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In this work zero-temperature phase diagrams of cuprates with BasCuOs-type CuO chain struc-
ture is investigated. The projective symmetry group analysis is employed in the strong coupling
limit, and renormalization group with bosonization analysis is employed in the weak coupling limit.
We find that in both of these two limits, large areas of the phase diagrams are filled with node-
less s-wave superconducting phases (with weak d-wave components), instead of pure d-wave phase
mostly found in cuprates. This implies that nodeless s-wave phase is the dominant superconducting
phase in cuprates with BasCuOs-type CuO chain structure in low temperature. Other phases are
also found, including (s + d)-wave superconducting phases and Luttinger liquid phases.

I. INTRODUCTION

CuO, plane™ plays an important role in the cuprate
superconductors with high transition temperature (high-
TC)BHE, especially in the formation of d-wave pairing
symmetry® . Traditionally, oxygen vacancies in CuOs
planes are detrimental®™® to high-T.. However, recent
experiments? reported that in one kind of cuprates
with a large amount of oxygen vacancies, BagCuQOgss
with 0 < § < 1, high-T¢ superconductivity is still ob-
served. Various theoretical works ™38 focusing on
BayCuOs4s have been proposed to determine the pair-
ing symmetry and low-temperature phases in different
crystal structures. Liu™ and coworkers showed by first
principle calculation that BagCuOgs,445 can be viewed as
doped Bay;CuQs3, which exhibits a CuO chain structure
shown in Fig. [1| with one E, orbital (Cu 3d,2_,2) ac-
tive, and with strong intra-chain and weak inter-chain
anti-ferromagnetic (AFM) coupling. In this work, we
study the zero-temperature phases in BasCuOss by in-
vestigating a single-orbital multi-chain t-J model in both
strong and weak coupling limits.

In both limits, we find that large areas of these phase
diagrams are filled with s-wave superconducting phases
(with weak d-wave components). It is si-wave with
weak d-wave components (denoted as s4-wave) in strong
coupling limit, and s-wave with weak d-wave compo-
nents (denoted as s4-wave) in weak coupling limit. Both
of them are nodeless on Fermi surfaces. This result
indicates that the dominant superconducting phase in
cuprates with BagCuO3s-type CuO chain structure in low
temperature is actually a nodeless s-wave phase, in con-
trast to the traditional d-wave phase in cuprates with
CuOg plane structure. This paper is organized as follow-
ing. In Sec. II the single-orbita™® t-J model is introduced
to describe the system. In Sec. III and IV, the strong and
weak coupling limits are investigated and corresponding
phase diagrams are given, respectively. We draw the con-
clusions in Sec. V. Details are listed in Appendix.

S adirv-,

@ Ba
® Cu
® 0O

xy

FIG. 1.
BaQCuO;;.

The energetic preferred crystal structuré® of

II. THE MODEL

As indicated in Ref™, the only active orbital is
Cu 3d,2_,2. Therefore, a single-orbital multi-chain t-J
model is employed to describe the system. The Hamilto-
nian H = Hy + H' reads
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where ¢’s (c!’s) are annihilation (creation) operators of
electrons, parameters t,t,,t,,t" are hopping amplitudes
with ¢ largest™ J, Jy,J' are AFM couplings with J
largest™, and Sey,z = 2873/ cly%z,s&'ss/cz’yyzys/ with z, y,
2z defined in Fig. [2| and Pauli matrices ¢ = (0!, 02, 0?).
Hopping and interaction on bonds perpendicular to xy-
plane are neglected because of the large length™ 1 of
these bonds.

FIG. 2. The lattice of BapCuO3s. The z, y and z direction
are defined in the figure. ¢,.J are on the thickest red bonds,
t',J" are on the mid-thick blue bonds, and t,,J, are on the
thinnest green bonds.

In following sections, the single-orbital multi-chain t-
J model (Eq. and is studied in strong and weak
coupling limits.

IIT. STRONG COUPLING LIMIT

In the strong coupling limit (¢ < J), projective con-
struction (slave particle) mean field approac is em-
ployed to analyze possible phases. The mean field Hamil-
tonian is obtained for doping description through the
SU(2) slave boson approach??. These phases are char-
acterized by mean field ansatzes classified by projective
symmetry groups2l 22 (PSG’s). Numerical minimization
of mean field energy is employed to determine the phase
diagram.

A. Mean Field Hamiltonian

A variation method is used in this section to ana-
lyze phases. A series of mean field ansatzes are intro-
duced representing different situations of ground states

and are further optimized utilizing differential evolution
algorithm.

In this approach operators of electrons are represented
in spin-0 charged bosons (holons) b; = (b1,b2,;)T and
spin-1/2 neutral fermions (spinons) ¢; = (f4,, fli)T
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where ; = (fw,—f;’i)T. In this representation, the
mean field Hamiltonian reads?2
3
HMF = Z Z Jz'j (tr(ujjuij) + (ﬂiju”’l/)] + hC))
<ij>
<ij>

where J’s and t’s are determined by Eq. [l and Eq.
u;; is the mean field ansatz22
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There are two kinds of constraints?2, namely proper fill-
ing

(6)

Uj5 = 5(1['3

<b}bi> =25 (7)
and physical states
(wlrtvs+ofrb) =0, 1=1,2,3 (8)

where 7’s are Pauli matrices. To implement these con-
straints, an additional penalty term should be added to
the original Hamiltonian:

Hpenalty = ZP(<¢ITZ¢Z + bIlei>)
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where P(zx) is a penalty function, P(z) = G2? with G
being huge (larger than 10° in practice). In the deter-
mination of mean field ansatzes, it is required that P(z)
does not contribute to mean field energy in final solutions
found.

B. Projective Symmetry Groups Analysis and
Schematic Phase Diagram

Different phases characterized by mean field ansatzes
of different kinds of Zs spin liquid are classified by
PSG’$29.  The PSG’s compose certain constraints on
ansatzes, and at most 311 gauge inequivalent ansatzes are



found. Details are presented in Appendix A. To further
determine the phase diagram, the differential evolution
algorithm in employed. With constraints from PSG’s,
number of optimizing variables are restricted to be 12, so
that this global optimizing algorithm is sufficient.

J'/J and filling § are used as variables of the phase di-
agram. In what follows, the phase diagram is calculated
in the case t = 2t = 2t,, = 0.02J and J, = 0.5.J. This set
of coeflicients satisfies that inter-chain hopping and cou-
pling are smaller than intra-chain ones™. The practical
calculation is performed on a 16 x 16 x 16 lattice with pe-
riodic boundary condition. For numerical details refer to
Appendix B. With 25 choices of parameters investigated,
the schematic phase diagram is obtained, as shown in Fig.
However, in region J'/J < 0.5, < 0.1, the numerical
results are not reliable. This region of phase diagram is
left blank.
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FIG. 3. Schematic phase diagram in strong coupling limit
with t = 2t' = 2t, = 0.04J, = 0.02J. ”s”and ”sd” means s%-
wave and (s + d)-wave superconductivity, respectively. The
bottom left corner of the phase diagram is left blank since
numerical results are not reliable in this region.

In the region of coefficients we choose, there are 4
phases in total. At zero temperature, the holons nec-
essarily condense, and the system is consequently in su-
perconducting phases.

(i) The sdi—wave superconducting phase, namely s4-
wave with weak d-wave components, shown as ”’s” in Fig.
[ described by

Ui i+ = Ale - Xnga

Uiivg = DyT! = XyT°,

= Ujitz—3 = Ui itz—5 = Uii+i—i—7

= A1t — . i (10)

Ui, 542

Unlike what discussed in Ref2% due to the absence
of 4-fold rotation symmetry, weak d-wave components
inevitably coexist in the s-wave superconducting phase.
However, if the system exhibits s-wave superconductivity

FIG. 4. (a) Fermi surfaces shown by yellow meshed surfaces
and zeros of superconducting gap shown by red meshless sur-
faces in sd-wave phase. (b) The projection to k. = 0 plane,
where Fermi surfaces are shown by yellow solid curves and
zeros of superconducting gap are shown by red dashed curve.
The sign of superconducting gap on Fermi surfaces are shown
as ”+” and ”—". Here §=0.25.

in general, it is still considered as an s-wave phase. The
spinon Fermi surfaces and the zeros of superconducting
gap of the sd-wave phase we find are shown in Fig.
Since holons condense in this phase, the spinon Fermi
surfaces are the same as the electron Fermi surfaces. The
superconducting gap on the Fermi surfaces has no node,
which corroborates that the in this phase si-wave pairing
is dominant.

(ii) The first (s + d)-wave superconducting phase,
shown as ”sd1” in Fig. [3| described by

1 3
Us i+5 = AxT — XzT
1 3
Uity = DyT" + XyT°,

= Uijits—5 = Wijits—g = Wiiti—a—7
= _Az'rl - XzT3~ (11)
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(iii) The second (s + d)-wave superconducting phase,
shown as ”sd2” in Fig. |3| described by

Uiive = DoT' — XaT,
Ui ity = AyT1 - XyT37
Uitz = —Wiitz—3 = WUijitz—g5 = Wiitz—3—7
= At —ix, 7O (12)
(iv) The third (s + d)-wave superconducting phase,
shown as ”sd3” in Fig. |3} described by

Uiirs = DpTh — X2,
Wiity = AyTl - Xy737
WUiitz = —Wiitz—2 = Uii+2—g = Uii+2—2—9
= A1t — . —ixLr. (13)
As a comparison, we also find that the superconducting
gap has nodes on Fermi surfaces in (s + d)-wave phases.

All of the four ansatzes are consistent with the PSG anal-
ysis.



In conclusion, in strong coupling limit, the phase di-
agram is largely filled with the nodeless s4-wave super-
conducting phase in the physical relevant regime of coef-

ficients (J'/J < 1).

IV. WEAK COUPLING LIMIT

In the weak coupling limit (¢ > J), renormalization
group (RG) and bosonization analysis are employed to
determine possible phases.

A. Quasi-1D Model

An N = 2 chains®® model is considered, as shown
in Fig. Some previous work have focused on Lut-
tinger liquids on two-leg ladders with?#28 or without
frustratio . However, the lattice structure in this
model has not been investigated. Since the intra-chain
coupling plays a more important role than that of the
inter-chain coupling!?, and the translation symmetries of
the conventional unit cells are presumably not destroyed,
this quasi-1D model is believed to capture the most rele-
vant physics. The unit cell is changed to be the conven-
tional unit cell with two atoms in one unit cell, and the
z direction is redefined. In the redefined coordinate, the

FIG. 5. The N = 2 chains model. Here four A chains are
equivalent under periodic boundary condition, while B chain
is inequivalent to them. The unit cell is modified to be the
conventional unit cell with two inequivalent atoms in one unit
cell, and the z direction is redefined.

non-interacting Hamiltonian Hy can be diagonalized as

ST alk)wl (R s (R),

k,s:i=1,2

where

. k. k.
e1,2(k) = —2( £ t'(cos(ky + ky + =) + cos(ky — ky + ?)

2
k. k.
+ cos(—ky + ky + ?) + cos(ky — ky — 7))
+tcos(kg) +t, cos(ky)), (15)
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where +(—) sign for €;(z), respectively. For the N = 2

chains model, the summation over k only contains those
points with k, = k, = 0. Therefore, the Fermi points are
determined vi

Ei(kpi) = W, 1= 1,2, (16)

for chemical potential . The Fermi points in this quasi-
1D model can be viewed as a discrete set of points with
ky = k, = 0 on the 3D Fermi surface of the NV = 400
model. As shown in Fig. [6] For clarity the k, direction
is neglected. For a generic filling, the Fermi points does
not coincide, and there is no umklapp interactions.

ke
k=0 \

1L] 121 2R/ {IR ko
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FIG. 6. The Fermi points named 1L, 1R and 2L, 2R as the
intersection of the Fermi surfaces (blue curves) and line ky, =
k. =0. Here § = 0.2.

Only excitations around Fermi points are considered
in long wave length limit. Field operators can be written
in terms of chiral fermions (right /left movers) as23

'L/)Ls ~ i])%seikpix 4 wﬁse—ikmm’ i=1,2, (17)

with wﬂs, wfs, 1/)21’75 and ¢§,s corresponding to excita-
tion around Fermi point 1L, 1R, 2L and 2R, respectively.
The momenta of these chiral fermions are bounded by a
momentum cut-off A < kg1 2. Therefore, the dispersion
can be linearized within A. The effective non-interacting
Hamiltonian reads

dwv; (] i0, 0, — i liogwk,), (18)

HO:Z/

1,8

where v; = Ok, €;(k) |k, =kpi,k,=k.—0 is the Fermi velocity.



B. Renormalization Group and Bosonization
Analysis

A generic interaction Hamiltonian density subject to
the constraint of momenta conservation reads

2
= > LTS -

771

O'TR TL

3510

+ Z f/p Tl ,3—1 ZLB i f/?’iz_j;{%*i ’ T‘;Ivlgfi’ (19)

where currents

= Vit (20)
S
1 "
=95 Z ¢g7sass’¢j,s’~ (21)

Coupling constants f’s and (f’)’s represent intra-band
and inter-band scattering, respectively. The relationship
of their values are given by certain symmetries. Charge
conjugation T;; — T}; gives f';; = f'3_i3_i, while re-
flection in z direction gives®® fi; = f;;. Details of the
construction of this interaction Hamiltonian density is
left in Appendix C.

To construct a low energy effective theory, the inter-
action is renormalized and bosonized. The derivation of
the RG equations is left in Appendix D. After solving
RG equations numerically, in the region of coefficients
adopted, we find that in all cases there are two coupling
constants, (f1), ff1) or (f, f%), dominant. Since f7?
only contribute gradient term after bosonization®, they
are simply dropped. Therefore, the interaction Hamilto-
nian after RG reads (take subscript 1 as example)

1 o R | L
N = Z §f11¢1,1¢1,2¢f51/1f:3, (22)

where 5 means the opposite direction of spin s. Af-
ter bosonization, in terms of the chiral boson fields, the
Hamiltonian reads (take subscript 1 as an example)

Ho ~ *((8 61 cr) (67'91,0)2)a (23>
H' ~ f7) cos(V8mh ), (24)

Purely free fields are neglected in Hy. Therefore, the low
energy effective theory of the system is a sine-Gordon
theory. The bosonization dictionary is left in Appendix
E, including the definition of §; ,.

C. Phase Diagram

The global minima of Eq. 24] is
V270, , =2l;m or (21@ + D)m,

depending on the sign of f%. Around a minimum, the in-
teraction Hamiltonian can be expanded as H' ~ m((59)

li e, (25)

which gives the field 6 an effective mass. Therefore, when
one f7 is dominant, there is one gapless spin mode and
one gapped spin mode. The two charge modes are always
gapless. To figure out the phase diagrams, the expecta-
tion values of different order parameters are calculated,
including charge density wave (CDW), spin density wave
(SDW), singlet superconductivity (SS) and triplet super-
conductivity (TS):=>

Ocpw.i = Y _ ¥it (2)ibf,(0), (26)
Ospw,i = Z Ui (2)F el (0), (27)
Oss.i = i ()0 (0) (28)
Ors. = I (2)0L1(0) (29)

These order parameters can be rewritten in terms of bo-
son fields via the bosonization dictionary in Appendix
E. As indicated in Ref23, according to the uncertainty
principle [¢, 0] = O(1), the conjugate field of 6,, namely
¢y, fluctuates violently. Therefore, only terms like
e?o(@)=4-(0) can survive in the mean field level. Apply-
ing this criteria, one can determine whether the order
parameters are non-vanishing in certain phases.

Without losing generality, f{; is supposed to be domi-
nant. All the non-vanishing order parameters are Ocpwy,
(’53DW and Ogs. When f7; is negative, according to the
Cooper instability, an attractive interaction will natu-
rally induce superconductivity. Therefore, the system
will be in an s-wave superconducting phase (with weak
d-wave components due to the absence of four-fold rota-
tion symmetry). When ff; is positive, both CDW and
SDW can exist in this system, due to the gaplessness of
the charge modes and the spin mode. The system will
present spin-charge separation and hence in a Luttinger
liquid phase with two gapless charge modes and one gap-
less spin mode.

The phase diagram is shown in Fig. We use t'/t
and filling § as variables, and fix other coefficients as

= 0.5t and J = 3J = 6J, = 0.03t to satisfy that
inter-chain hopping and coupling are smaller than intra-
chain ones’). The phase diagram is largely occupied by
s-wave superconducting phase with weak d-wave compo-
nents (denoted as sg-wave in Fig. . For appropriate
filling, one of the two bands is fully empty or fully occu-
pied, leading to only two Fermi points, instead of four,
participating in interactions. In this case, the only dom-
inant coupling constants are f”’s, implying all of the two
charge modes and two spin modes are gapless in this
Luttinger liquid phase denoted as?d ”(C2S2” in Fig.
The other Luttinger liquid phase with two gapless charge
modes and one spin mode is denoted as?3 ”C2S1”. In the
sq-wave phase, the pairing order parameter has no node
in k-space, since the mean field decomposition of interac-
tion Hamiltonian density Eq. [22] can be rearranged into
the form of a traditional BCS Hamiltonian. Therefore,
the superconducting gap has the same sign on all the four
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FIG. 7. Phase diagram in weak coupling limit with J = 3J' =
6J, = 0.06t, = 0.03t. "CmSn” stands for Luttinger lig-
uid phase with m gapless charge modes and n gapless spin
modes??. 7 s -wave” stands for s-wave superconducting phase
with weak d-wave components.

Fermi points, 1L, 1R and 2L, 2R. The superconducting
phase is therefore a nodeless s;-wave phase.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work zero-temperature phases of cuprates with
BayCuOg. s-type CuO chain structure are investigated in
both strong and weak coupling limits of a single-orbital
multi-chain t-J model. We find that in both of the two
limits, the phase diagrams are largely filled with nodeless
s-wave superconducting phases (with weak d-wave com-
ponents). It is si-wave with weak d-wave components
(denoted as s%-wave) in strong coupling limit, and s-
wave with weak d-wave components (denoted as s4-wave)
in weak coupling limit. We believe that our conclusion of
nodeless s-wave pairing in BasCuOj3 is consistent with
the experimental observations of the stability of high-Tx
against disordert*3%57  Some previous theoriest® also
proposed si-wave phases. However, they are based on
multi-orbital models and developed on lattice structures
apparently different from ours. d-wave superconductiv-
ity was also proposed in previous works!#1%.  Our pro-
posed nodeless s-wave pairing symmetry can in principle

be detected in phase sensitive?®3? and spectroscopicd?
measurements.
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Appendix A: Classification of Z: Spin Liquids
Phases in Ba;CuOs45

1. Projective Symmetry Groups

Under coordinates we choose in Sec. III, space group
symmetries, including translation, parity, and inversion,
read

Tyt (lgyiy,iz) = (ig + 1,4y,1,) (A1)
Ty : (i, by, iz) = (ig, iy + 1,42), (A2)
T, : (g, iy, 12) > (ig, by, 32 + 1), (A3)
P, (ixaiy’iz) = (_im - izaiy7iz)7 (A4)
Py (ii,iy,iz) = (i, —iy Qzy0z), (A5)

I (ig,iy, 1) = (—ip, —iy, —iz), (A6)

and the time-reversal symmetry is
T: Uij = — Ui -

The symmetries above satisfy equalities

T, 'T, ' T,T, =1, (A8)
T,'T;'T,T. =1, (A9)
T\ T\ T.T, =1, (A10)
T,P,T,P, =1, (A11)
T,P,T,P, =1, (A12)
T, 'P,T, P, =1, (A13)
T, 'P,T, Py =1, (A14)
P,T,T;'P,T. =1, (A15)
P,T,T;'P,T, =1, (A16)
P,P,P,P, =1, (A17)

2 _ p2 __

P} =P; =1, (A18)
T,IT,I =1, (A20)
TIT,I =1, (A21)
PIP,I=1, (A22)
P,IP,I =1, (A23)

I’ =1. (A24)

T commutes with all the space group symmetries. Fol-
lowing Ref?, we can first determine Gy, Gy, G, and G



through Eq[Ag] Eq[A9 Eq[AT0] and the commutation re-
lations between 7~ and translations. Unlike the 2D case?!,
here we choose the gauge that

G.(i) = 7°, (A25)

G (i) = nyr°, (A26)

Gy (i) = my g, (A27)

Gr(i) = grminyin'i, (A28)
where two gauge inequivalent choices of gy are gr = 7°
or it3, and seven 7s are 1.

Then we consider parities P, and P,. The PSG equa-
tions given by Eq[ATT]to Eq[AT§ read

Gx(Px(i))G;j(i+ )G, (i + %)Gp, (1) € G, (A29)
G; Y(Po(i)Gpl (1) Gy (i)Gp, (i — §) € G, (A30)
2 (Py(0)Gp) (1)Go(i)Gp, (i — &) € G, (A31)
( w(1)Gp (+ 9)Gy(i+9)Gp, (i) €G, (A32)
P, (1) Ga (P (i) GTH(TLT 1P<z>>
Gp, (T.T; 1P()) J(TTM(0) € G, (A33)
Gp, ()G (P, (i))G (T T, 1P (Z))
Gp,(T.T, ' P,(i))G.(T.T, ' (i)) € G, (A34)
GPI(i)GPy(Px(i))GEj(Py(z))G 1(@)697 (A35)
Gp,(i)Gp, (P:(i)) €G, (A36)
Gp,(i))Gp,(Py(i)) € G. (A37)

Since P, and P, do not change i., in our gauge Eq-
to Eq[A32] reduce to

Gpl (i + 2)Gp, (i) = NapaT", (A38)
Gp, (i +§)Gp, (i) = nypaniyy ™, (A39)
G;’yl (i+2)Gp, (i) = nzpyTOv (A40)
Gp (i + §)Gp, (i) = Nypy T’ (A41)
which give Gp, (i) and Gp, (i) the generic form
Gp, (i) = gr, Op, (i2) N5 e, (A42)
GPy (7’) = gPy @Py (iz)nzpynypyn;ylzv (A43)
where ©s are (£1)-valued functions of i,. EqJA33| to
Eq[A37] then reduce to
9, Op, (i:)0p, iz + )0, Gu(i) = Nspat’, (Ad4)
9%,9p,(i-)Op, (Zz + 1)y, Gy (i) = nspy7°, (A45)
9P, 9P,9p. gP (nmpynym) =477, (A46)
ng nxsz = :l:7-07 (A47)
g%y (MypyNay)'™ = +7%,  (A48)
for all sites i. Eq[A46] to Eq[A48| require that
Napy = Nypas Ney = Nepe = Mypy = 1, (A49)
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while Eq[A44] and Eq[A4H] give two Os a specific form.
All gauge inequivalent Os are

Op, (i,) = 77;;;17 for G, (i) = 7% (A50)

Op,(i.) = 775pu7 for Gy (i) = 70 (A51)
p,(iz) = 775,,z : \/55111(512 + Z)’

for G, (i) = (—=)"*7 (A52)
( ) 775py \/56111(5124—2)7

for Gy (i) = (—=)"=7°. (A53)

Finally we consider inversion I. Eq[ATI9] to Eq[A2]]
induce PSG equations

G(I(1))Gr(i+2)G.(i+2)G1(3) € G, (AB4)
Gy(I(0)G1(i+9)Gy(i +9)G1(i) € G,  (A5D)
G.(I(1))Gr(i +2)G.(i+ 2)G(i) € G.  (A56)
Under our gauge, G(i) has the generic form
Gi1(i) = grnm,m'y. (A57)
According to Eq[A22] and Eq[A23]
G1(Pe(0)Gp (1(1))Go(1())Gp, () € G,  (A58)
G1(Py(1))Gp, (1(1))Gy(1(0))Gp, (i) € G, (A59)
we have
9195, 919p, M = £7°, (A60)
919p, 919P, Ty = £7°, (A61)

for all sites ¢. Therefore, n,; = n,r = 1. From just the
same argument, 7,; = 1,; = 1. Then, Eq[A28 Eq[A42]

Eq[A43]and Eq[A57] reduce to
Gr(i) = gry*, (A62)
Gp, (i) = gr,Op, (i:)n,, (A63)
Gp, (i) = gp,Op, (i)}, (A64)
G1(i) = gy, (A65)
where 7, 1, and n; can take value of +1, and ©p, (i.)

and ©p, (i.) are determined above. The constralnts of gs
reduce to

9%, = gp, = 97 = £7°, (A66)
9P.9P, 95, 9p, = £T, (A67)
9195, 9rgp, = £7°, (A68)
gIQ;:QIQPy =47, (A69)
9195 grgp, = £7°, (A70)
ngEylgTQPy =477, (AT1)
9197 grgr = £7°. (A72)
All gauge inequivalent choices of gs are
gr=1" gp, =7 gp,=7" gr=7" (AT3)

0 .3 . 3
gr =7 gp, =T gp, = 1T



gr =1t

gr = it’
gr =it
gr=1°
gr =1°
gr =7°
gr =it
gr =T
gr = ir3
gr = ir3
gr = it
gr =11
gr=1°
gr=71°
gr =T

gr = ir?
gr =it
gr = it®
gr = it®
gr = it’
gr =it
gr =1
gr=1"
gr=71°
gr = it’
gr =ir®
gr = it’
gr =it
gr = ir?
gr = ir?
gr=71°

gr=1°

gr=71°

gp, =T
gp, = ir3
gp, =it!
gp, = ir?
gp, =7°
gp, =7°
gp, = 1T
gp, = 7"
gp, = 7"
gp, =T
gp, =7°
gp, =7°
gp, =it
gp, = ir3
gp, =1°
gp, =it
gp, = ir
gp, =7°
gp, =it
gp, =it
gp, = 0
gp, =it’
gp, = it
gp, = 0
gp, = it’
gp, =it
ap, = 70
gp, =it'
gp, =i’
gp, =7
gp, = iT3
gp, =it
gp, = it'

gp, = 7
gp, =i’
gp, =it
gp, =1"
gp, =it*
gp, = 0
gp, = 7
gp, = it
gp, =T7"
gp, =1"
gp, = iTt
gp, = 7
gp, = it’
gp, = 7

gp, = ir3
gpy = iTS

gp, = 0

gpy = iT3
gp, =it
gp, =i’

gp, =it!
gp, = it
gp, =1"
gp, =ir*
gp, =it
gp, = 70
gp, = it®
gp, =i’
gp, =1"
gp, = it
gpy = ’iT3
gp, =ir!
gp, =it*

gr = 7% (A81)
gr = 7% (A82)
gr =it (A83)
gr =1"; (A84)
gr = 7% (A85)
gr =it'; (AS86)
gr = 7% (AS87)
gr =im%; (ASR)
gr =i7%; (A89)
gr =1 (A90)
gr =im>; (A91)
gr = im>; (A92)
gr = 7% (A93)
gr =it'; (A94)
gr =it'; (A95)

(A96)

0.
gr =773

gr = 7% (A99)
= i72;(A100
g (
gr = it';(A101)
gr = 7%(A102)
;= i7:(A103
g i (
gr = i7%;(A104)

gr =it® gp, =ir® gp, =it® gy =ir"(A108)
gr =ir® gp, =ir® gp, = itt gr =im3(A109)
gr =it® gp, =i’ gp, = it?  gr =ir3(A110)
gr =it* gp, =it® gp, =it" gy =it (Alll)
gr = ir3 gp, = it gp, = it? g =i y(A112)
gr =it® gp, =it" gp, =ir' gr =it’(A113)
gr =it* gp, =ir' gp, =it' g =ir*(All4)
gr =it® gp, =it" gp, =ir’ gr =ir'{Al15)
gr =it° gp, =it? gp, =it' gr =ir'{A116)

gr=1" gp, =it gp, =it* gy =it°;(A117)

gr =it® gp, =iT' gp, =iT° gr =iT’{A118)
8 gp, =it® gp, =it g; =ir’(Al19)

3 gp, = ir? gp, = it gr= iTl.(A120)

gT:iT
gr = 1T

There are 48 different gauge inequivalent choices of gs.
Therefore, the total number of PSGs is 48 x 2° x 4 =
6144. However, when g7 = 7%, to acquire non-vanishing
ansatze, nr must be identical to?Y —1. Therefore, 15 x
24 x 4 = 960 PSGs are killed and the totally number of
PSGs reduces to 5184.

2. Ansatzes of the Nearest-Neighbour Spin
Coupling Model

In this section we assume that only w;;yz, Usity,
Ujjitz, Wii—zt+z, Uii—y+tz and Ujj—x—y+z al€ NON-
vanishing. First, an ansatz u; i, under 17,G,, T,G,
and T, G, reads

Il

g

Ui itm = Ty 1=0,1,2,3, (A121)

where u!,, i = 1,2, 3 is real and u?, is pure imaginary. T
and I further give constraints

ngrul,mort = —ul,th (A122)
Lo o7t (A123)

me 11 o—1 _
N7 91y, T gy~ = UpT -

—Uu

Using uyim) = t—m = uin, we can conclude that when
= 1777[ = 1ng = 7;7—37 and g1 = 7;7—37 (A124)

all u,, vanish. This kills 10 x 23 x 4 = 320 PSGs and the
totally number of PSGs is 5184 — 320 = 4864. When

(A125)

all uﬁn vanish for odd m, namely only w; i+ and u; 1y
remain non-zero. These ansatzes degenerate to describe
spin liquids in a rectangular lattice in 2D plane, which
is irrelevant to us. There is another similar case. When
G, = (—)=7°% Gp, will give the constraint

1,2 0

. 3 .
77t77]:717gT:Z7_ ygr = 1T or 7,

(cos(Gm:) + (=) sin(ms.)) -
My l

My gpgcumTlg;I1 = ’LLle(m)Tl. (A126)



For odd m,, l.h.s. is a function of i, while r.h.s. is not,
which indicates that all the u for odd m, must van-
ish to satisfy the equation. As indicated in the pre-
vious argument, we do not take consideration of these
ansatzes. Therefore, only G, (i) = G,(i) = 7° case
will be under consideration. The number of PSGs left

s (4864 — (9 + 14) x 23 x 4) = 4 = 1032.

When G, (i) = G, (i) = 79, P, and P, give constraints
on ansatzes

gp,ub T gp = ulfr!; (A127)
npgpzuérlg;ml = u,lyTl; (A128)
775pa:nguiTl91;w1 = ulfzr+z7-l; (A129)
77p775pmngulfy+leg;j = uﬂm,yﬂH; (A130)
npgpyufETlg;yl = u;Tl; (A131)
gp, u;Tlg;yl = ’U,;TTI; (A132)
My 9P, T gp, = ul 7 (A133)
77p775pygp;ul—x+z7_lg;1 = ul—z—y+z7—l (A134)

These equations determine the constrains of ansatzes in
numerical calculation. Two of the constrains are em-
ployed. One is the periodic condition, that the period-
icity of all the ansatzes is 1, and the other is the sector
condition, that the ansatzes satisfy

Uy = Spll—gps = Syl—yts = Spyl—g—ytz, (A13D)

with sg,8y,8zy = £1. According to numerical results,
there are at most 311 inequivalent ansatzes.

Appendix B: Numerical Method and Data for
Strong Coupling Case

Differential evolution (DE), originally developed by
Storn and Pricetl, is a meta-heuristic algorithm that
globally optimizes a given objective function in an itera-
tive manner. Usually the objective function is treated
as a black box and no assumptions are needed. For
example, unlike traditional gradient decent, conjugate
gradient and qusai-Newton methods, derivatives are not
needed. Evaluation of derivatives of mean-field energy
defined previously is time-consuming for which DE is
suitable. Besides, another algorithm, the Nelder-Mead
method is also tested but doesn’t perform as good as
DE.

DE works with a group (called population) of solution
candidates (called agents), which is initialized randomly.
In each iterative step, a certain agent is selected and a
new agent is generated from this agent and two other
randomly selected agents in a random, linear way. If the
new agent is better that the old agent, the old agent is
replaced by the new one. If not, the trial agent is simply
discarded. This procedure continues until some certain
accuracy is reached.

In this paper, DE is used to optimize the mean-field
energy with respect to ansatzes. Constrained by PSG’s,
number of optimizing variables is restricted to be 12. The
number of agents is set to be 120, 10 times the number
of variables, with differential weight being 0.9 and cross
over probability being 0.5.

1. Fourier Transformation of the Mean Field
Hamiltonian

The mean field Hamiltonian reads

Huyp = Hi o+ HYy o (B1)
with
Hip = ZZ Wk, (MUatay (7)
+ az (F) Ua’l/)oél (F)] (B2)
and
HMF - Z Z U buz(v
+b22 (F)U b, ()] (B3)

Here superscripts f and b mean fermion and boson
respectively. 7 refers to the coordinate of one certain
super-cell. « refers to the index of one certain bond in
a cell. «q is index of the first end of bond «, a9 is the
other end. U, is a 2 X 2 matrix containing various u;; so
that above formulas are consistent with equation [5] In
this holon-condensed case, bosons are treated as scalars.

Only derivation of Fourier-transformed form for the
fermion Hamiltonian is shown in details. The Fourier-
transformed form of the boson Hamiltonian can be ob-
tained by just replacing ¢ with b since commutation re-
lations are not included in derivation.

Take substitutions

Vo, (7) = wamE (o) (B4)

and

Vo (7) = Z% (F)etk (Hea) - (B5)

we further have

Hip = etf-loa=lon )y (k)

ZZw (k)

+¢a2(k)U§€*“k' o=l ), (K)). (B6)

It should be noted that this Hamiltonian is block-
diagonalized with respect to k. So we can calculate eigen-
values and eigenvectors of each block-matrix individually
to reduce calculation workload.



+b, (KU e o=l (B)). (BT

These two equations can be rephrased in matrix form:

H&F—Zw* )Qhrr(R)i (k) (BS)
with
Y1.4(F)
P2 1(k)
V(E) = | Onn(6) |- (BY)
Y1, (k)
,(/}Ns'ite7~l/(E)

Here N,;;. means the number of sites in one unit cell.
The Q{V[ r can be diagonalized as

QY p(k) = ST (k) DI (k) ST (k). (B10)
Denote ¢(k) = ST (k )1/1(12), we further have
2Nsite
(B11)

e =" M(k)ol(k)gi(k).
1‘5 =1

To obtain energy of the original Hamiltonian, we need
to evaluate the average (¢! (k_i)wj(k;))o. The subscript
0 means that average is taken in a Gaussian level. These
two averages can be expressed as

2Nsite
Wl F)s(R2)o = 85 iy > Sh*Sh{e] (k1)du(R))o,
= (B12)
where
W@y = 1> D=0 g
PRERBIO T 1 M (E) <o,
For simplicity, we define several functions:
np(i8) = (0] J(B)vis(F))o. (B14)
3
z:bT (k)b; o (K), (B15)

(a,51,59) Ze”’“ Coa=Tad) (Y] (F) g, 0 (),
(B16)
Oé 51752 Zenk (ZOQ 01)bL1 s1 (E)ba2,52 (E) (B17)

Here i is the site index in one super-cell, s, s; and sg
can be 1 or |.
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2. Evaluation of the Energy

With assistance with definitions above, energy of the
original Hamiltonian can be expressed as

(H)o = (H1)o — t(H2)o, (B18)

(Hi)o = Z[fo” - inf(alﬁ) - i"f(oél,i)

7%”]0(0[27*1’) - inf(oma\l/)

Oy, 1, 1)O0s (e, 1, 1)

2Ncell

+ 2Nceu Of(a, 1,10y (v, 1, 1)

2NceuOf(a 4 MO (e, 1,1)

+

2NceuOf(a DO (s, )

v Oia. 1. N0y (a, 1)

+

4Nce ng (alv T)nf (042, T)

Op(a, 1,1)05 (e, 1, 1)

4]Vcell

+4Ncell ng (alv T)nf (062, \l/)

Of(a, 1,10y (e, 1, 1)

4-Ncell

+ 4Ncell nr (ala \L)nf (O(Qa T)

- Oia b os(a )

- 4Jvcell nf (al’ \L)nf (0427 *L)]a(Blg)



and
1
2Ncell

(Ha)o = Z[Ob(a,T, NOs(a,4,1)

+Ob(a 510 (a, 1,1
—Op(a, 1,105
—Oy(a,4,1)O¢
(o, 1,4)0%
(o, ), 1)O%
=0y (e, 1,1)O%
(o, 4,10} (v T T
Ob(avT, NOF (e, 1,1
( )O%(a, 1,4

( )0 (a, ), 1

( )O% (e, ), 4

( )0 (e, 1,1
(0, 1,4)0¢(a, 1,1
(04 1 1)O0f (a1

)f(?v)]'

+ +

Ob avTalf 0
+Ob a?‘lﬂT 0
Ob aal/v\L o

+ +

O; (o, 1,1)0
Oy
b
(a,

+

(@ 1,4)
(@4, 4)
(@ 1,1)
(@4, 1)
(@ 14)
(@4, 4)
(@ 1,1)
(@ 1,1)
(@ 14)
(@4, 1)
(@4, 4)
(@ 1,1)
(@ 1,4)
(@ d,1)

+0

+O; (B20)

Appendix C: Construction of the Interaction
Hamiltonian in Weak Coupling Limit

A generic interaction term reads (spin indices

neglected y%

H Z 5 Paalav a)
/ 2T i
wf?”(lmwp”(@Wﬁ(ks)w<k4> (C1)
where P = 1(—
conservation
0=Q =— Pikpi, — Pokpi, + Pskpi, + Pikpi,
— k1 — ko 4+ k3 + ka. (C2)

1) for R(L). The constraint of momentum

As the momentum of chiral fermions (k;) are much
smaller than Fermi vectors (kg;), the momentum con-
servation is reduced to

—Pikpi, — Pokpiy, + Pskpiy, + Pakpi, =0.  (C3)
Therefore, only two types of interactions are allowed.
The first one is intra-band scattering ’(/JZ-R T’(/JJ-LijL’(/JiR and
the second one is inter-band scattering ¢ff¢fTw§7iw§;i.
The purely chiral terms like z/JlR Tz/JJRTz/Jf'wZR do not gener-
ate renormalization at leading order?? and thus are ne-

glected. When spin is included, we define charge and spin
current

Z RTINS (C4)

Z d’z 3088’1/)1 s (05)
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and the interaction Hamiltonian density in real space can
be written as

H — PTRTL O'TR TL

gt g i~ i
10 AL
f zTZS % - T;

+f/pT23 % 13 7 R (CG)

Appendix D: Derivation of RG Equations

Define z; = v;7 — iz. Determined by the operator
product expansion (OPE) in terms of chiral fermions

Fla ol 0,00~ 52 (o)
Lieneflo0~ 22 o)
the current algebra reads?>
TS T 0.0) ~ 2T - TR (s)
T, 7)TE0,0) ~ 54 (G Th = 32T (D)
e T+ 5T
T (2, 7T (0,0) ~ STl - Smphe (D)

j 1
2mz; I 27zt

where TE® is the components of the vector current TE.
For T, the current algebra is the same, except z; — 2}.
Employing the standard method>® and using the current
algebra above, we obtain the RG equations

16(f'5)* +3(f"0)°

Ih=- 327w, ’ (D6)
‘o 2(f5)2 + 41015+ (f15)?
W= 47, ’ (D7)
: 16(f"2)2 4+ 3(f'7)?
P = D8
Fiai 167r(v1 + v3_ 1) ’ (D8)
: 20752 AL - (F7)°
jou . = (ff5-)° (f'5) (D)
’ 27’(’('Ui + ’03,7;)
fr 16T SI5 1
i 871'(’01' + V3 z)
16 P /P +3 a 10
_ 11 Z’L Dlo
; 327‘1’1}Z ’ ( )
#° 211+ 2051 = 15
v m(vi + v3—;)
25175 + 255 + 1,
-> o i | (D11)

%

Symmetries of the coupling constants are employed in
the derivation of the equations above. The initial value



of these coupling constants are

1 o it krpi + kp;
Z‘,o = Zfij =J'(1-(-1)" COS(TJ))
1
+ iJ(l7COS(kFi+ij))+5iij, (D12)
1,0 . .
flipi,o = Zf/” = Jsin(kp1)sin(kr2)
PRPY. N o
—2J sm(T) SIH(T) — Jy. (D13)
The RG flows are calculated numerically.
Appendix E: Bosonization Dictionary*”
The bosonization dictionary=? reads
YT VIO (E1)

12

where the chiral boson fields satisfy commutation
relation?s

(675 (@), 6f o ()] = ~[7s(2), 877 o ()]
= %sgn(x - y)6ii’6ss’7 (E2)

)
[ fs(‘r)’ zL’,s’ (y)] = 152'@"555’7 (E3)

and ns are Klein factors satisfying {n; s, nir.s' } = 204105
To describe spin and charge modes, we further define

bip = %(qﬁﬁﬂ LR, ol o), (B4
030 = %( i or — b — 61, (E5)
biv = %(qﬁﬂ R b — o), (E6)
00 = %( = Oy — b + 1), (E7)

where subscript p represents charge mode and o repre-
sents spin mode, respectively.

* These two authors contribute equally to this work.
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