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Recent large-scale numerical simulations on the square-lattice t-J model demonstrate unconventional d-wave
superconductivity on the electron-doped side but a dominant charge density wave (CDW) order on the hole-
doped side, which is inconsistent with the high-Tc superconductivity of hole-doped cuprate compounds. To
address this issue, we systematically study the square-lattice t-J model with a moderate ratio of the next-
nearest-neighbor (t2) to the nearest-neighbor (t1) electron hopping t2/t1 modeling electron-doped (t2 > 0)
and hole-doped (t2 < 0) cuprates, by employing the state-of-the-art density matrix renormalization group
calculations. On 6-leg cylindrical system, while different CDW phases are identified on the hole-doped side
for the doping range δ = 1/16 − 1/8, a superconducting (SC) phase emerges at lower doping regime, where
the pairing correlations exhibit a power-law decay with d-wave symmetry. On the wider 8-leg system, the
d-wave SC also emerges on the hole-doped side at the optimal 1/8 doping, demonstrating a change of the
ground-state nature by increasing system width. Our results highlight rich possibilities for the emergence of
superconductivity in the general t-J model through weakening the competing charge orders, which could lead
to a unified understanding of both hole- and electron-doped cuprate superconductors.

Introduction.— Understanding the unconventional super-
conductivity (SC) in cuprate systems is a major theme of
condensed matter physics [1, 2], which is usually studied in
theory based on the square-lattice Hubbard model (large U )
and its cousin t-J model [1–8]. Soon after the experimental
discovery of cuprate superconductors, the resonating valence
bond theory [3] was proposed to describe unconventional SC
in these strongly correlated models, which has stimulated in-
tense theoretical explorations [6–14]. However, it remains il-
lusive if these strongly correlated models can capture the main
physics of the unconventional superconductivity discovered in
cuprate compounds. While analytical solutions are less con-
trolled, numerical studies in the relevant regime [15–46] are
also extremely difficult in determining the ground state due
to the extensive entanglement and low-energy excitations as-
sociated with competing spin and charge degrees of freedom.
In recent years, numerical simulations have reached a possi-
ble consensus on the ground states of the pure large-U Hub-
bard and t-J models near the optimal doping, which are the
stripe phase [15–28] characterized by a charge density wave
(CDW) with π-phase shifted antiferromagnetic domains, ac-
companied by exponentially decaying SC correlation.

On the other hand, the topology of Fermi surface identified
experimentally for the cuprates indicates the importance of a
small next-nearest-neighbor (NNN) hopping t2 [47], with the
sign of t2 modeling the hole- (t2 < 0) and electron-doped
(t2 > 0) cuprates, respectively [48]. To explore the role of the
NNN hoping in tuning the interplay among different orders,
numerical studies on 4-leg Hubbard and t-J models find that
introducing either positive or negative t2 can lead to the co-
existence of quasi-long-range SC and CDW orders [35–38].
To improve our understanding of how these orders evolve to-

wards two dimensions (2D), recent density matrix renormal-
ization group (DMRG) studies on the 6- and 8-leg t1-t2-J
models (with t1 > 0) have identified a robust d-wave SC with
suppressed CDW at t2 > 0 [39–41], giving insights into the
SC of electron-doped cuprates. However, for t2 < 0, the
stripe order appears to win over SC near the optimal dop-
ing [39, 42, 49], in sharp contrast with the phase diagram
of hole-doped cuprates [50]. Nonetheless, DMRG calcula-
tions on the t1-t2-J model also find hole binding in the stripe
phase [39, 49], suggesting local hole pairing without longer
distance phase coherence. These results indicate that the true
nature of the ground state of the hole-doped t-J model with
t2 < 0 has not been settled.

In this Letter, we study the quantum phase diagram of hole-
doped t-J model and examine the interplay between SC and
CDW orders through extensive and accurate DMRG calcula-
tions. By tuning doping level δ and hopping ratio t2/t1, we
identify the dominance of CDW phases in the hole-doped 6-
leg system at δ = 1/16− 1/8, accompanied by exponentially
decaying SC correlation. However, SC and a weak CDW
can coexist on the 6-leg system at lower doping region with
δ = 1/24 − 1/36 [Fig. 1(a)], where the pairing correlations
show the d-wave symmetry and slow power-law decay with
the exponent Ksc . 1. Importantly, we observe prevalent
SC at the optimal doping (δ = 1/8) on an 8-leg cylinder
[Fig. 1(b)]. On the electron-doped side (t2 > 0), we con-
firm the existence of a robust uniform d-wave SC phase in
agreement with previous studies [39, 42]. On the hole-doped
side (t2 < 0), we observe the emergence of SC with weak or
vanishing CDW order, with power-law decaying pairing cor-
relations (Ksc < 2). Our work suggests that the t-J model
may offer a unified framework for understanding the uncon-

ar
X

iv
:2

30
4.

03
96

3v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.s

tr
-e

l]
  8

 A
pr

 2
02

3



2

ventional SC for both electron- and hole-doped cuprates.
Model and method.— The Hamiltonian of the extended t-J

model is defined as

H = −
∑
{ij},σ

tij(ĉ
†
i,σ ĉj,σ + H.c.) +

∑
{ij}

Jij(Ŝi · Ŝj−
1

4
n̂in̂j),

where ĉ†iσ (ĉiσ) is the creation (annihilation) operator of the
electron with spin σ (σ = ±1/2) on site i = (xi, yi), Ŝi is the
spin-1/2 operator and n̂i =

∑
σ ĉ
†
iσ ĉiσ is the electron number

operator. The Hilbert space for each site is constrained by no
double occupancy (ni ≤ 1). We consider the NN and NNN
hoppings (t1 and t2) and spin superexchange interactions (J1
and J2). We choose J1 = 1.0 and set t1/J1 = 3.0 to make a
connection to the corresponding Hubbard model with U/t =
12 [51]. The length and width of the square lattice are Lx and
Ly , giving the total site number N = Lx × Ly . The doping
ratio δ is defined as δ = Nh/N , where Nh is the number of
doped holes. We focus on the doping regime 1/36 ≤ δ ≤ 1/8
on 6-leg cylinder and δ = 1/8 on 8-leg cylinder, and tune
t2/t1 with the fixed relation (t2/t1)

2
= J2/J1 [40, 41].

We solve the ground state of the system by DMRG [52]
calculations with SU(2)⊗U(1) symmetry implemented [53].
We study cylindrical systems with open and periodic bound-
ary conditions along the axial (x) and circumference (y) di-
rections respectively, and keep the bond dimensions of SU(2)
multiplets up toD = 15000 for 6-leg and 28000 for 8-leg sys-
tems, equivalent to about 45000 and 84000 U(1) states respec-
tively, which ensure accurate results with the truncation error
less than 1.2×10−6 for 6-leg and 2.5×10−5 for 8-leg systems
(see Supplemental Materials (SM) for more details [54]).

Quantum phase diagram.— Our results are summarised
in the phase diagram Fig. 1 as a function of hopping ra-
tio t2/t1 and doping level δ. For the 6-leg system with
−0.22 ≤ t2/t1 ≤ 0 [Fig. 1(a)], we identify two charge or-
dered phases carrying distinct wavevectors: the stripe phase
with wavevector Q = (3πδ, 0) and a Wy3 CDW phase with
Q = (6πδ, 2π/3) (see SM for the results of the Wy3 CDW
state [54]), which shares the similar charge density distribu-
tion of the W3 phase found in a previous study of the t1-t2-J
model at hole doping [39]. Strikingly, in the doping regime
below δ = 1/18, we discover a quasi-long-range SC order
(Ksc . 1) coexisting with a weak CDW. Such a low doping
regime falls outside the scope of most previous studies.

For the 8-leg system with −0.2 ≤ t2/t1 ≤ 0.3 at δ = 1/8
[Fig. 1(b)], a robust d-wave SC order emerges for t2/t1 &
0.12 with a uniform charge density distribution and exponen-
tially decaying single-particle and spin correlations, which is
similar to the uniform SC phase identified on 6-leg cylin-
der [41]. This uniform SC phase may extend to the larger
t2/t1 regime [55] and persist in 2D limit. Remarkably, the
quasi-long-range SC order is also observed on the hole-doped
side for t2/t1 . −0.05, which exhibits a very weak or vanish-
ing charge order. The SC power exponentKsc < 2 indicates a
divergent superconducting susceptibility at zero-temperature
limit. This result contradicts a previous work studying a sim-
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FIG. 1. Quantum phase diagrams of the t1-t2-J1-J2 model on dif-
ferent system widths. (a) Quantum phase diagram of the Ly = 6
cylinder in the range of −0.22 ≤ t2/t1 ≤ 0 and 1/36 ≤ δ ≤ 1/8.
We identify a stripe phase, a Wy3 CDW phase, and a SC + CDW
phase with coexisted d-wave SC and a weak CDW. (b) Quantum
phase diagram of the Ly = 8 cylinder with −0.2 ≤ t2/t1 ≤ 0.3
at δ = 1/8 with two superconducting phases, and a stripe phase in
between. The hole-doped SC phase (t2/t1 . −0.05) has weak or
vanishing CDW order. The symbols denote the parameter points that
we have calculated. (t2/t1)2 = J2/J1 is fixed with tuning parame-
ter.

ilar model without J2 term that claims the absence of SC in
the hole-doped regime [39], which may be attributed to the
existence of competing charge ordered states in low energy
regime. In our calculation, extremely large bond dimensions
are used for reaching convergence and identifying the emer-
gence of SC. For both 6- and 8-leg systems at hole doping,
superconductivity emerges through suppressing charge order
as we demonstrate below.

SC pairing correlation.— We examine SC by the dominant
spin-singlet pairing correlations Pα,β(r) = 〈∆̂†α(r0)∆̂β(r0 +

r)〉, where the pairing operator is defined as ∆̂α (r) =
(ĉr↑ĉr+eα↓ − ĉr↓ĉr+eα↑) /

√
2 and eα=x,y denote the unit

vectors along the x and y directions. Since the wave func-
tion in DMRG calculation is represented as a matrix product
state, correlation functions usually decay exponentially at fi-
nite bond dimensions [57]. We carefully make the bond di-
mension scaling to demonstrate the true nature of correlations
at D →∞ (see Fig. 2 and SM [54]).

We first compare the pairing correlations of different phases
on 6-leg systems. In the stripe phase represented by t2/t1 =
−0.06 and δ = 1/12 [Fig. 2(a)], the pairing correlation
Pyy(r) grows smoothly with bond dimension and follows an
exponential decay Pyy(r) ∼ exp (−r/ξsc) with ξsc ' 3.69
after the extrapolation to D → ∞. In the SC + CDW
phase, as shown in Fig. 2(b) for t2/t1 = −0.08 at lower
doping δ = 1/24, Pyy(r) increases drastically compared
with that in the stripe phase and exhibits an algebraic decay
Pyy(r) ∼ r−Ksc with Ksc ' 0.82, characterizing a quasi-
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FIG. 2. SC pairing correlation functions. (a) Semi-logarithmic
plot of pairing correlation Pyy(r) at different bond dimensions in
the stripe phase at Ly = 6. The correlation length ξsc is obtained by
fitting the function Pyy(r) ∼ exp (−r/ξsc). (b) Double-logarithmic
plot of Pyy(r) in the SC + CDW phase on 6-leg cylinder. The dash
line represents the fitting of the extrapolated data at D → ∞ with
Pyy(r) ∼ r−Ksc . The power exponent Ksc ' 0.82 characterizes a
quasi-long-range SC order. The inset shows the signs of SC order for
the d-wave symmetry. (c) and (d) are the similar plots of Pyy(r) in
the hole-doped SC (t2 < 0) and uniform d-wave SC phases (t2 > 0)
on 8-leg cylinder, both with the power exponentsKsc < 2 indicating
the divergence of SC susceptibility [56].

long-range SC order. The divergent SC susceptibility corre-
sponding to Ksc < 2 [56] is a universal feature within this SC
+ CDW phase on 6-leg system. We also confirm that other
kinds of pairing correlations have the same magnitudes, i.e.
Pyy(r) ' −Pyx(r) ' Pxx(r), in accordance with d-wave
symmetry as illustrated in the inset of Fig. 2(b) rather than the
plaquette d-wave symmetry found in the 4-leg Hubbard model
at t2 < 0 [37].

To further investigate whether SC can emerge on a wider
system at t2 < 0, we perform extensive simulations on the
8-leg cylinder at the optimal doping δ = 1/8, which is more
relevant to the experiments of cuprates. For t2/t1 = −0.1 on
the N = 24 × 8 cylinder [Fig. 2(c)], the pairing correlation
Pyy(r) at longer distances grows rapidly with bond dimen-
sion. The extrapolated results at D → ∞ can be fitted by a
power-law decay with Ksc ' 1.5, demonstrating an emergent
quasi-long-range SC order. We also present the pairing corre-
lation in the uniform SC phase at t2 > 0, as shown in Fig. 2(d)
for t2/t1 = 0.3, which exhibit a slow algebraic decay with a
small exponent Ksc ' 0.57 characterizing a robust SC phase.

Charge density distribution.— The charge density distri-
butions in the stripe, SC + CDW, SC, and uniform d-wave
SC phases are usually uniform along the y direction, and
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FIG. 3. Charge density profiles. The charge density distributions
n(x) = 1

Ly

∑Ly
y=1 〈n̂x,y〉 in (a) stripe phase and (b) SC + CDW

phase on the 6-leg cylinder with Lx = 48. The inset of (b) shows the
corresponding electron momentum distribution n(k) obtained from
the middle 24 × 6 sites. (c) Comparing n(x) in the SC phase on
8-leg cylinder and the stripe phase on 6-leg cylinder, for the same
t2/t1 = −0.1, δ = 1/8, and Lx = 32. The results are obtained at
D = 15000 and 24000 for Ly = 6 and 8, respectively. (d) n(x)
in the SC phase of 8-leg cylinder with t2/t1 = −0.2, δ = 1/8, and
Lx = 24 obtained at different bond dimensions.

we show the averaged charge density for each column as
n(x) =

∑Ly
y=1〈n̂x,y〉/Ly in Fig. 3. For 6-leg system, we

find the CDW wavelength λ ' 4/(Lyδ) in the stripe phase
[Fig. 3(a)], corresponding to four holes on average for each
CDW unit. In the SC + CDW phase, the CDW wave-
length λ ' 2/(Lyδ) indicates two holes in each CDW unit
[Fig. 3(b)]. Significantly, one can see that here the oscilla-
tion amplitude of n(x) (i.e. charge order) is much weaker
than that in the stripe phase shown in Fig. 3(a) (about 20
times smaller). We also present the momentum distribu-
tion n(k) = 1

N

∑
i,j,σ〈ĉ

†
i,σ ĉj,σ〉eik·(ri−rj) in the SC + CDW

phase [in the inset of Fig. 3(b)]. The unenclosed Fermi sur-
face topology around k = (±π, 0) and (0,±π) is consistent
with that observed in the ARPES measurement of hole-doped
cuprates [47, 58, 59], and is distinctly different from the topol-
ogy for electron doping at t2 > 0 [39, 41], where the Fermi
surface forms a closed pocket around k = (0, 0).

A natural question is how the charge order evolves towards
2D limit. Crucially, we find that the strong CDW in the stripe
phase at t2 < 0 for Ly = 6 can be significantly suppressed
on wider system, with evidence shown in Fig. 3(c) for a com-
parison between Ly = 6 and 8 systems at t2/t1 = −0.1.
The quite weak charge density oscillation on the 32 × 8 sys-
tem is similar to that of the SC + CDW phase on 6-leg cylin-
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FIG. 4. Correlations in the stripe and superconducting phases. The
presented data are those after the extrapolation to D → ∞. Com-
parison among pairing correlation Pyy(r), charge density correla-
tion D(r), single-particle Green’s function G(r), and spin correla-
tion F (r) for (a) stripe phase at Ly = 6, (b) SC + CDW phase at
Ly = 6, (c) hole-doped SC phase at Ly = 8, δ = 1/8, and (d)
uniform d-wave SC phase at Ly = 8, δ = 1/8. The correlations
are rescaled by δ to make a direct comparison. The power exponent
K and correlation length ξ are obtained by fitting these correlations
as power-law and exponential decay, respectively. The fitting details
can be found in SM [54].

der [Fig. 3(b)]. The weakened or vanishing charge order for
Ly = 8 is accompanied with the emergent quasi-long-range
SC order shown in Fig. 2(c). In Fig. 3(d), we show the evolu-
tion of charge density profile for t2/t1 = −0.2 deep in the SC
phase. One can find the charge distribution is gradually trans-
formed from a CDW-like pattern to a nearly uniform one with
increasing bond dimension, demonstrating extremely weak or
vanishing charge order in the hole-doped SC phase and the
importance of large bond dimensions for reaching the true
ground state (see SM for additional examples [54]).

Correlation functions.— In Fig. 4, we further compare var-
ious correlation functions in the different phases on 6- and
8-leg cylinders. While all the correlations are demonstrated in
semi-logarithmic scale, the exponents K and ξ are obtained
by power-law and exponential fittings, respectively [54]. For
the stripe phase on 6-leg cylinder [Fig. 4(a)], while the single-
particle Green’s function G(r) = 〈

∑
σ ĉ
†
x,y,σ ĉx+r,y,σ〉 and

pairing correlation appear to decay exponentially [54], the in-
tertwined charge density correlation D(r) = 〈n̂x,yn̂x+r,y〉 −
〈n̂x,y〉〈n̂x+r,y〉 and spin correlation F (r) = 〈Sx,y · Sx+r,y〉
are more dominant at longer distances and show the feature
of π phase shift. In contrast, in the SC + CDW [Fig. 4(b)],
hole-doped SC [Fig. 4(c)], and uniform d-wave SC phases

[Fig. 4(d)], pairing correlation is dominant over other corre-
lations at longer distances. Furthermore, on the 24 × 8 sys-
tem, G(r) and F (r) show the exponential decay with short
correlation lengths ξG ' 2.63, ξs ' 1.83 and ξG ' 2.07,
ξs ' 3.41 for t2/t1 = −0.1 in the hole-doped SC phase and
t2/t1 = 0.3 in the uniform d-wave SC phase, respectively.
The suppressed single-particle and spin correlations are con-
sistent with DMRG results of the same model at larger t2/t1,
which correspond to doping either the J1-J2 spin liquid or
valence bond solid state [55].

Summary and Discussion.— We have presented a global
picture for both the electron-doped (t2 > 0) and hole-doped
(t2 < 0) square-lattice t-J model by employing the cutting-
edge DMRG calculations. While we confirm the uniform d-
wave SC phase for the electron-doped side on wider cylinder
which may survive in 2D limit, we find that the ground states
of the hole-doped t-J model also can be superconducting, at
both the doping regime δ = 1/36− 1/24 for Ly = 6 and the
optimal doping δ = 1/8 for Ly = 8. In these superconduct-
ing phases, the pairing correlations exhibit a power-law decay
(Ksc < 2) with d-wave symmetry. On the hole-doped side
at δ = 1/8, superconductivity turns out to be favored on the
wider Ly = 8 system, where the enhanced phase coherence
of the paired holes [49] helps to destabilize CDW order and
thus allows superconductivity to develop.

Due to the strong competition between stripe and SC orders
at hole doping [39], the obtained ground state may sensitively
depend on the convergence of calculation or the NNN spin
coupling. By keeping extremely large bond dimensions, we
establish the strong suppression of the CDW order on the 8-
leg system with a moderate t2 and J2. To sum up, we conclude
that the single-band t-J model has some generic features in-
cluding the uniform superconductivity at electron doping, and
the dominant superconductivity with near vanishing or coex-
isting CDW order at hole doping, which may provide a basic
description of the cuprate superconductors.

At last, we discuss some open questions. For hole doping,
the charge order with suppressed SC is commonly observed in
low-energy excited states or ground states of narrower system
(Ly = 6) with hole binding [39, 49], which may have some
connection with the pseudogap physics [60, 61] of the cuprate
system. The d-wave SC on the electron-doped side turns out
to be very robust on wider cylinder, however the nature of its
spin correlations is still under debate [39, 41]. On finite cylin-
ders (Ly = 6− 8), spin correlations decay exponentially with
a short correlation length (ξs), but with a slowly decreasing
ratio of ξs/Ly , which makes it uncertain about how the spin
correlation evolves into thermodynamic limit. We hope our
work can stimulate more future studies to address these chal-
lenging issues.
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Note added.— At the final stage of preparing this work, we
have become aware of an independent and related work focus-
ing on the larger positive t2/t1 ' 0.7 regime of the same t-J
model on 8-leg cylinder [55], as well as two other works fo-
cusing on the Hubbard model [62, 63]. The results in Ref. [55]
are consistent with our findings at t2/t1 = 0.3.
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Supplemental Materials for: “Emergent Superconductivity and Competing Charge Orders in
Hole-Doped Square-Lattice t-J Model”

In the Supplemental Materials, we provide more numerical results to support the conclusions we have discussed in the main
text. In Sec. A, we show the bond dimension scaling of correlation functions in the different phases on 6- and 8-leg cylinders,
and analyze the decay exponents of these correlations. In Sec. B, we present the charge density profiles in different phases
on 6- and 8-leg cylinders. In particular, we show how the charge density distributions gradually converge with growing bond
dimension on 8-leg systems. In Sec. C, we supplement more parameter points for the pairing correlations in the SC + CDW
phase on 6-leg cylinder and the hole-doped SC phase on 8-leg cylinder. In Sec. D, we discuss more physical properties of the
Wy3 CDW state. In Sec. E and Sec. F, we demonstrate and analyze the evolution of static spin structure factor S(k) and electron
momentum distribution n(k). In Sec. G, we show the details of the extrapolation of correlation functions with increasing bond
dimension.

A. Correlation functions on 6- and 8-leg cylinders

In this section, we further discuss the simulation results of various correlation functions on 6- and 8-leg cylinders to provide
more supports for the data shown in the main text.

As shown in Fig. S1(a1-d1), we perform the polynomial bond dimension extrapolation (see the details in Section G) for the
charge density correlation D(r), spin correlation F (r), and single-particle Green’s function G(r) in the stripe phase on 6-leg
cylinder. We keep the bond dimensions up to 15000 SU(2) multiplets (equivalent to about 45000 U(1) states), which lead to a
good convergence for our results. For density correlation D(r), we present two ways of plotting as shown in Fig. S1(a1-b1),
where the power exponent Kc is slightly larger than 2 in double-logarithmic scale, while it also can be fitted exponentially
with ξc ' 6.55. One can find that density correlation is the strongest among the correlations shown in Fig. 4(a). For F (r)
[Fig. S1(c1)] and G(r) [Fig. S1(d1)], one can find that these two correlations well follow the exponential decay exp (−r/ξ),
which are consistent with the stripe phase found on the t2/t1 > 0 side by a previous work [41]. The corresponding correlation
lengths are found as ξs ' 6.95, and ξG ' 2.47.

Following the same procedure, we extrapolate the various correlation functions in the SC + CDW phase on 6-leg cylinder
as shown in Fig. S1(a2-d2). One can see that both the spin correlation in Fig. S1(c2) and single-particle Green’s function in
Fig. S1(d2) are short ranged with ξs ' 3.97 and ξG ' 2.69 respectively. The density correlation in the SC + CDW phase
also can be fitted algebraically with Kc ' 1.90 as shown in Fig. S1(a2), and one can find that the related exponents may not
follow the general behavior of the Luther-Emery liquids (i.e. Ksc = 1/Kc). These results may indicate a crossover of the
quasi-long ranged SC order from dominated by the strong quantum fluctuations of one-dimensional system to be more like a
two-dimensional (finite size) system. We also try to plot D(r) in semi-logarithmic scale as shown in Fig. S1(b2), which could
yield a relatively larger correlation length with ξc ' 8.30. This density correlation has also been compared with the pairing
correlation as shown in Fig. 4(b), showing that the density correlation is highly intertwined with the pairing correlation. Hence,
we identify the phase where the SC and CDW orders are coexistent as shown in Fig. 1(a).

By the same way, we extrapolate these correlation functions on 8-leg cylinder as shown in Fig. S2. Since the computational
complexity increases exponentially with the increase of Ly , we keep the bond dimensions up to 28000 SU(2) multiplets for a
good convergence, which are equivalent to about 84000 U(1) states and reach our simulation limit. One can see that in both the
hole-doped SC and the uniform d-wave SC phases, the three correlation functions D(r), F (r), and G(r) are well characterized
by exponential decay. Although we can always plot the charge density correlations in double-logarithmic scale as shown in
Fig. S2(a1), (a2) and (a3), their fitting power exponents are clearly larger than 2. Hence, the charge density correlations do not
develop quasi-long-range order due to the non-divergent CDW susceptibility [56]. We also find that KcKsc = 1 is not well
satisfied in the two phases.

B. Charge density profiles on 6- and 8-leg cylinders

In the main text, we have pointed out that the charge density waves carry different wavevectors Q in the stripe and SC +
CDW phase as shown in Figs. 3(a) and 3(b). Here, in order to demonstrate our conclusions still hold in the thermodynamic
limit Lx → ∞ and exclude the finite-size effect, we try to calculate the charge density distributions for different lattice sizes
(Lx = 24− 64) while fixing the doping ratio as shown in Fig. S3. Following the same convention of the main text, the average
charge density per column is defined as n(x) = 1

Ly

∑Ly
y=1 〈n̂x,y〉, where n̂x,y =

∑
σ ĉ
†
(x,y),σ ĉ(x,y),σ is the electron number

operator defined on the site (x, y). In Fig. S3(a1-e1), we show the charge density profiles in the stripe phase represented by
t2/t1 = −0.06 and δ = 1/12. One can see that the wavelength for different Lx is always λ ' 4/(Lyδ) = 8, i.e. Q = (3πδ, 0),
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FIG. S1. Scaling of the correlations in the stripe phase and SC + CDW phase on the Ly = 6, Lx = 48 cylinders. (a1) and (b1)
are respectively the double- and semi-logarithmic plots of charge density correlation D(r) obtained by different bond dimensions in the
stripe phase. (c1) and (d1) are the semi-logarithmic plots of spin correlation F (r) and single- particle Green’s function G(r) in the same
phase separately. The dashed line denotes the fitting of the extrapolated D → ∞ results, where the corresponding power exponent Kc and
correlation length ξ are obtained by fitting the algebraic behaviour D(r) ∼ r−Kc and exponential behaviour ∼ exp (−r/ξ). (a2-d2) are the
similar correlations in the SC + CDW phase.

which remains true for other doping levels in the stripe phase. That is to say, each stripe is filled with four holes, consistent with
the CDW phase on the t2/t1 > 0 side [41]. Similarly, we also show the charge density profiles in the SC + CDW phase as shown
in Fig. S3(a2-e2) represented by t2/t1 = −0.08 and δ = 1/24. Different from the stripe phase, here we identify the wavelength
is matched with λ ' 2/(Lyδ) = 8, i.e. Q = (6πδ, 0). Such a pattern of two holes filled in each stripe has also been observed in
the SC + CDW phase on the 6-leg cylinder system with t2/t1 > 0 [41]. Here, the truncation errors for all the simulations are
about O(10−6) to ensure full convergence of the measurements.

In Figs. 3(c) and 3(d), we have also shown the charge density profiles in the hole-doped SC phase on 8-leg cylinders, which
have quite weak charge density oscillations (static charge order). Here we further show the evolution of charge density profile
with growing bond dimension in Fig. 3(d) for a better visualization, as shown in Fig. S4. One can see that the charge density
distributions are not uniform along the circumference (y) direction at lower bond dimensions D, which is repaired with growing
bond dimension and the CDW pattern is gradually suppressed.

In Fig. S5(a), we show another example of the evolution of charge density profile in the hole-doped SC phase on 8-leg cylinder,
with t2/t1 = −0.1. One can see that the CDW is robust blow D = 12000, while it sharply becomes weak around D = 16000.
We also show the same trend in the uniform d-wave SC phase [Fig. S5(b)] with growing bond dimension. The nearly flat charge
density distribution indicates the same nature as that of the 6-leg uniform d-wave SC phase found at t2/t1 > 0 side [41].

C. Pairing correlation functions for more parameter points in the superconducting phases

Here we show the pairing correlations for more parameter points to support the superconducting phase region demonstrated in
the phase diagram. We first provide another representative point at δ = 1/36, t2/t1 = −0.08. In Fig. S6(a), one can see that the
pairing correlation Pyy(r) can be fitted algebraically with Ksc ' 1.01 after bond dimension extrapolation. For the hole-doped
SC phase on 8-leg cylinder, we also show the scaling of pairing correlations at δ = 1/8, t2/t1 = −0.2 [Fig. S6(b)], where
the extrapolated Pyy(r) can also be fitted algebraically with Ksc ' 1.63. These results are consistent with the phase diagram
presented in the main text.
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FIG. S2. Scaling of the correlations in the SC and uniform d-wave SC phase on the Ly = 8, Lx = 24 cylinders. (a1) and (b1)
are respectively the double- and semi-logarithmic plots of charge density correlation D(r) obtained by different bond dimensions in the SC
phase (δ = 1/8, t2/t1 = −0.2). (c1) and (d1) are the semi-logarithmic plots of spin correlation F (r) and single-particle Green’s function
G(r) in the same phase separately. The dashed line denotes the fitting of the extrapolated D → ∞ results, where the corresponding power
exponent Kc and correlation length ξ are obtained by fitting the algebraic behaviour D(r) ∼ r−Kc and exponential behaviour∼ exp (−r/ξ).
(a2-d2) and (a3-d3) are respectively the similar correlations in the SC phase (δ = 1/8, t2/t1 = −0.1) and uniform d-wave SC phase
(δ = 1/8, t2/t1 = 0.3), respectively.

D. Charge density pattern and correlation functions in the Wy3 CDW phase

In this section, we discuss some properties of the Wy3 CDW phase. As we mentioned in the main text, the charge density
distribution of the Wy3 CDW phase breaks the translational symmetry in the circumference direction with a period of 3, and
the wavelength along the axis direction is λ ' 2/(Lyδ). To confirm this, we have performed simulations for different system
lengths Lx = 24 − 64 that can match with the doping ratio, as shown in Fig. S7. One can find that with the increase of Lx,
the distribution of charge density is always inhomogeneous in the y direction, suggesting that such an inhomogeneity may not
be caused by the finite-size effect. In addition, we have also tried to keep larger bond dimensions and increase the number of
sweeps, but the symmetry breaking in the y direction is not recovered. Therefore, we believe that this phase is a new kind of
CDW phase carrying the wavevector Q = (6πδ, 2π/3).

We also find that such a charge density inhomogeneity in the Wy3 CDW phase usually suppresses the SC order. In Fig. S8(a),
we compare different correlation functions and find that while the pairing correlation Pyy(r) is the weakest, the charge density
correlation is the strongest in the whole Wy3 CDW phase as expected. In Fig. S8(b), we also supplement with the comparison
of pairing correlations in different phases on 6-leg cylinder. One can see that the Pyy(r) are much weaker in Wy3 CDW phase
with the power exponent Ksc � 2.
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FIG. S3. Charge density profiles on 6-leg cylinders. Charge density profiles with different lattice sizes Lx = 24 − 64 in the stripe phase
(a1-e1) and SC + CDW phase (a2-e2). Here, we select two representative parameters to show the charge density distributions of these two
phases. The truncation error of all simulations are about O(10−6).

E. Static spin structure factor

In this section, we demonstrate the static spin structure factor S(k) in different phases. For 6-leg cylinders [Fig. S9], generally
speaking, the antiferromagnetic (AFM) correlation pattern are stronger at low doping levels and the peak at k = (π, π) splits
gradually with the increase of doping level. In the stripe phase, S(k) shows two round peaks around k = (π, π), and the
momentum positions of the two peaks are related to the oscillations and π-phase shift of spin correlation, which is similar to the
same phase at t2/t1 > 0 [41]. In the SC + CDW phase, although the peak at k = (π, π) is suppressed, the short-range AFM
spin background persists and the peak does not split. However, in the Wy3 CDW phase, one can find that the spin correlation is
short-ranged and S(k) only has broad peaks around k = (π, π).

For 8-leg cylinders at δ = 1/8 [Fig. S10], we find that S(k) also has two peaks around k = (π, π) in the hole-doped SC phase
[Fig. S10(a)], which is similar to the 6-leg 1/8 doping system at larger |t2/t1|. In the uniform d-wave SC phase at t2/t1 > 0
[Fig. S10(b)], S(k) shows a single peak at k = (π, π), consistent with the AFM correlation pattern in real space.

F. Electron momentum distribution

In Fig. S11, we provide the electron momentum distribution n(k) for more parameters on 6-leg cylinders. One can find that
the topology of the Fermi surface at k = (±π, 0) and k = (0,±π) is unenclosed in all the three phases at t2/t1 < 0, which
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FIG. S4. Bond dimension dependence of the charge density of all the sites in the hole-doped SC phase on 8-leg cylinder. (a) to (f)
correspond to the charge density distribution for D = 10000, D = 12000, D = 16000, D = 20000, D = 24000 and D = 28000,
respectively. Here, we show the results of δ = 1/8, t2/t1 = −0.2 on the Ly = 8, Lx = 24 cylinder.
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FIG. S5. Bond dimension dependence of the charge density profiles on 8-leg cylinders. (a) and (b) show the results on the Ly = 8, Lx =
24 cylinder at δ = 1/8, for the hole-doped SC phase at t2/t1 = −0.1 and the uniform d-wave phase at t2/t1 = 0.3.

are consistent with the ARPES observation of hole-doped cuprates [58]. The same Fermi surface topology is also found on the
8-leg cylinder at t2/t1 < 0, δ = 1/8 [Fig. S12(a)], which is in contrast to the electron-doped case [Fig. S12(b)], where the Fermi
surface forms a closed pocket centered around k = (0, 0).

G. Extrapolation of correlation functions with growing bond dimension

In this section, we explain the bond dimension extrapolation process for correlation functions in more details. We perform
polynomial extrapolations to best fit the data for a range of bond dimensions up to 15000 and 28000 SU(2) multiplets for 6- and
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FIG. S6. Scaling of pairing correlations for more parameter points in the superconducting phases. (a) Double-logarithmic plot of
Pyy(r) at δ = 1/36, t2/t1 = −0.08 on 6-leg cylinder, for the SC + CDW phase. The power exponent Ksc ' 1.01 is obtained by fitting
Pyy(r) ∼ r−Ksc . The dashed line denotes the fitting of the extrapolatedD →∞ results. (b) Similar plot of Pyy(r) at δ = 1/8, t2/t1 = −0.2
on 8-leg cylinders, for the hole-doped SC phase. The power exponent is obtained as Ksc ' 1.63.

FIG. S7. Charge density for all the lattice sites in the Wy3 CDW phase on 6-leg cylinders. (a) to (f) correspond to the results for Lx = 24,
Lx = 32, Lx = 40, Lx = 48, Lx = 56 and Lx = 64, respectively. Here, we show the data of δ = 1/12, t2/t1 = −0.2 as a representative.
The truncation error of all the simulations is about O(10−6).

8-leg cylinders. In Fig. S13, we show the extrapolations of the pairing correlations in the stripe phase (6-leg), SC + CDW phase
(6-leg), SC phase (8-leg), and uniform d-wave phase (8-leg) as representative. For each given distance r, the correlations are
extrapolated by the quadratic polynomial function F (1/D) = F (0) + α/D + β/D2 with five different bond dimensions. We
have also checked that the cubic polynomial extrapolations give the similar results, which do not change the conclusions.
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FIG. S8. Correlation functions in the Wy3 CDW phase. (a) Comparison among the pairing correlation Pyy(r), charge density correlation
D(r), single-particle Green’s functionG(r), and spin correlation F (r) in the Wy3 CDW phase on 6-leg cylinders at t2/t1 = −0.2, δ = 1/12.
The correlations are rescaled by δ to make a direct comparison. (b) Double-logarithmic plot of Pyy(r) for different t2/t1 at δ = 1/12 and
δ = 1/24. Here we show the results obtained using the bond dimension D = 15000 on the Lx = 48 cylinder.
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FIG. S9. Static spin structure factors S(k) for different t2/t1 and doping rations δ on 6-leg cylinders. S(k) are obtained by taking the
Fourier transformation for the spin correlations of the middle 32× 6 sites on the 48× 6 cylinders. In the stripe phase, S(k) exhibits two round
peaks around k = (π, π). While the single peak is well maintained in the SC + CDW phase. In the Wy3 CDW phase, S(k) always show
round peaks. All these measurements are obtained by keeping bond dimension D = 12000.
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FIG. S10. Static spin structure factors S(k) for the hole-doped SC phase and uniform d-wave SC phase on 8-leg cylinders. S(k) are
obtained by taking the Fourier transformation for the spin correlations of the middle 16 × 8 sites on the 24 × 8 cylinders. In the SC phase,
there are two round peaks around k = (π, π), while a single peak in the uniform d-wave SC phase. All the measurements are obtained by
keeping bond dimension D = 16000.

FIG. S11. Momentum distribution functions n(k) for different t2/t1 and doping rations δ on 6-leg cylinders. n(k) are obtained
by taking the Fourier transformation for the single-particle Green’s functions of the middle 32 × 6 sites on the 48 × 6 cylinders. All the
measurements are obtained by keeping bond dimension D = 12000.
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FIG. S12. Momentum distribution functions n(k) for the hole-doped SC phase and uniform d-wave SC phase on 8-leg cylinders. n(k)
are obtained by taking the Fourier transformation for the single-particle Green’s functions of the middle 16× 8 sites on the 24× 8 cylinders.
All the measurements are obtained by keeping bond dimension D = 16000.
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FIG. S13. Extrapolations of correlation functions versus bond dimension. (a) and (b) show the extrapolations of the pairing correlations
Pyy on the 6-leg cylinders for t2/t1 = −0.06, δ = 1/12 in the stripe phase, and t2/t1 = −0.08, δ = 1/24 in the SC + CDW phase. D
is the SU(2) bond dimension, which corresponds to D = 6000, 8000, 10000, 12000, 15000 here. (c) and (d) are the similar extrapolations
on the 8-leg cylinders for t2/t1 = −0.1, δ = 1/8 in the hole-doped SC phase, and t2/t1 = 0.3, δ = 1/8 in the uniform d-wave SC phase.
The kept bond dimensions correspond to D = 10000, 12000, 16000, 20000, 24000, 28000. The correlation data at each given distance r are
extrapolated by the quadratic polynomial function F (1/D) = F (0) + α/D + β/D2.
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