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Understanding the doped Mott insulator is a central challenge in condensed matter physics. In this work, we
first explicitly identify a new sign structure in the t-t′-J model on the square lattice that replaces the conventional
Fermi statistics for weakly interacting electrons. Then we show that the singular, i.e., the phase-string part
of the sign structure in the partition function can be precisely turned off in a modified model. The density
matrix renormalization group method is then employed to study these two models comparatively on finite-size
systems, which is designed to unveil the consequences of the phase-string component. We find that the hole
pairing is present not only in the quasi-long-range superconducting phase but also in the stripe phase of the t-t′-
J model. However, once the phase-string is switched off, both the superconducting and stripe orders together
with the underlying hole pairing disappear. The corresponding ground state reduces to a trivial Fermi-liquid-
like state with small hole Fermi pockets that is decoupled from the antiferromagnetic spin background. It is
in sharp contrast to the original t-t′-J model where large Fermi surfaces can be restored in the stripe phase
found at t′/t < 0 or the superconducting phase at t′/t > 0 in the six-leg ladder calculation. Our study
clearly demonstrates that the strong correlation effect in doped Mott insulator should be mainly attributed to the
long-range quantum entanglement between the spin and charge, which is, non-perturbatively, beyond a simple
spin-charge separation under the no double occupancy constraint.

I. INTRODUCTION

Understanding the emergence of unconventional supercon-
ductivity (SC) and its pairing mechanism is a major task in
condensed matter physics [1, 2]. Since the unconventional
SC is usually realized by doping the parent Mott insulators,
the Hubbard and effective t-J models are commonly taken
as the minimal models to study SC in doped Mott insula-
tors [1–8]. While analytical solutions for two-dimensional
correlated systems may be still not well controlled, numeri-
cal calculations have found different quantum phases in the
doped square-lattice Hubbard and t-J models [9–43]. In
particular, for quasi-1D systems some phases have been es-
tablished, including the spin and charge intertwined charge
density wave (CDW) order with relatively weak SC correla-
tion [9–23], as well as the Luther-Emery liquid with coexis-
tent quasi-long-range SC and CDW orders [44, 45] by turning
on the next-nearest-neighbor (NNN) hopping t′ with both pos-
itive and negative t′/t, where t is the nearest-neighbor (NN)
hopping [29–33].

Towards wider systems, recent density matrix renormaliza-
tion group (DMRG) studies on six-leg t-t′-J model [34–39]
find that while the CDW phase persists at t′/t < 0 near the
optimal doping [34, 35], it gives way to a robust d-wave SC
phase with tuning t′/t > 0 [35–38]. The Fermi surface topol-
ogy results [35, 37] indicate that this SC phase may provide a
natural understanding of the cuprates at electron doping, and
the t′/t < 0 side should correspond to the hole doping [46–
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48], thus leaving the emergent SC at hole-doped cuprates still
puzzling. On the other hand, DMRG results suggest that hole
binding may also exist in the CDW phase [35]. These signif-
icant numerical results naturally raise several important ques-
tions such as what is the origin of hole binding? Whether the
holes are indeed paired in the CDW phase, and if they are,
what leads to the different SC and CDW phases with tuning
t′/t?

The present paper is composed of two combined precise
studies of the doped Mott physics governed by the t-t′-J
model. By analytically identifying the sign structure of the
model, it is rigorously shown the conventional Fermion statis-
tics is replaced by the phase string or mutual statistics in the
t-J model [49–51], with the NNN hopping t′ giving rise to an
additional geometric Berry phase. Then by DMRG numerical
calculation, it is shown that the phase diagram of the t-t′-J
model at finite doping, including SC and CDW phases, is the
consequences of the phase-string sign structure. Namely both
the SC and CDW disappear once the phase-string is artificially
turned off in DMRG simulation, in which the complex phase
diagram reduces to a simple spin-charge separation state ir-
respective of t′: the doped holes form their own small Fermi
pockets without pairing on top of the spin background [52]
(see the phase diagrams in Fig. 1). It is in sharp contrast to the
full t-t′-J model with the phase-string. Here a large Fermi
surface is restored, which strongly depends on t′. Especially
holes are shown to be paired at either t′/t > 0 or t′/t < 0 un-
derlying both SC and CDW phases. Our findings demonstrate
that an intrinsic quantum entanglement between the spin and
charge degrees of freedom via the hidden phase-string, which
goes beyond a naive spin-charge separation description with
no-double-occupancy constraint, should be crucially impor-
tant in understanding the doped Mott insulator.

In Sec. II, a precise sign structure in the partition func-
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FIG. 1. Phase diagrams of the t-t′-J model (a) and σt-t′-J model
(b), determined on the Ly = 6 cylinder. At the range of −0.2 ≤
t′/t ≤ 0.2 and doping level 1/12 ≤ δ ≤ 1/8, the CDW and SC
phases present in the t-t′-J model are replaced by a ubiquitous FL-
like state in the σt-t′-J model. The topology of large Fermi sur-
faces in the CDW and SC phases in (a) are reduced to that of small
hole pockets in the FL-like phase in (b), as illustrated by the car-
toon plots of the momentum distribution (the darker regions indicate
the electron occupancy with higher probability). Here the σt-t′-J
model is distinct from the t-t′-J model only by a spin-dependent
sign in the NN hopping integral σt with the same NNN hopping t′

and NN superexchange J , as indicated in the left inset of (b) with
the arrows (circles) denoting electrons (holes). Following Ref. [37],
the phase boundary in the t-t′-J model is determined by examining
charge density profile and comparing different correlation functions.

tion will be analytically determined for the t-t′-J model on
the square lattice. Such a sign structure replaces the con-
ventional Fermi sign structure in the weak-coupling limit. In
contrast to the singular phase-string sign structure for the t-J
model, it is shown that the NNN hopping t′ will lead to an
additional Berry phase. On the other hand, in the so-called
σt-t′-J model, the singular phase-string component can be
exactly removed in the sign structure with the rest remaining
unchanged in the partition function including the Berry phase
associated with t′. In Sec. III, a comparative DMRG calcula-
tion is carried out for both t-t′-J and σt-t′-J models on four-
and six-leg ladders at finite doping. The ground state prop-
erties, including the phase diagrams, pairing energies, Fermi
surfaces, CDW profile and correlations, have been systemat-
ically explored with and without the phase-string effect. Fi-
nally discussion and conclusion are made in Sec. IV.

II. MODEL AND THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

We first discuss the sign structure in the t-t′-J model. The
model is defined as Ht-t′-J = Ht-t′ + HJ , with both the NN
⟨ij⟩ and NNN ⟨⟨ij⟩⟩ hopping terms

Ht−t′ ≡ −t
∑
⟨ij⟩σ

c†i,σcj,σ − t′
∑

⟨⟨ij⟩⟩σ

c†i,σcj,σ + h.c., (1)

as well as the NN superexchange term HJ = J
∑

⟨ij⟩(Si·Sj−
1
4ninj), where c†i,σ and ci,σ are the creation and annihilation
operators for the electron with spin σ/2 (σ = ±1) at the site
i, Si is the spin-1/2 operator, and ni ≡

∑
σ c

†
i,σci,σ is the

electron number operator. The Hilbert space for each site is
constrained by no double occupancy.

The central theme to be established in this work is that the
physics of the t-t′-J model is essentially dictated by the sign
structure of the model just like that a FL state is determined by
the Fermi sign structure (statistics) in a conventional weakly
interacting system. Here the sign structure refers to the sign
factor τC in the following partition function for the system at
a finite hole doping

Zt-t′-J ≡ Tr e−βHt-t′ -J =
∑
C

τCWt-t′-J [C], (2)

where β is the inverse temperature, Wt-t′-J [C] ⩾ 0 denotes
the positive weight for each closed loop C of all spin-hole co-
ordinates on the square lattice, and a quantum sign associated
with the path C is characterized by τC = ±1. Here both W
and τ may be generally determined via the stochastic series
expansion (cf. Appendix A):

Zt-t′-J =

∞∑
n=0

∑
{αi}

βn

n!

n−1∏
i=0

⟨αi|(−Ht-t′-J)|αi+1⟩ , (3)

where for each n, |αn⟩ = |α0⟩ denoting the many-body hole
and spin-Ising bases (with ẑ as the quantization axis) such that
the partition function is characterized by a series of closed
loops of step n’s, denoted by C, which include both hopping
and superexchange processes. The total sign collected by τC
is precisely given by

τC ≡ τ0C × (−1)N
h
↓ (4)

with τ0C ≡ (−1)N
h
ex × [sgn (t′)]

Nh
t′ , in which Nh

ex denotes the
total number of exchanges between the identical holes, i.e.,
the usual Fermi statistical sign structure of the doped holes
like in a semiconductor, and Nh

t′ counts the total steps of the
NNN hopping of the holes in the path C, resulting in a ge-
ometric Berry phase at t′ < 0. In Eq. (4), the NN hopping
integral is assumed to be always positive for simplicity, i.e.,
t > 0.

The sign factor (−1)N
h
↓ in Eq. (4) is known as the phase-

string [49–51], in which Nh
↓ denotes the total mutual ex-

changes between the holes and down-spins at the NN hop-
pings. Thus, a sequence of signs (±1) × (±1) × · · · × (±1)
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is picked up by the hole from the spin background, as shown
in Fig. 2. Consider a hole moving on a closed path C, with
the spin displacement induced by its movement reverting to
its initial state once the hole returns to its starting point. Con-
sequently, the system reverts to its original state, but with an
added phase of (−1)N

h
↓ . This accumulated sign bears a re-

semblance to a Berry phase. However, unlike the traditional
definition of a Berry phase, which requires adiabatic evolu-
tion, this phenomenon occurs for any path C as described in
Eq. (4). For instance, as illustrated in Fig. 2(a), a total phase
of π is accrued after completing the loop configuration pre-
sented. This accumulation of phase-string Berry phase can
lead to a considerable obstruction in the coherent propaga-
tion of the bare electron (or hole) due to the destructive inter-
ference effects among distinct path (shown in Fig. 2(b)), as
formulated in the path integral framework. Moreover, such a
phenomenon has been previously identified in the t-J model
at t′ = 0 [51] as a form of novel long-range entanglement or
mutual statistics between the doped holes and spins, as pro-
posed in earlier studies [6, 50].

The phase-string sign structure is thus proven to be gener-
ally present in the t-t′-J model, whereas t′ < 0 merely gives
rise to a conventional geometric Berry phase in Eq. (4). The
origin of the phase-string can be traced to the constraint of no
double occupancy, i.e., the Mott insulator upon doping, which
is protected by the Mott gap. Note that it has nothing to do
with the detailed spin states as the result in Eq. (4) holds true
at an arbitrary temperature, doping, and sample size. In other
words, it must be present to replace the usual Fermi statis-
tics under the no-double-occupancy constraint, whose effect
has been omitted in the original construction of the Resonat-
ing Valence Bond (RVB) theory [3] in a doped Mott insula-
tor. Basically the phase-string will imply two important con-
sequences. Besides its novel Berry-phase-like topological ef-
fect discussed above, the phase-string also represents a very
singular effect at short distances as the NN hopping integral
must be modulated by a ± sign pending on each spin-Sz to
be exchanged with a hole. Namely, the dynamic spin back-
ground can drastically modify the hole hopping, where a usual
perturbative treatment is expected to fail. So the strong corre-
lation in the t-t′-J model will be encoded in the phase-string
effect. Interestingly, the pairing mechanism may be straight-
forwardly understood by observing that a tightly-pairing of
two holes can effectively compensate the severe phase-string
effect induced by them. Such a scenario has been verified
by variational Monte Carlo (VMC) calculations [53, 54], and
will get further support from the unbiased DMRG results
demonstrated below. Notably, this phase-string-induced pair-
ing mechanism stems directly from the strong Coulomb re-
pulsion of the Mott insulator, rather than from spin fluctua-
tions [55–57] or phonons [58, 59] as intensely studied in pre-
vious works.

To explicitly see the effect of the phase-string, we point out
that if the hopping term Ht−t′ is changed to

Hσt−t′ ≡ −t
∑
⟨ij⟩σ

σc†i,σcj,σ − t′
∑

⟨⟨ij⟩⟩σ

c†i,σcj,σ + h.c., (5)

with the superexchange term HJ unchanged, which is to be

called the σt-t′-J model below, the τC in Eq. (4) will reduce
to the sole sign structure in the partition function

Zσt-t′-J =
∑
C

τ0CWt-t′-J [C] . (6)

In other words, one can precisely switch off the phase-string in
the σt-t′-J model such that the sign structure becomes a con-
ventional τ0C with the same amplitude Wt-t′-J [C]. We would
like to emphasize that the above sign structures for both mod-
els are exact at any finite size, arbitrary doping, and tempera-
ture (see the details in Appendix A).

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

A. Phase diagrams

In the following, we shall determine the ground states of
both models using DMRG calculations [60] for finite-size
cylinder systems, to reveal the important role played by the
phase-string component of the sign structure in hole pairing.
We choose t/J = 3 to mimic a large Hubbard U/t = 12 and
tune the hopping ratio in the region of −0.2 ≤ t′/t ≤ 0.2.
We focus on two doping levels at δ = Nh/N = 1/12 and
1/8, where Nh is the hole number and N is the total site
number. We study the models on cylinder geometry with the
periodic boundary condition along the circumference direc-
tion (y) and open boundary along the axis direction (x), and
use Ly and Lx to denote the site numbers along the two di-
rections, respectively. For the t-t′-J model with spin SU(2)
symmetry, we keep the bond dimensions up to 12000 SU(2)
multiplets [61] (equivalent to about 36000 U(1) states). For
the σt-t′-J model, we use the U(1) symmetry and keep the
bond dimensions up to 15000 states. We obtain accurate local
measurements and correlation functions on the Ly = 4, 5, 6
cylinders with the truncation error near 1× 10−6.

The phase diagram of the t-t′-J-J ′ model on the four-leg
system has been established by DMRG in Ref. [32], which
should be qualitatively consistent with the t-t′-J model be-
cause J ′ is much smaller. Here, we illustrate the phase di-
agrams obtained on the six-leg cylinder in Fig. 1. With the
phase-string, the t-t′-J model shows the CDW and SC phases
as a function of t′/t [Fig. 1(a)], both of which have large
Fermi surfaces. By contrast, by switching off the phase-string,
the σt-t′-J model exhibits a FL-like phase with small Fermi
pockets in the whole studied range of t′/t [Fig. 1(b)], which
is dictated by the Fermi signs in τ0C .

B. Binding energy

An important result we find in this work is that in the t-t′-
J model the holes form pairs not only in the SC phase, but
also in the CDW phase. Following the usual definition, we
calculate the binding energy Eb as

Eb ≡ E(Nh, 0) + E(Nh − 2, 0)− 2E(Nh − 1, 1/2), (7)
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FIG. 2. (a) Illustration of an example of a closed loop for the doped square lattice, with matrix elements of the interaction process (−H) labeled
by thick red lines. The ±1 markers indicate the sign of the matrix elements. Additionally, the grey circles represent holes. (b) Depiction of the
phase-string Berry phase experienced by single holes for different paths.

where E(Nh, S) denotes the lowest-energy in the sector with
hole number Nh and total spin quantum number S (total spin-
z component S) for the t-t′-J (σt-t′-J) model. The negative
Eb characterizes the existence of hole binding. On the four-
leg cylinder, our large bond dimensions can guarantee a very
good convergence of binding energy. In the t-t′-J model, al-
though the system can exhibit Luther-Emery liquid and filled
stripe phases with tuning parameters [32], the binding ener-
gies, which converge quickly with system length (see the con-
sistent Lx = 24 and 48 results in Figs. 3(a) and 3(b)), are al-
ways negative. On the other hand, for the σt-t′-J model, the
binding energies are positive and strongly size dependent. Im-
portantly, the positive binding energies of the σt-t′-J model
are clearly extrapolated to zero for Lx → ∞ [see Fig. 3(c),
and Fig. 7(a) in Appendix B at δ = 1/8].

To verify the distinct pairing properties of the two models,
we also calculate the binding energy of the wider systems.
On the five-leg t-t′-J model (cf. Figs. 7(b) and 7(c) in Ap-
pendix B), the binding energies are also negative and have
very small finite-size effects in our studied system length,
which are consistent with the quasi-long-range SC order (see
the correlation function results in Appendix C). Given the neg-
ligible Lx dependence of binding energy in the t-t′-J model,
we study the six-leg system only at Lx = 32 due to the
much larger computational cost, which show qualitatively the
same conclusion as presented in Fig. 3(d) for δ = 1/12 and
Fig. 7(d) for δ = 1/8. As a complementary check, we have
also calculated the binding energy of the three-leg cylinder
[see Figs. 7(e) and 7(f)]. The systems also have small negative
binding energy that show a weak size dependence. Therefore,
our results strongly suggest the hole binding as a universal fea-
ture on both even- and odd-leg t-t′-J model. For computing
the binding energy in the t-t′-J model, the energies E(Nh, S)
in Eq. (7) have all been extrapolated to the infinite-bond-
dimension limit (see Fig. 8 and Fig. 9 in Appendix B). For
the σt-t′-J model, the obtained binding energies, which are
almost independent of the kept bond dimension, have small

positive values around 0.1 on the Ly = 6, Lx = 32 cylinder,
much smaller than the values for the same Lx on the four-leg
cylinder and strongly suggesting the vanished binding energy
in the infinite-Lx limit. Notice that the positive binding energy
also indicates the absent hole pairing in the finite-Lx systems.

Since the sign structures for both models are exact at any
finite size, our DMRG results at Ly = 3, 4, 5, 6 provide a
strong evidence to support the crucial role of the phase-string
component for hole pairing. Remarkably, while the pairing
correlation decays exponentially in the CDW phase of the
six-leg t-t′-J model [Fig. 5(c)], the hole pairing still exists,
which is quite consistent with the characteristic of a pseudo-
gap phase [6]. Next, we will further discuss this point from
the perspective of correlation functions. Our results show that
the hole pairing is indeed diminished no matter in what phase
if one switches off the phase-string precisely.

At the end of this subsection, we discuss the width depen-
dence of binding energy in the t-t′-J model (see Fig. 10).
While our size-limited data may not determine the existence
of hole pairing in the thermodynamic limit, the positive signal
is that the binding generally becomes stronger from five- to
six-leg system.

C. Fermi surface

In Fig. 4, we demonstrate the electron momentum distri-
butions n (k) = 1

N

∑
i,j,σ⟨ĉ

†
i,σ ĉj,σ⟩eik·(ri−rj). The t-t′-J

model always exhibits a large Fermi surface with hole bind-
ing as given above, but the topology of Fermi surface has
a strong t′/t dependence. By contrast, the σt-t′-J model
shows two small Fermi pockets at k = (π, π) and (0, 0),
which have a weak t′/t dependence and are contributed from
the spin-up and spin-down propagators, respectively (see Ap-
pendix D for the results of other parameters). For both
spin components, the quasi-long-range single-particle corre-
lations Gσ(r) ≡ ⟨c†(x,y),σc(x+r,y),σ⟩ ∼ r−KG with KG ≈ 1
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FIG. 3. Binding energy in the t-t′-J and σt-t′-J models. (a) and (b) show the binding energies on the four-leg cylinders at δ = 1/12 and
δ = 1/8, respectively. The results of the t-t′-J and σt-t′-J models are marked with solid and open symbols, respectively. We present two
sizes (Lx = 24 and 48) for the t-t′-J model to show the good convergence of the binding energy with Lx. For the σt-t′-J model, the binding
energies exhibit a pronounced finite-size effect, and we show the results after the size extrapolation to the infinite-Lx limit. (c) Extrapolations
of binding energies versus system length for the four-leg σt-t′-J model at δ = 1/12, which are fitted by a second-order polynomial function
C (1/Lx) = C (0) + a/Lx + b/L2

x. (d) Binding energies for the two models on the Ly = 6, Lx = 32 cylinder at δ = 1/12. The results
of the σt-t′-J model are obtained using 12000 bond dimensions. For the t-t′-J model, the binding energies are calculated using the energies
E(Nh, S) after the extrapolation to the infinite-bond-dimension limit (cf. Fig. 8 and Fig. 9 in Appendix B).

[Fig. 5(d)] resemble a FL-like state, which smoothly persists
to a finite t′/t (cf. Table I). Such a non-pairing state, which
has been reported at t′/t = 0 in the two-leg and four-leg sys-
tems [52], appears to be insensitive to t′/t and stable on larger
system size.

D. CDW profile and correlation functions

Next, we characterize the two systems through charge den-
sity profile and correlation functions. We measure the aver-
age charge density distribution in the column x as n(x) =∑Ly

y=1⟨n̂(x, y)⟩/Ly . For the t-t′-J model on the six-leg cylin-
der, one can see a clear charge density oscillation with a period
of 4/(Lyδ) in the CDW phase and uniform charge distribu-
tion in the SC phase [Fig. 5(a)]. On the other hand, the charge
density distribution has no apparent dependence on t′/t in the
σt-t′-J model, and the charge oscillation is quite weak and
without a well-defined periodicity by switching off the phase-
string [Fig. 5(b)].

We further compare different correlation functions. We ex-

amine the spin-singlet pairing correlation between the vertical
bonds Py,y(r) ≡ ⟨∆̂†

y(x, y)∆̂y(x + r, y)⟩, where the pairing
operator is defined for two NN sites (x, y) and (x, y + 1), i.e.
∆̂y(x, y) = (c(x,y),↑c(x,y+1),↓ − c(x,y),↓c(x,y+1),↑)/

√
2. In

the t-t′-J model [Fig. 5(c)], the pairing correlation decays al-
gebraically with strong magnitudes in the SC phase but is sup-
pressed to decay exponentially in the CDW phase. Remark-
ably, the weakened pairing correlation in the CDW phase is
still much stronger than two single-particle correlator G2(r),
which could be consistent with a pseudogap phase with hole
binding but lacking phase coherence due to the strong CDW.
Such pseudogap-like behaviors have also been observed in the
triangular-lattice t-J model [62], which also sits near a SC
phase and may be common in doped Mott insulators.

For the σt-t′-J model, we find that all the correlations ex-
hibit a nice algebraic decay (see Fig. 5(d) and Table I), and the
correlations behave smoothly and consistently as a function of
t′/t by switching off the phase-string. The pairing correlation
behaving as G2(r) [Fig. 5(d)] agrees with the prediction of
a FL-like state and confirms no quasi-long-range SC order.
Our results indicate no phase transition in the σt-t′-J model
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FIG. 4. Electron distribution in the momentum space n(k) on six-leg cylinder with δ = 1/12. (a) and (b) show the results of the t-t′-J model
with a large Fermi surface. The Fermi surface topology is different in the CDW and SC phases. (c) and (d) show the results of σt-t′-J model.
The electrons of spin-up and spin-down in n(k) are displaced by (π, π).

TABLE I. Summary of the quantum phases for the t-t′-J and σt-t′-J model on the six-leg cylinder with doping ratio δ = 1/12. The decay
exponents of correlation functions are presented at t′/t = −0.1, 0, 0.2. The pairing correlation Pyy(r) and single-particle Green’s function
G(r) have been defined in the text. Here we also show the decay exponents of the density correlation function D(r) = ⟨n̂(x, y)n̂(x+r, y)⟩−
⟨n̂(x, y)⟩⟨n̂(x+r, y)⟩ and spin correlation function F (r) = ⟨S(x, y) ·S(x+r, y)⟩. The correlation length of exponential fitting is denoted as
ξ, and the power exponent of algebraic fitting is denoted by K. The fitted correlation functions for the t-t′-J and σt-t′-J models are obtained
by keeping 12000 SU(2) multiplets and 15000 U(1) states, respectively. For the FL-like phase in the σt-t′-J model, the pairing correlation
Pyy(r) will behave as a product of two Green’s functions and thus also follows an algebraic decay, as shown in Fig. 5(d). Nonetheless, this
algebraic decay does not characterize a quasi-long-range SC order. Therefore, we do not fit the power exponent Ksc in the FL-like phase.

Models Parameters Phase Pyy(r) D(r) G(r) F (r)

t′/t = −0.1 CDW ξsc ≈ 3.02 ξc ≈ 4.72 ξG ≈ 2.73 ξs ≈ 5.91

t-t′-J t′/t = 0 CDW ξsc ≈ 2.95 ξc ≈ 4.96 ξG ≈ 2.03 ξs ≈ 6.13

t′/t = 0.2 SC + CDW Ksc ≈ 0.55 Kc ≈ 1.56 ξG ≈ 1.97 ξs ≈ 3.32

t′/t = −0.1 FL-like — Kc ≈ 1.93 KG ≈ 0.96 Ks ≈ 1.83

σt-t′-J t′/t = 0 FL-like — Kc ≈ 1.55 KG ≈ 0.81 Ks ≈ 1.69

t′/t = 0.2 FL-like — Kc ≈ 1.82 KG ≈ 0.94 Ks ≈ 1.95

and only a FL-like phase exists. In particular, the quasi-long-
ranged Green’s function with KG ≈ 1.0 is consistent with the
description of the Landau Fermi liquid theory.

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

By using DMRG calculation, we have unveiled that the hole
pairs constitute the basic building blocks not only in the SC
but also in the CDW phase of the t-t′-J model. We have
also identified the precise sign structure of the model, which
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FIG. 5. Charge density profile and correlation functions on the six-leg cylinder with Lx = 48 and δ = 1/12. (a) and (b) show the charge
density profiles n(x) for the t-t′-J and σt-t′-J models, respectively. (c) and (d) are the double logarithmic plots of the pairing correlation
Pyy(r) and single-particle Green’s function G(r) for the t-t′-J and σt-t′-J models. Note that we only show the σ component of the single-
particle Green’s function in the σt-t′-J model, due to the absence of spin SU(2) symmetry [52]. The results of more correlation functions and
the fitted decay exponents are summarized in Table I.

is composed of the Fermi statistics between the doped holes,
a geometric Berry phase depending on the sign of t′, and the
phase-string mutual statistics between charge and spin degrees
of freedom. In particular, a mere geometric Berry phase at
t′ < 0, with the same amplitude Wt-t′-J [C] [cf. Eqs. (2)
and (4)], may stabilize the stripe over SC order for six-leg
cylinders. By turning off the phase-string, the hole pairing
gets diminished to result in a FL-like phase with no more SC
and stripe orders, and the corresponding Fermi surface also
drastically reconstructs to become small pockets. This FL-
like phase is no longer sensitive to the sign of t′. The phase-
string brings in a strong correlation effect that is responsible
for not only the hole pairing [53, 54] but also restoring a large
Fermi surface via “momentum shifting” [63–65]. Namely the
one-to-one correspondence principle of the Landau paradigm,
which works for weak interaction in the conventional FL/BCS
description, is generally violated here.

In conclusion, as a typical doped Mott insulator, we have
identified the phase-string sign structure in the t-t′-J model
and demonstrated that it plays an indispensable role in shap-
ing the novel properties in the model including the pairing
mechanism, superconductivity and charge order. Without it,
as shown by DMRG in the σt-t′-J model, the doped holes
are essentially decoupled from the spin background to form
a Fermi pocket state like in a doped semiconductor. Namely

the model would be reduced to a weakly-correlated Fermi gas
state for dopants once the phase string is turned off, even
though the no-double-occupancy constraint is still present.
Therefore, the strongly correlated nature of the t-t′-J model
is represented by the phase-string effect to give rise to super-
conductivity and pseudogap-type behavior (i.e., the preformed
pairing). The present study clearly illustrates that the Mott
physics is intrinsically a long-range spin-charge entanglement
problem, which goes beyond a simple spin-charge separation
from the RVB picture as originally envisaged [3, 5].
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Appendix A: The exact sign structure of the t-t′-J model

1. Exact sign structure on the square lattice

In this section, we give a rigorous proof of the partition function in Eq. (2) and the sign structure given in Eq. (4). We shall
start with the slave-fermion formalism, in which the electron operator is defined as ciσ = f†

i biσ , with f†
i denoting the fermionic

holon operator and biσ denoting the bosonic spinon operator, which satisfies the constraint f†
i fi +

∑
σ b

†
iσbiσ = 1. To clarify

the sign structure of this model, we explicitly incorporate the Marshall sign into the Sz-spin representation by implementing the
substitution

biσ → (−σ)ibiσ (A1)

such that

ciσ = (−σ)if†
i biσ. (A2)

Then, the t-t′-J model can be expressed under this transformation as follows:

Ht−t′−J = −t (Po↑ − Po↓)− t′To −
J

4
(Q+ P↑↓) , (A3)

where

Poσ =
∑
⟨ij⟩

b†iσbjσf
†
j fi + h.c. (A4)

To =
∑

⟨⟨ij⟩⟩σ

b†iσbjσf
†
j fi + h.c. (A5)

P↑↓ =
∑
⟨ij⟩

b†i↑b
†
j↓bi↓bj↑ + h.c. (A6)

Q =
∑
⟨ij⟩

(ni↑nj↓ + ni↓nj↑) . (A7)

Here Poσ (To) denotes the hole-spin nearest-neighbor (NNN) exchange operator, P↑↓ the nearest-neighbor (NN) spin superex-
change operator, and Q describes a potential term between NN spins. By making the high-temperature series expansion [cf. Eq.
(3)] of the partition function up to all orders [51]

Zt-t′-J = Tr e−βHt−t′−J = Tr

∞∑
n=0

βn

n!
(−Ht−t′−J)

n

=

∞∑
n=0

(Jβ/4)n

n!
Tr

[∑
. . .

(
4t

J
Po↑

)
. . . P↑↓ . . .

(
−4t

J
Po↓

)
. . .

(
4t′

J
To

)
. . . Q . . .

]
n

=

∞∑
n=0

(−1)N
h
↓ (sgn t′)

Nh
t′
(Jβ/4)n

n!
Tr

[∑
. . .

(
4t

J
Po↑

)
. . . P↑↓ . . .

(
4t

J
Po↓

)
. . .

(
4 |t′|
J

To

)
. . . Q . . .

]
n

(A8)

where the NN hopping integral is assumed to always be positive for simplicity, that is t > 0. The notation [
∑

. . .]n indicates
the summation over all n-block production, and because of the trace, the initial and final hole and spin configurations should
be the same such that all contributions to Zt-t′-J can be characterized by closed loops of holes and spins. Here Nh

↓ denotes the
number of NN exchanges between down-spins and holes, as well as Nh

t′ denotes the number of NNN exchanges between spins
and holes, regardless of spin direction. Inserting complete Ising basis with holes∑

ϕ{lh}

|ϕ; {lh}⟩ ⟨ϕ; {lh}| = 1 (A9)

between the operator inside the trace with ϕ specifying the spin configuration and {lh} denoting the positions of holes. Then,
all the elements inside the trace are positive and the partition function can arrive at a compact expression:

Zt-t′-J =
∑
C

τCWt-t′-J [C], (A10)
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where all the sign information is captured by

τC ≡ τ0C × (−1)N
h
↓ , (A11)

with

τ0C ≡ (−1)N
h
ex × [sgn (t′)]

Nh
t′ , (A12)

which is consistent with Eq. (4) in the main text. Here, Nh
ex denotes the number of exchanges between holes due to fermionic

statistics of holon f . Such a sign structure is precisely described at arbitrary doping, temperature, and finite-size for t-t′-J
model, which has been previously identified at t′ = 0 in Ref. [51]. In addition, the non-negative weight W [C] for closed loop C
is given by:

Wt-t′-J [C] =

(
4t

J

)Mt[C] (
4|t′|
J

)Mt′ [C] ∑
n

(Jβ/4)n

n!
δn,Mt+Mt′+M↑↓+MQ

≥ 0, (A13)

in which Mt and Mt′ represent the total steps of the hole NN and NNN “hoppings” along the closed loops for a given path C
with length n, respectively. Also, M↑↓ represents the steps of NN spin exchange process, while MQ represents the total number
of down spins interacting with up spins via the Sz components of the superexchange term.

In summary, the sign structure of the t-t′-J model comprises not only the effects of NNN hopping and the traditional fermionic
statistics encoded in τ0C , but also a significant component of (−1)N

h
↓ originating from the NN hole hopping process. This

component is depicted in Fig. 2(a) by blue ±1 on the arrows. From the viewpoint of the original representation, i.e., before the
Marshall sign transformation in Eq. (A2), each spin flip results in a negative sign under the Ising basis, since ⟨↓i↑j |JS−

i S+
j | ↑i↓j

⟩ > 0. Therefore, in the presence of hole hopping, an odd number of spin flips can occur in the closed loop of a bipartite lattice,
as illustrated in Fig. 2(a) by black ±1 on the arrows.

Furthermore, by introducing the σt-t′-J model, in which the original kinetic energy term Eq. (1) is replaced by:

Hσt−t′ = −σt
∑
⟨ij⟩

c†i,σcj,σ − t′
∑
⟨⟨ij⟩⟩

c†i,σcj,σ + h.c., (A14)

where an extra spin dependent sign σ is inserted into the NN hopping term that cancels the “−” sign in front of the Po↓.
Consequently, σt-t′-J model under the representation of Eq. (A2) can be rewritten as:

Ht−t′−J = −t (Po↑ + Po↓)− t′To −
J

4
(Q+ P↑↓) , (A15)

with the partition function under the high-temperature series expansion:

Zσt-t′-J =

∞∑
n=0

(sgn t′)
Nh

t′
(Jβ/4)n

n!
Tr

[∑
. . .

(
4t

J
Po↑

)
. . . P↑↓ . . .

(
4t

J
Po↓

)
. . .

(
4 |t′|
J

To

)
. . . Q . . .

]
n

. (A16)

Consequently, the sign structure for σt-t′-J model is given by:

τσt-t
′-J

C = τ0C , (A17)

where τ0C is given by Eq. (A12) and the positive weight W [C] for each path remains unchanged, leading to Eq. (6).

2. Extension of exact sign structure to non-bipartite lattices

We have established a rigorous proof of the exact sign structure for the t-t′-J model. In this subsection, we provide an
alternative derivation of the sign structure and demonstrate its applicability to non-bipartite lattices, such as triangular lattices or
systems with the NNN superexchange interactions.

Here we use the extended t-J model on an arbitrary lattice as an example, with the Hamiltonian given by

H = −T
∑
ij,σ

c†iσcjσ + h.c.+K
∑
ij

(
Si · Sj −

1

4
ninj

)
. (A18)
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C
ϕ=ΘC

(a)

C (b)
-1

+1

FIG. 6. (a) Illustration the geometric phase ϕij , where the red arrow indicates the non-zero contribution of the points on the selected closed
loop (black line), with the total inner angle sum denoted as ΘC . (b) In the t-t′-J model, one possible gauge choice for ϕij is shown here,
with black bonds representing nearest-neighbor links having eiϕij = +1 and gray bonds representing next-nearest-neighbor links having
eiϕij = −1.

Unlike the main text, where the sum indexes ⟨ij⟩ represent only the NN links, here the sum includes all allowed links that can
connect any two sites. To begin, instead of applying the Marshall basis transformation as described in Eq. (A1), which relies on
the A-B sublattice division, we propose a redefinition of the up-spinon operator as follows:

bi↑ → bi↑e
−iΦi (A19)

while keeping the down-spinon operator unchanged, such that

ci↑ = f†
i bi↑e

−iΦi

ci↓ = f†
i bi↓, (A20)

where

Φi ≡
∑
l ̸=i

θi(l) =
∑
l ̸=i

Im ln (zi − zl) , (A21)

with zi as the complex coordinate at site i. Hence, by simply using the relations θi(j)− θj(i) = ±π, the extended t-J model in
Eq. (A18) become:

Ht-t′ = −
∑
ij,σ

(
σTb†iσbjσf

†
j fie

i(σ+1)
2 ϕij + h.c.

)
− K

4

∑
⟨ij⟩σ

(
niσnj−σ + b†iσb

†
j−σbi−σbjσe

iσϕij

)
, (A22)

where

ϕij =
∑
l ̸=ij

[θi(l)− θj(l)] (A23)

acting like a gauge potential with a gauge invariant strength given by
∑

C ϕij = ΘC for a closed loop C on the lattice. The
symbol ΘC denotes the interior angle sum of the closed-loop C depicted in Fig. 6(a). It is evident that any point that is situated
outside or inside the loop contributes 0 or ±2π to ΘC , respectively. Only the sites l on the closed loop C contribute nontrivial
values to the interior angle, such that the sum of interior angles over all the points l ∈ C corresponds to the total contribution,
as illustrated in Fig. 6(a). Importantly, the phase ϕij presented here is universally applicable to arbitrary lattices, irrespective of
whether they are bipartite or not. Notably, for a bipartite system such as the t-J model on a square lattice with t′ = 0, ΘC is
equal to 2πZ for any closed loop, and the phase ϕij can be completely gauged away.

As the result, in Eq. (A22), the hidden sign structure of extended t-J model on an arbitrary lattice is explicitly decomposed
into the geometry phase ϕij and the extra σ-sign in the hopping term, which is commonly referred to as the “phase string effect”.
To derive the sign structure Eq. (A11) of t-t′-J model on a square lattice, a proper gauge can be selected, as shown in Fig. 6(b),
where NN links with eiϕij = +1 and NNN links with eiϕij = −1, to combine these two components of frustration, yielding
Eq. (A11).
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FIG. 7. Binding energy in the t-t′-J and σt-t′-J models. (a) Extrapolations of binding energies versus system length for the four-leg σt-t′-J
model at δ = 1/8. The binding energies are fitted smoothly to zero by a second-order polynomial function C (1/Lx) = C (0)+a/Lx+ b/L2

x.
(b) and (c) show the binding energies for the t-t′-J model on the Ly = 5 cylinder at δ = 1/12 (Lx = 24, 48) and δ = 1/8 (Lx = 32, 48),
respectively. The binding energies are calculated using the energies E(Nh, S) after the extrapolation to the infinite-bond-dimension limit. For
both doping levels, the binding energies appear to be converged with system length Lx, which is similar to Figs. 3(a) and 3(b) of the Ly = 4
systems. (d) The binding energies for the t-t′-J model on the Ly = 6 cylinder at δ = 1/8 (Lx = 32). (e) and (f) show the binding energies
for the t-t′-J model on the Ly = 3 cylinder at δ = 1/12 (Lx = 24, 48) and δ = 1/8 (Lx = 32, 48), respectively. The negative binding
energies demonstrate the hole pairing in these systems. Here, the binding energies of the t-t′-J model at Ly = 5, 6 are calculated using the
energies E(Nh, S) after the extrapolation to the infinite-bond-dimension limit (cf. Fig. 8 and Fig. 9).

Appendix B: More DMRG data for binding energy

In the main text, we have shown the system length Lx dependence of binding energies for the four-leg σt-t′-J model at
δ = 1/12. Here, we present the same data for δ = 1/8 in Fig. 7(a). The positive binding energies at finite-Lx and vanished
binding energy in the infinite-Lx limit support the absent pairing in the σt-t′-J model.

For the t-t′-J model on the five-leg systems, the binding energies are negative and also well converged with system length
[Figs. 7(b) and 7(c)]. In contrast, for the five-leg σt-t′-J model, our DMRG calculations also find very small positive binding
energies on the finite-Lx cylinder (not shown here), similar to the six-leg results demonstrated in Fig. 3(d) of the main text, which
consistently indicates the absence of hole binding in the σt-t′-J model. For the Ly = 6 t-t′-J model, we also demonstrate the
binding energies of δ = 1/8 in Fig. 7(d), which consistently are negative as well. For this case, we do not show the result at
t′ = 0 because the bond-dimension-scaling of the odd-hole energy is not very smooth, which may result in a large error bar. As
a complementary check, we have also calculated the binding energy of the three-leg cylinder [Figs. 7(e) and 7(f)], which show a
weak size dependence as well and are small negative values.

For calculating the binding energy on the three- and four-leg systems, we can obtain the fully converged energies. For the
wider five- and six-leg t-t′-J model we need to carefully check the convergence of the energies in the three sectors E(Nh, S).
For this purpose, we obtain the energies E(Nh, S) by keeping different bond dimensions, and extrapolate these energies to
the infinite-bond-dimension limit. Then we compute the binding energy using the extrapolated results. In Fig. 8, we show the
bond-dimension dependence of the obtained energies E(Nh, S) for t′/t = −0.1, 0, 0.2 on the Lx = 32, Ly = 6 cylinder at 1/12
doping. We keep the bond dimensions up to 10000 − 15000 SU(2) multiplets to ensure a good linear extrapolation behavior
of the data. We implement the linear fitting C (1/D) = a/D + C (0) to obtain the energy in the infinite-bond-dimension limit
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FIG. 8. Extrapolations of the ground-state energies E(Nh, S) for the six-leg t-t′-J model on the size Ly × Lx = 6 × 32. (a1-c1) show the
bond dimension scaling of the ground-state energy at t′/t = −0.1, 0, and 0.2 with the hole number Nh = 16. (a2-c2) and (a3-c3) show the
similar results for the hole numbers Nh = 15 and Nh = 14, respectively. We keep the bond dimensions D up to 10000 − 15000 SU(2)
multiplets. The energies are extrapolated by a linear function C (1/D) = a/D + C (0) to give the energy E∞ in the infinite bond dimension
limit.

E∞, from which we calculate the binding energies shown in Fig. 3(d) of the main text. The similar bond-dimension-scaling
of energies for Ly = 5 is shown in Fig. 9. Notice that for five-leg systems in Figs. 7(b) and 7(c), we do not show the binding
energies at t′/t = −0.2 since the energy at the S = 1 sector for δ = 1/8 does not exhibit a smooth dependence on bond
dimension, which cannot give us an accurate extrapolation of the energy versus bond dimension.

For the σt-t′-J model, we find that although the energies E(Nh, S) get improved with increasing bond dimension, the binding
energy is almost independent of bond dimension in our calculation. Therefore, we do not extrapolate the energies but use the
results by keeping the largest bond dimension.

At last, we summarize the results of binding energy for the t-t′-J model in Fig. 10. While we cannot predict the binding
energy in the Ly → ∞ limit due to the limit of system size, it is found that generally the binding is stronger from the five- to
six-leg system, which is a supportive signal that the hole pairing may still exist in large-size limit.
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FIG. 9. Extrapolations of the ground-state energies E(Nh, S) for the five-leg t-t′-J model on the size Ly × Lx = 5 × 48. (a1-c1) show the
bond dimension scaling of the ground-state energy at t′/t = −0.1, 0, and 0.2 with the hole number Nh = 20. (a2-c2) and (a3-c3) show the
similar results for the hole numbers Nh = 19 and Nh = 18, respectively. We keep the bond dimensions D up to 8000 SU(2) multiplets. The
energies are extrapolated by a linear function C (1/D) = a/D + C (0) to give the energy E∞ in the infinite bond dimension limit.

Appendix C: DMRG measurements for three- and five-leg systems

In Fig. 7, we have shown the finite binding energies of the three- and five-leg t-t′-J model at δ = 1/12, 1/8 and t′/t =
−0.1 − 0.2. Here we present the corresponding measurements. We have compared the data at different Lx, which give the
consistent results. For Ly = 3, as shown in in Fig. 11, while both pairing correlations Pyy(r) and density correlations D(r)
exhibit power-law decay, spin correlations and single-particle correlations (not shown here) follow exponential decay. We further
determine the central charge by fitting the entanglement entropy, as demonstrated in Fig. 12, which show a good fitting giving
the central charge c ≈ 1. Our results consistently characterize the three-leg system in the studied parameter regime as a C1S0
Luther-Emery liquid state with one gapless charge mode and no gapless spin mode, which agrees with the conclusion obtained
from the DMRG simulations on the open three-leg ladder [66].

For Ly = 5, as demonstrated in Fig. 13, the pairing correlations can be fitted quite well as the algebraic decay with the
power exponents Ksc < 2, indicating the quasi-long-range superconducting order and is consistent with the hole binding shown
in Fig. 7. In particular, pairing correlations are enhanced with t′/t increasing from t′/t < 0 to t′/t > 0, which agrees with
the findings on four- and six-leg systems and implies that the positive t′/t can enhance the coherence of paired holes should be
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FIG. 10. System circumference dependence of the binding energy in the t-t′-J model for (a) δ = 1/12 and (b) δ = 1/8. t′/t = −0.1, 0, 0.1
and 0.2. For the binding energies at Ly = 3, 4, 5, we use the data at Lx = 48. For Ly = 6, we use the binding energy at Lx = 32. For
δ = 1/8 at Ly = 6, we do not show the result at t′ = 0 because the bond-dimension-scaling of the odd-hole energy for this case is not very
smooth, which may lead to a large error bar.
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FIG. 11. Pairing correlation Pyy(r), charge density correlation D(r), spin correlation F (r) and charge density profile n(x) on the three-leg
t-t′-J model. (a-c) show the pairing correlation Pyy(r), density correlation D(r) and spin correlation F (r), respectively, for different t′/t on
the Lx = 48 cylinder with δ = 1/12. (d) Charge density profile n(x) for t′/t = 0.2 on the Lx = 48 cylinder with δ = 1/12. (e)-(h) are
the similar plots on the Lx = 48 cylinder with δ = 1/8. Here, we keep 4000 SU(2) multiplets to obtain the fully converged results. Ksc and
Kc are obtained by algebraic fitting of corresponding correlation function. ξs is obtained by exponential fitting of corresponding correlation
function.

common on both even- and odd-leg systems. On the other hand, the charge density correlations also appear to decay algebraically
with the power exponents Kc < 2, which is associated with weak charge density oscillations. There results indicate a weak
charge density order coexisting with the quasi-long-range superconducting order in the studied parameter regime of the five-leg
t-t′-J model. Compared with the three-leg case in Fig. 11, one can find the similar exponential decay of spin correlations, but
pairing correlations enhance apparently at Ly = 5.
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δ = 1/12. (b) t′/t = 0 on the Lx = 128 cylinder at δ = 1/8. The central charge c is fitted from entanglement entropy S(x) by the formula

S (x) = c
6
log

[
4(Lx+1)

π
sin π(2x+1)

2(Lx+1)

]
+ const. [67, 68], where x denotes the column number of the subsystem in the bipartition of lattice.
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FIG. 13. Pairing correlation Pyy(r), charge density correlation D(r), spin correlation F (r) and charge density profile n(x) on the five-leg
t-t′-J model. (a-c) show the pairing correlation Pyy(r), density correlation D(r) and spin correlation F (r), respectively, for different t′/t on
the Lx = 48 cylinder with δ = 1/12. (d) Charge density profile n(x) for t′/t = 0.2 on the Lx = 48 cylinder with δ = 1/12. (e)-(h) are the
similar plots on the Lx = 48 cylinder with δ = 1/8. Here, we keep 10000 SU(2) multiplets to obtain the results. Ksc and Kc are obtained by
algebraic fitting of corresponding correlation function. ξs is obtained by exponential fitting of corresponding correlation function.

Appendix D: Electron momentum distribution

We have shown the electron momentum distributions n (k) = 1
N

∑
i,j,σ⟨ĉ

†
i,σ ĉj,σ⟩eik·(ri−rj) for the six-leg cylinder at δ =

1/12 in the main text. Here, we supplement with similar results for δ = 1/8 doping as shown in Fig. 14. In the t-t′-J model,
a large Fermi surface is visible, and the topology of Fermi surface shows difference in the CDW and SC phases. By contrast,
in the σt-t′-J model, two small Fermi pockets appear at k = (π, π) and k = (0, 0), which have a weak t′/t dependence and
are contributed from the spin-up propagator and spin-down propagator, respectively. Similarly, on the five-leg t-t′-J model, the
topology of Fermi surface for t′/t < 0 and t′/t > 0 are distinct, as shown in Fig. 15, which is analogous to the observations on
six-leg systems [Figs. 14(a) and 14(b)]. We also present the results for the four-leg σt-t′-J model in Fig. 16, which show the
consistent features with the results on the six-leg cylinder.
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σt-t'-J σt-t'-J

FIG. 14. Electron momentum distribution n(k). (a) and (b) show the results of the t-t′-J model, where an open and closed Fermi surface
emerge in the CDW and SC phases. (c) and (d) show the results of the σt-t′-J model, where the electrons of spin-up and spin-down in n(k)
are displaced by (π, π). Here Ly = 6, t′/t = −0.1 and 0.2 at the doping level δ = 1/8.
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FIG. 15. Electron momentum distribution n(k). (a) and (b) show the results of the t-t′-J model at δ = 1/12. (c) and (d) show the similar
results at δ = 1/8. Here Ly = 5, t′/t = −0.1 and 0.2.

FIG. 16. Electron momentum distribution n(k). (a-c) show the results of the σt-t′-J model at δ = 1/12. (d-f) show the similar results at
δ = 1/8. The electrons of spin-up and spin-down in n(k) are displaced by (π, π). Here Ly = 4 and t′/t = −0.1, 0, 0.2.
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son, C. A. Jiménez-Hoyos, E. Kozik, X.-W. Liu, A. J. Millis,
N. V. Prokof’ev, M. Qin, G. E. Scuseria, H. Shi, B. V. Svis-
tunov, L. F. Tocchio, I. S. Tupitsyn, S. R. White, S. Zhang,
B.-X. Zheng, Z. Zhu, and E. Gull (Simons Collaboration on
the Many-Electron Problem), Solutions of the two-dimensional
hubbard model: Benchmarks and results from a wide range of
numerical algorithms, Phys. Rev. X 5, 041041 (2015).

[15] G. Ehlers, S. R. White, and R. M. Noack, Hybrid-space den-
sity matrix renormalization group study of the doped two-
dimensional hubbard model, Phys. Rev. B 95, 125125 (2017).

[16] B.-X. Zheng, C.-M. Chung, P. Corboz, G. Ehlers, M.-P. Qin,
R. M. Noack, H. Shi, S. R. White, S. Zhang, and G. K.-L. Chan,
Stripe order in the underdoped region of the two-dimensional
hubbard model, Science 358, 1155 (2017).

[17] E. W. Huang, C. B. Mendl, S. Liu, S. Johnston, H.-C. Jiang,
B. Moritz, and T. P. Devereaux, Numerical evidence of fluctu-
ating stripes in the normal state of high-tc cuprate superconduc-
tors, Science 358, 1161 (2017).

[18] K. Ido, T. Ohgoe, and M. Imada, Competition among vari-
ous charge-inhomogeneous states and d-wave superconducting
state in hubbard models on square lattices, Phys. Rev. B 97,
045138 (2018).

[19] H.-C. Jiang, Z.-Y. Weng, and S. A. Kivelson, Superconductivity
in the doped t − J model: Results for four-leg cylinders, Phys.

Rev. B 98, 140505 (2018).
[20] B. Ponsioen, S. S. Chung, and P. Corboz, Period 4 stripe in the

extended two-dimensional hubbard model, Phys. Rev. B 100,
195141 (2019).

[21] M. Qin, C.-M. Chung, H. Shi, E. Vitali, C. Hubig,
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[61] I. P. McCulloch and M. Gulácsi, The non-abelian density matrix
renormalization group algorithm, Europhysics Letters (EPL)
57, 852 (2002).

[62] Y. Huang, S.-S. Gong, and D. N. Sheng, Quantum phase dia-
gram and spontaneously emergent topological chiral supercon-
ductivity in doped triangular-lattice mott insulators, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 130, 136003 (2023).

[63] Z. Zhu, D. N. Sheng, and Z.-Y. Weng, Intrinsic translational
symmetry breaking in a doped mott insulator, Phys. Rev. B 98,
035129 (2018).

[64] J.-Y. Zhao, S. A. Chen, R.-Y. Sun, and Z.-Y. Weng, Continuous
transition from a landau quasiparticle to a neutral spinon, Phys.
Rev. B 107, 085112 (2023).

[65] J.-X. Zhang and Z.-Y. Weng, Crossover from fermi arc to full
fermi surface, Phys. Rev. B 108, 235156 (2023).

[66] S. R. White and D. J. Scalapino, Ground-state properties of the
doped three-leg t-j ladder, Phys. Rev. B 57, 3031 (1998).

[67] P. Calabrese and J. Cardy, Entanglement entropy and quan-
tum field theory, J. Stat. Mech. Theory and Exp. 2004, P06002
(2004).

[68] M. Fagotti and P. Calabrese, Universal parity effects in the en-
tanglement entropy of xx chains with open boundary condi-
tions, J. Stat. Mech. Theory and Exp. 2011, P01017 (2011).

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.108.054505
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.177001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.11.031007
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.11.031007
https://arxiv.org/abs/2211.06322
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.108.L161111
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.108.L161111
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.adh7691
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.33.589
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.53.12133
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.80.4245
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.87.047003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.70.092503
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.77.5102
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.55.3894
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.55.3894
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.77.155102
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.104512
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.104512
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevb.98.245138
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevb.98.245138
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.12.011062
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.12.011062
https://doi.org/10.1103/revmodphys.84.1383
https://doi.org/10.1103/revmodphys.84.1383
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevb.34.8190
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevb.34.7716
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.13.011010
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.13.011010
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.197003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.69.2863
https://doi.org/10.1209/epl/i2002-00393-0
https://doi.org/10.1209/epl/i2002-00393-0
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.136003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.136003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.035129
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.035129
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.107.085112
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.107.085112
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.108.235156
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.57.3031
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2004/06/p06002
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2004/06/p06002
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2011/01/p01017

	Sign structure of the t-t-J model and its physical consequences
	Abstract
	 INTRODUCTION
	 Model and THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK
	 Numerical results
	Phase diagrams
	Binding energy
	Fermi surface
	CDW profile and correlation functions

	Discussion and conclusion
	Acknowledgments
	The exact sign structure of the t-t-J model
	Exact sign structure on the square lattice
	Extension of exact sign structure to non-bipartite lattices 

	More DMRG data for binding energy
	DMRG measurements for three- and five-leg systems
	Electron momentum distribution
	References


