponentially decaying spatial correlations. W e calculate the
boundary between the Luttinger and LutherEm ery states by the crossover from linear to
quadratic behavior at an all wave vectors.

M ore de niive evidence of LutherEm ery behavior can be ssen in the superconducting
correlation fiinction plotted in Fig.[3. The exponents of the correlations finctions in both
Luttinger and LutherEm ery liquids that decay w ith power law s can be characterized by a
single param eter K 0 B1B7]. T he non-oscillatory part of singlet pair correlation finction

decays as
H (©)b@)i/ r 9)

whereb(r) = Pl—z (CenCry 14 Cr#Cry 1) . ForLuttinger liquids 1, = 1+ K ! while Lutherfm ery
liqudshave ; g = K 1!.
In Fig.[d, bk) diverges logarithm ically with system size ask ! 0 in our trial wave

function, which represents the strongest divergence possbl in a Luttinger liquid state.



H ow ever, the true ground state In this region apparently exhibits a m uch stronger cusp [L91.

Using a nite size scaling analysis of the divergence in bk ! 0) in the profcted state,
we can detem ine the value of this exponent  R3J]. A pt of show ing the transition from
Luttinger to LutherEm ery liquid behavior at density = 1=6 is shown in Fig.[4. In the
Luttinger regine, isbounded from below by 1, but this bound is clearly violated as the
Luther Em ery state is entered. A continuous variation of wih J as found in this data
would in ply a discontinuous jump in K

Tt is interesting to note that non-interacting hard corebosonshave = 1=2, so our singlet
pairs have residual repulsive interactions or J < 265 i the Lutherfm ery state, whik at
higher J the hard core nature of the pairs com petes w ith an e ective attractive Interaction
B3l. The attraction from the Heisenberg term in () in this regin e is strong enough to bind
singlet pairs but still insu cient to cause m acroscopic phase separation.

Chen and Lee proposed a variational state for this region by G utzw iller profcting a sea
of non-interacting bound singkt pairs BJ]. Their wave function correspondstoa K = 1
LutherEm ery state, the critical point of the verge of phase ssparation which exhbits a
m acroscopic super uid density. Their calculations of the boundaries of the soin gapped
regin e agree ram arkably well w th ours except at the boundary to phase ssparation, which
they nd occurs at higher J=t. One m ay speculate that a potentially m ore accurate trial
state could be generated by correlating the pairs w ith a Jastrow factor sin ilarto {d). This
state would exhibit generalized LutherEm ery behavior w ith arbitrary K

In summ ary, we have Investigated the ground state properties of the tJ m odel In one
din ension using a num erical technigue to progct the exact ground state from a variational
Luttinger Liquid trial state. W e nd the m odel has a surpprisingly rich phase diagram . At
Jower Interaction strengths the varationalwave fuinction accurately describes the Luttinger
liquid phase, and at very large J=t the m odel phase ssparates. However, one nds these
phases are ssparated at low density by a LutherEm ery quantum din er liquid phase w ith
short range soin correlations and enhanced superconducting correlations.
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FIGURES

FIG.1l. Thephase diagram ofthe tJ m odel as determ Ined in this paper. T he Luther£m ery
state is the region labeled \Spih G ap". The dashed line ndicatesK = 1, the Fem i liquid phase.
Below this line the Luttinger liquid has dom inant antiferrom agnetic correlations, while above this
Iine singlet pair correlations decay w ith the an allest exponent. T he phase ssparation boundary is
detem ined by the divergence ofn k ! 0), the lower LutherEm ery boundary by the behavior of
Sk ! 0),and the Fem iliquid Ineby S k ! 2kg ). A 1l system s contained at least 100 sites and
10 electrons and holes, so phase boundaries cannot extent to the extrem e densities. T he dotted

lines are extrapolations.

FIG.2. The spin-soin correlation function for J=t= 28 and density n = %. T he optin ized
variationalw ave fiinction has linear behavior at an allw ave vectors w hile the exact spin correlation

tums on quadratically in k. The system contains 20 electrons on a 120 site lattice.

FIG .3. The shglkt pair correlation function at J=t= 28 and density n = %.Thek= 0 cusp

is greatly enhanced in the exact ground state. T he system contains 10 electrons on 60 sites.

FIG.4. The scaling of the exponent of the k = 0 superconducting cusp w ith interaction
strength at density n = %. T he transition from Luttinger to LutherfEm ery liquid states occurs
at J=t 23 and the systam phase separates at J=t 2:9. Luttinger liquids require 1, and

non-interacting hard core bosons have = % .
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