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Motivated by significant discrepancies between experimental observations of electron-doped cuprates and
numerical results of the Hubbard and t-J models, we investigate the role of inter-site interactions V by studying
the t-J-V model on square lattices. Based on large-scale density matrix renormalization group simulations,
we identify the ground-state phase diagram across varying inter-site interactions V and doping concentration
δ. We find that the phase diagram with finite inter-site interactions 2 ≲ V/J ≲ 3 offers a more accurate
description of electron-doped cuprates than the conventional Hubbard and t-J models. Moreover, we reveal
the role of inter-site interactions V at varying doping levels: at light doping, inter-site interactions favor Néel
antiferromagnetic order, and suppress both superconductivity and charge density wave; around optimal doping,
these interactions support a pseudogap-like phase while suppressing superconductivity, and we further perform
the slave boson mean-field analysis to understand the numerical results microscopically; at higher doping, the
effects of inter-site interactions become insignificant, with our numerical predictions suggesting the emergence
of incommensurate spin density wave phase. Our specific focus around optimal doping with various inter-site
interactions identifies successive phases including phase separation, uniform d-wave SC and a pseudogap-like
phase, and reveals a relative insensitivity of charge density wave to superconductivity. Our study suggests the
t-J-V model as the minimal model to capture the essential physics of the electron-doped cuprates.

Introduction.— Understanding the intricate physics of high-
temperature superconductors copper-oxide stands as one of
the great challenges in modern condensed matter physics [1–
6]. Theoretically, this foundational puzzle was cast within the
framework of the Hubbard or t-J model [4, 6–10]. Nonethe-
less, there remain persistent discrepancies within the param-
eter range most applicable to cuprates, stemming from the
mismatch between experimental observations and state-of-
the-art numerical simulations based on the Hubbard or t-
J models [11–25]. Specifically, on the hole-doped side,
experimental findings reveal a notable superconducting fea-
ture [26, 27], whereas the existence of robust superconductiv-
ity (SC) remains elusive in numerical simulations [15–19, 21–
25, 28]. Furthermore, simulating the original three-band
model for hole-doped cuprates poses additional computational
challenges due to its complexity. Conversely, in the electron-
doped case, noteworthy discrepancies regarding SC and Néel
antiferromagnetic order (AF) exist between the findings of
experiments [5, 27, 29–31] and unbiased numerical studies
based on the Hubbard or t-J models [20–24, 28]. Specif-
ically, these numerical studies find that strong SC emerges
from lighter electron doping rather close to half filling and
extends over a much broader range than those typically ob-
served experimentally. Yet, a consensus has emerged in the
community on two aspects of electron-doped cuprates: con-
sistent findings on superconductivity from unbiased numeri-
cal studies of pure single-band models [20–24, 28] and the
adequacy of a single-band model to describe the real mate-
rials, where doping involves only the dx2−y2 orbital of the
copper. These agreements suggest that resolving the dis-
crepancies in electron-doped cuprates is more computation-
ally manageable, theoretically feasible, and of critical impor-
tance for understanding the underlying physics. Such an ex-
ploration calls for the study of single-band Hubbard or t-J
models with additional ingredients that accurately and simul-

taneously capture the essential physics of the corresponding
materials [5, 27, 29–31], including robust AF, weak charge
density wave (CDW) and absent SC at light doping, coexis-
tence of AF and SC with increasing doping, narrow SC region
around optimal doping, and the existence of pseudogap (PG).

In one- and two-dimensional materials, it is noticeable that
Coulomb screening is weaker than that in three dimensions,
making it challenging to restrict the inter-site interactions be-
tween electrons to on-site interactions only. Recent studies
have accumulated evidence demonstrating the crucial role of
inter-site repulsion in both hole- and electron-doped cuprates
[32–42]. These findings suggest that nearest-neighbor elec-
tron repulsion is pertinent in understanding the static and dy-
namic charge order [38, 39, 41] as well as its interplay with
spin order [42], consistent with experiments of compounds
Nd2−xCexCuO4 (NCCO) [43–46]. Meanwhile, significant
attention has also been given to inter-site attraction such as
phonon effect [47–57].

Motivated by the above, we examine the roles of the inter-
site interactions in the t-J-V model on the square lattice, aim-
ing at identifying a minimal model capable of describing the
phase diagram of the electron-doped cuprates, as validated by
experiments. The Hamiltonian is given by

H =−
∑

{ij},σ

tijP
(
ĉ†i,σ ĉj,σ + H.c.

)
P

+
∑
{ij}

JijSi · Sj +
∑
{ij}

Vijninj .
(1)

Here, c†i,σ and ci,σ are the electron creation and annihilation
operators with spin-σ at site i. Si is the spin-1/2 operator
and ni represents electron number. P projects to the single-
occupancy subspace. We consider both nearest-neighbor
(NN) and next-nearest-neighbor (NNN) bonds, the hopping
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Fig. 1. Distinct phases in the t-J-V model. (a) Phase diagram as a
function of nearest-neighbor interaction V1 and dopings δ. There are
Néel antiferromagnetic order (AF), pseudogap-like (PG-like), super-
conductivity (SC), incommensurate spin density wave (iSDW), and
charge density wave (CDW) phases, as well as regions where some
of these phases coexist. Black dots are the parameters we calculate.
(b) Fixing δ = 1/8, three distinct phases as a function of V1: phase
separation (PS), SC, and PG-like phase. The yellow triangles and
blue circles denote n̄b [see Eq.S5 in supplementary [58]], a quan-
tity characterizing PS, and Dyy(r = Lx/2), the pair correlations at
r = Lx/2, respectively. Other choices of r exhibit similar behav-
ior [58]. The inset depicts the square lattice and model parameters.
The gray dashed line in (a) and the gray arrow in (b) correspond to
the standard t-J model with Vij = −0.25Jij .The energy unit is cho-
sen as J1. Here, t2/t1 = 0.2 corresponds to electron-doped cuprates
and both phase diagrams are identified on N = 24× 6 systems.

amplitude tij equates to t1 for NN and t2 for NNN, with the
corresponding values for Jij and Vij being J1, J2, and V1,
V2, as illustrated in the inset of Fig. 1(b). The energy unit is
J1. Specifically, we choose parameters t1/J1 = 3.0, J2/J1 =

(t2/t1)
2 with ratio t2/t1 = 0.2 and V2/V1 = J2/J1, corre-

sponding to the parameter region of electron-doped cuprates
[59–61]. We investigate the ground-state properties by density
matrix renormalization group (DMRG) [62–64]. The square-
lattice size is N = Lx × Ly , where Lx and Ly represent the
cylinder length and circumference, respectively. Considering
the varying convergence rates at different parameters, we set
the bond dimension up to D = 45000 in U(1)×U(1) DMRG
and D = 18000 ∼ 24000 in U(1)×SU(2) DMRG [see sup-
plementary [58] for DMRG details].

Phase diagram and main findings.— Based on the DMRG
simulation of the t-J-V model, we identify different phases
and construct the ground-state phase diagram as a function of
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Fig. 2. Effect of nearest-neighbor interactionV1 on SC, AF and CDW
phases with respect to doping δ. Panels (a-c) plot the amplitudes of
pair correlations Dyy(r), spin correlations S(r), and charge density
correlations N(r) at r = Lx/2. The amplitudes of |S(r = Lx/2)|
around δ ∼ 1/4 are significantly smaller than those with δ ≲ 1/12,
thereby masking the signature of iSDW in panel (b) [see supplemen-
tary [58]]. Black dots are calculated parameters for N = 24× 6.

inter-site interactions V and doping concentrations δ, as de-
picted in Fig. 1(a). Our findings indicate that the t-J-V model,
with inter-site repulsion 2J1 ≲ V1 ≲ 3J1 comparable to the
hopping amplitude t1, more accurately reflects the experimen-
tal observations of electron-doped cuprates [5, 44] than the
conventional Hubbard and t-J models, especially in terms of
SC, AF, PG, and CDW phases. This suggests the minimal
model of electron-doped cuprates is the t-J-V model.

Specifically, within 2 ≲ V1/J1 ≲ 3, SC is absent and AF
dominates at light doping levels; AF coexists with SC and
weak CDW as doping increases; around optimal doping, SC
becomes dominant, but is confined to a narrower doping range
compared to the much broader range observed in the t-J limit
[dashed gray line in Fig. 1(a)]; a tentative incommensurate
spin density wave (iSDW) phase is predicted to emerge at even
larger doping [58].

Moreover, we reveal the impact of inter-site interactions
on various phases, as shown in Figs. 1, 2, 3, 5. At light
doping, inter-site interactions predominantly favor AF [see
Fig. 2(b) and Fig. 3(b)] and suppress both SC and CDW quasi-
long-range orders [see Fig. 2(a,c) and Fig. 3(a)]. Around
optimal doping, these interactions preferentially support a
pseudogap-like (PG-like) phase while suppressing SC [see
Fig. 1, Fig. 2(a) and Fig. 5(a)]. At higher doping around
δ ∼ 1/4, the impact of inter-site interactions becomes less
pronounced [see Fig. 2].

In particular, we especially focus on SC region and eluci-
date the role of inter-site interactions around optimal doping.
As shown in Fig. 1(b), when the inter-site interaction shifts
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Fig. 3. Effect of nearest-neighbor interaction V1 on charge density
correlations in panel (a) and spin correlations in panel (b) for δ =
1/12 and N = 24×6. Panels (a,b) are labeled identically. The inset
of (b) shows a contour plot of static spin structure factor S(q).

from attraction to repulsion, the system undergoes successive
phase transitions: from phase separation for large inter-site at-
traction to uniform d-wave SC, then to a PG-like phase with
strong CDW, SDW and superconducting fluctuations. Within
the SC phase, when shifting the inter-site interaction from at-
traction to repulsion, a notable suppression of SC is observed
until it is ultimately destroyed at larger repulsion. Such nu-
merical observation has also been microscopically interpreted
by slave-boson mean-field analysis. Remarkably, our find-
ing of the phase separation under large inter-site attraction
[see supplementary [58]] implies that the effective inter-site
interactions could be repulsive, since there is no clear ex-
perimental evidence of the phase separation in the electron-
doped cuprates [5, 65, 66]. This finding also supports the t-J-
V model with significant inter-site repulsion as the minimal
model of the electron-doped cuprates.

AF and CDW with varying inter-site interactions at light
doping.— At light doping, the amplitudes of spin correlations
S(r) ≡ ⟨Sr0 · Sr0+rex

⟩ [see Fig. 2(b)] and charge density
correlations N(r) ≡ ⟨nr0nr0+rex

⟩ − ⟨nr0⟩⟨nr0+rex
⟩ [see

Fig. 2(c)] at bulk of the system with r = Lx/2 indicate
that inter-site interactions mainly favor SDW and suppress
CDW. To provide a specific illustration of this trend, we depict
|N(r)| and |S(r)| for δ = 1/12 with various inter-site inter-
actions in Fig. 3. In the limit of the standard t-J model, i.e.,
V1 = −0.25, the CDW slightly dominates over SDW, since
|N(r)| and |S(r)| decay at rates comparable to and faster than
∼ r−2, respectively. However, with the increase of inter-site
interactions, |N(r)| decays more rapidly, while |S(r)| shows
a slower decay, becoming power-law behavior at large inter-
site repulsion, thereby demonstrating suppression of CDW
and a preference for SDW at light doping. We identify the
AF at light doping by demonstrating that S(r) exhibits the AF
property (−1)rS(r) > 0 [see Fig. 3(b)] and the peaks of the
static spin structure factor S(q) ≡

∑
i,j⟨Si · Sj⟩eiq·(i−j)/N

stabilize at the momentum q0 = (±π,±π), as shown in sup-
plementary [58] and the inset of Fig. 3(b). While such prefer-
ence for AF by inter-site repulsion is intriguing for theoretical
study, the suppression of the CDW even appears to be coun-
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Fig. 4. Properties of SC phase. (a) Pair-pair correlations. (b) spin
correlations and renormalized single-particle propagator. (c) The ra-
tio of pair correlations between different directional bonds. Here,
data of Lx = 24 are offset horizontally for clarity, and darker and
lighter colors in panels (b,c) imply Lx = 48 and Lx = 24, respec-
tively. (d) The charge density distribution. Here, Lx = 24 data are
offset horizontally and vertically for clarity. (e) The charge density
correlations. A second-order polynomial fitting of 1/D is used to ex-
trapolate bond dimension D = ∞ for Dyy (a) and N(r) (e). Here,
we consider the typical parameter V1 = −1 for N = 24 × 6 and
N = 48× 6 with δ = 1/8.

terintuitive.
Superconductivity versus inter-site interactions around op-

timal doping.— We take δ = 1/8 as an example and study the
impact of inter-site interactions on superconductivity around
optimal doping. Similar observations are also noted at δ =
1/6. We examine the pair correlations defined by

Dαβ(r) ≡
〈
∆̂†

α(r0)∆̂β(r0 + r)
〉
, (2)

where the pair operator ∆̂α(r) ≡ 1√
2

∑
σ σcr,σcr+eα,−σ , and

α, β = x, y. In quasi-one-dimensional cylinders, we ex-
plore the presence of quasi-long-range order characterized by
Dαβ(r) ∼ r−ηsc . Specifically, ηsc < 2 indicates a divergent
superconducting susceptibility in two dimensions as the tem-
perature T → 0.

For a representative V1 = −1 in the SC phase [see
Fig. 4(a)], the pair correlations exhibit a slow power-law de-
cayed rate ηsc ≈ 0.43. Moreover, we find exponentially de-
caying spin correlations S(r) and single-particle propagators
C(r) =

∑
σ⟨c†r0,σcr0+rex,σ⟩, as illustrated in Fig. 4(b). These

results suggest robust SC. We further find that Dyx is always
negative, while Dyy and Dxx are positive. The ratio Dyx/Dyy

is close to −1 while Dxx/Dyy ≈ 1 [see Fig. 4(c)], suggesting
the equal amplitude but opposite signs for the pairs between x
and y bonds, consistent with d-wave pairing symmetry.
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In the SC phase, we also examine the charge density distri-
bution ⟨n̂(x, y)⟩. Due to the translational invariant along the
ey direction, we focus on the distribution along ex and define
n(x) ≡

∑
y⟨n̂(x, y)⟩/Ly , where n̂(x, y) is the density oper-

ator for the doped charge at site (x, y). The uniform profile
of n(x), which remains robust across different system sizes,
is depicted in Fig.4(d). This is consistent with the rapid decay
of charge density correlations N(r) in the SC phase. Notably,
exponential decay in N(r) emerges when considering a rela-
tively larger inter-site attraction [see the semi-logarithmic plot
in Fig.4(e)]. This contrasts with the power-law decay of N(r)
in the SC phase of t-J model [20]. This difference in the de-
cay behavior of N(r) is a distinct SC feature resulting from
inter-site attraction.

We further calculate the pair correlations across a range of
V1 from inter-site attraction to repulsion, and find a weaken-
ing of the pair correlations with increasing V1, as shown in
Fig. 1(b) and Fig. 5(a). Despite this, the charge density distri-
bution n(x) always exhibits a uniform profile across the broad
V1 range [see Fig. 5(c)]. Such uniform charge density distri-
bution supports the translation invariance implemented in our
slave-boson mean-field approach, with which we examine the
trend of SC with respect to V1. Specifically, using slave-boson
representation, the mean-field Hamiltonian [see supplemen-
tary [58]] can be derived as

HMF =−B
∑

{ij},σ

tij(f
†
iσfjσ + h.c.)− χ

∑
{ij}

tij(b
†
i bj + h.c.)

− χ

4

∑
{ij},σ

(Jij + 2Vij)(f
†
iσfjσ + h.c.)

− 1

2

∑
{ij}

(Jij − Vij)[∆
∗(fj↑fi↓ − fj↓fi↑) + h.c.]

− µ
∑
i,σ

f†
iσfiσ + λ

∑
i

(
∑
σ

f†
iσfiσ + b†i bi − 1)

where B = ⟨bib†j⟩, χ =
∑

σ ⟨f
†
iσfjσ⟩, and ∆ = ⟨fj↑fi↓ −

fj↓fi↑⟩. Here, µ is the chemical potential, and λ is the La-
grange multiplier. Notably, we decouple the interaction term
ninj into pairing and hopping channels, instead of replacing
it by a constant (1 − δ)2 as usual practice. Consequently, the
signs of Jij and Vij are opposite in the pairing channel. This
indicates that repulsive Vij is energetically unfavorable for
pairing, contrasting with the enhancing impact of attractive
Vij . Further examination through solving the self-consistent
equations reveals that the critical temperature Tc decreases
when the inter-site interaction shifts from attraction to repul-
sion [58]. These mean-field analyses are consistent with nu-
merical observations.

For inter-site repulsion, N(r) is relatively insensitive to
V1, contrasting the behavior of pair correlations Dyy [see
Fig.5(a)], and follows more closely a power-law form, ∼
r−ηcdw , with ηcdw ≳ 2, as illustrated in Fig. 5(b). This trend
resembles experimental findings in electron-doped cuprates,
where the response of the charge order to SC is relatively less
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Fig. 5. Properties of the system with tuning V1. Panels (a,b) show
pair correlations (a) and charge density correlations (b). Here the
dashed gray line signifies r−2. Darker colors imply a slower decay
rate. (c) The charge density distribution n(x). Data are offset verti-
cally for clarity. Here, we consider δ = 1/8 on N = 24× 6 system.

sensitive near optimal doping [44]. Nonetheless, our numeri-
cal results still reveal an observable relationship: the decay of
N(r) occurs at a slightly slower rate during the suppression
of SC within the SC regime. This hints at a subtle compe-
tition between the CDW and the SC modulated by inter-site
interactions.

Pseudogap-like phase for large inter-site repulsion around
optimal doping.— Around the optical doping, with increasing
Vij , the pair correlation Dyy experiences suppression and ex-
hibits a significantly faster decay rate η ≳ 2 than that observed
in the SC phase, as illustrated by the renormalized quan-
tity |Dyy(r)|/δ2 in Fig. 6(a). Consequently, a PG-like phase
emerges, characterized by the coexistence of strong CDW, su-
perconducting, and SDW fluctuations. The intricate interplay
of these fluctuations is evident in Fig. 6(a), where the renor-
malized |N(r)|/δ2 exhibits a slight prominent amplitude over
|S(r)| and |Dyy(r)|/δ2, signifying the marginally predomi-
nant role of CDW fluctuations over the SDW and supercon-
ducting fluctuations. Notably, in Fig. 6(b), the single particle
propagator |C(r)| decays exponentially, suggesting the charge
insulation along ex. Additionally, as illustrated in Fig. 6(c),
we find the ratios Dyx/Dyy ≈ −1 remain valid, though the
departure of Dxx/Dyy from unity is more noticeable. This
suggests the local d-wave pairing symmetry remains relatively
robust in this PG-like phase even without quasi-long-range SC
order.

Summary.— Our investigation of the t-J-V model on
the square lattice identifies distinct correlated phases and
establishes a ground-state phase diagram as a function of
inter-site interactions and doping concentrations [see Fig. 1].
These findings suggest the minimal model of electron-doped
cuprates should be the t-J-V model with 2 ≲ V1/J1 ≲ 3
instead of the conventional t-J models. Notably, the putative
inter-site repulsion V1 is comparable to the hopping amplitude
t1. Furthermore, we elucidate the role of inter-site interactions
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Fig. 6. Properties of pseudogap-like (PG-like) phase. (a) Various cor-
relations. We renormalize different correlations to facilitate a direct
comparison. (b) Exponentially decayed single particle propagator
|C(r)|. (c) The ratio of pair correlations between different direc-
tional bonds. Here, we consider a typical parameter V1 = 6 on a
N = 24× 6 system with δ = 1/8.

at various doping levels: at light doping levels, these inter-
actions favor Néel antiferromagnetic order and inhibit CDW;
around optimal doping levels, they promote a PG-like phase
while suppressing SC; at higher doping levels, their impact
becomes less significant, while a tentative iSDW phase is pre-
dicted to emerge. We also illustrate the role of inter-site in-
teractions in SC region around optimal doping, and reveal the
successive phases from phase separation to uniform SC, and
further to a PG-like phase with competition among CDW, SC,
and SDW. Therefore, our study provides insights relevant to
understanding electron-doped cuprates materials [5]. More-
over, our work may also stimulate future studies on the t-J-
V -type models applied to other lattice geometries, such as the
triangular lattice [67–72], where inter-site repulsion manifests
prominently in materials like transition-metal-dichalcogenide
bilayers.
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALS FOR
“PHASE DIAGRAM OF THE SQUARE-LATTICE t-J-V MODEL FOR ELECTRON-DOPED CUPRATES ”

DMRG DETAILS AND CORRELATION FUNCTIONS

We investigate the ground-state properties by density matrix renormalization group (DMRG). The square lattice is defined
by the primitive vectors ex = (1, 0), ey = (0, 1) and is wrapped on cylinders with a lattice spacing of unity, as shown in
the inset of Fig.1(b). The system size is denoted as N = Lx × Ly , where Lx and Ly correspond to the cylinder length and
circumference, respectively. The doping concentration is represented by δ = N0/N , with N0 indicating the number of doped
charges. In our study, we primarily focus on the width-6 cylinders, i.e., Ly = 6. Considering the varying convergence rates at
different parameters, we set the bond dimension D up to D ≈ 45, 000 when implementing symmetries with U(1) charge and
U(1) spin-Sz , and D = 18, 000 (or D = 24, 000 in specific cases) when implementing symmetries with U(1) charge and SU(2)
spin, both give consistent results.

To facilitate a direct comparison of various correlations at finite doping δ, we summarize the definitions of the renormalized
correlations as following

• the renormalized single particle propagator CC(r) ≡ [C(r)/δ]2, where the single particle propagator C(r) is

C(r) =
∑
σ

⟨c†r0,σcr0+rex,σ⟩. (S1)

• the renormalized spin correlations SS(r) ≡ |S(r)|, where the spin correlations S(r) is

S(r) ≡ ⟨Sr0 · Sr0+rex
⟩. (S2)

• the renormalized pair correlations DD(r) ≡ |Dyy(r)|/δ2, where the pair correlations Dαβ(r) is

Dαβ(r) ≡
〈
∆̂†

α(r0)∆̂β(r0 + rex)
〉
, with ∆̂†

α(r0) ≡
1√
2

(
c†r0+eα,↓c

†
r0,↑ − c†r0+eα,↑c

†
r0,↓

)
. (S3)

Here, α, β denote the bonds α, β = x, y.

• the renormalized charge-density correlations NN(r) ≡ |N(r)|/δ2, where the charge-density correlation N(r) is

N(r) ≡ ⟨nr0nr0+rex
⟩ − ⟨nr0⟩⟨nr0+rex

⟩. (S4)

Unless otherwise stated, we set the reference position r0 = (Lx/4, y0) for an unbiased calculation to avoid the boundary effect.
Due to the translational invariance of our geometry along the ey direction, the results are not influenced by the value of y0.

SUPERCONDUCTIVITY WITH VARYING INTER-SITE INTERACTIONS

r=6
r=8

r=10
r=12

-2 0 2 4 6 8
0.0
0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8
1.0
1.2

V1

D
y
y
(r
)
1
0-
3 

PS SC PG-like

Fig. S1. Quantum phase diagram of the t-J-V model with δ = 1/8. We identify three distinct phases (PS for phase separation, SC for
superconductivity, and PG-like for pseudogap-like phase) of the extended t-J-V model as a function of V1. The dashed gray line corresponds
to the t-J limit with V1 = −0.25, which implies the absence of the inter-site electron interaction. The phase diagram is determined with
Lx = 24 and Ly = 6.
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Fig. S2. SC properties at typical parameter V1 = −0.5 of the phase for N = 24×6 and N = 48×6 with δ = 1/8. (a) Pairing correlations. (b)
Spin correlation and single-particle propagator. (c) The ratio of pair correlations between different directional bonds. (d) The charge density
distribution. (e) Semi-logarithmic plot of the charge density correlations N(r). (f) Double-logarithmic plot of the charge density correlations
N(r). A second-order polynomial fitting of 1/D in order to scale D to D → ∞ has been used to conjecture the true nature of long-distance
correlations for Dyy(r) (a) and N(r) (e,f).

In the main text, we demonstrated the behaviors of different correlation functions when V1 = −1 within the d-wave SC
phase. In this section, we provide analogous data for a smaller NN attraction at V1 = −0.5 and NN repulsion at V1 = 1, as
well as more analysis for the case of V1 = −1. Furthermore, we present the functions Dyy(r) with respect to V1 across an
expanded set of fixed r values (Fig.S1), thereby further reinforcing the solidity of a diminishing strength in the pair correlations
as V1 increases within the SC phase. In quasi-one-dimensional cylinders, we explore the presence of SC quasi-long-range order,
which is characterized by Dαβ(r) ∼ r−ηsc . Specifically, ηsc < 2 indicates a divergent superconducting susceptibility in two
dimensions as the temperature T → 0.

We show results for a representative value of a smaller NN attraction at V1 = −0.5 in Fig. S2. We present the pair correlations
exhibiting a slow power-law decayed rate ηsc ≈ 0.65 (Fig. S2(a)). Moreover, we find exponentially decaying spin correlations
S(r) and single-particle propagator C(r), as illustrated in Fig. S2(b). To investigate the SC pairing symmetry, we calculate the
pair correlations between different types of bonds. We find that Dyx is always negative, while Dyy and Dxx are always positive.
As depicted in Fig. S2(c), the ratio Dyx/Dyy is close to −1 while Dxx/Dyy ≈ 1, suggesting the equal amplitude and the
opposite signs for the pair correlations between x and y bonds. We further examine the charge density distribution ⟨n̂(x, y)⟩. As
shown in Fig. S2(d), we find a uniform charge density, consistent with the exponential decay in the charge density correlations
N(r) (see Fig. S2(e) for a semi-logarithmic plot and Fig. S2(f) for a double-logarithmic plot for comparison). This behavior in
N(r) is similar to that of a larger inter-site attraction such as V1 = −1 in the main text (Fig. S3), but different from the case
where inter-site electron interaction is absent. The inter-site electron repulsion case V1 > −1/4 is exemplified by V1 = 1 in
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Fig. S4, with Dyy and N(r) decaying with a power law in a faster rate ηsc ≈ 1.01 and in a slower rate ηcdw ≈ 2.48, respectively,
compared with the case of V1 = −1 in the main text. The robustness of these features is confirmed by different values of Lx.
Overall, these observed features, along with those for the larger electron attraction V1 = −1 in the main text, reinforce the
robustness of the quasi-long-range SC order throughout the entire d-wave SC phase.
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Fig. S3. Semi- (a) and double-logarithmic (b) plot of the charge density correlations N(r) at NN attraction V1 = −1 for N = 24 × 6
and N = 48 × 6 with δ = 1/8. It appears to be difficult to fit the curves in the double-logarithmic (b) plot using a power-law function. A
second-order polynomial fitting of 1/D in order to scale D to D → ∞ for each distance r has been used to conjecture the true nature of
long-distance correlations for both plots. The plot (a) is the same as that in the main text and is included for comparison.
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Fig. S4. SC properties at typical NN repulsion V1 = 1 of the phase for N = 24× 6 and N = 48× 6 with δ = 1/8. (a) Double-logarithmic
plot of pair correlations Dyy . (b) Renormalized spin correlation and single-particle propagator. Darker colors imply Lx = 48. (c) The ratio
of pair correlations between different directional bonds. Darker colors imply Lx = 48. Data of Lx = 24 are offset horizontally for clarity.
(d) The charge density distribution n(x). Data of Lx = 24 are offset horizontally and vertically for clarity. (e) Double-logarithmic plot of the
charge density correlations N(r). A second-order polynomial fitting of 1/D in order to scale D to D → ∞ for each distance r has been used.

PHASE SEPARATION FOR LARGE INTER-SITE ATTRACTION

Our further calculations reveal that larger attractive interaction V1 ≲ −1.5 suppresses SC and drives the system to a phase
separation [73–78], which refers to the coexistence of insulating magnetic region in the bulk and charge accumulation zone near
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Fig. S5. Properties of the phase separation (PS). (a) The charge density distribution n(x). (b) Power-law decayed spin correlations |S(r)| with
the property S(r)S(r + 1) < 0. Orange dots for S(r) > 0 and blue dots for S(r) < 0. Inset, static spin structure factor S(q). Here, we
consider δ = 1/8 and the typical parameter V1 = −3 of this phase.

the boundary [see Fig. S5(a)]. This phenomenon is demonstrated by examining n̄b [see Fig. 1(b) in the main text] defined by

n̄b ≡
∑Lx/4

x=1 n(x) +
∑Lx

x=3Lx/4
n(x)−

∑3Lx/4−1
x=Lx/4+1 n(x)∑Lx

x=1 n(x)
. (S5)

Here, a value of n̄b ≈ 1 serves as a strong indicator of phase separation, while a distinct value suggests the suppression of phase
separation. Due to the concentration of charges at the boundary, the bulk spin correlations S(r) resemble the undoped Nèel
antiferromagnetic order (AF), i.e., S(r) exhibits a power-law decay and the AF property S(r)S(r+1) < 0 [see Fig. S5(b)]. We
also calculate the static spin structure factor S(q), which is defined by the Fourier transformation of spin correlations. As shown
in the inset of Fig. S5(b), the maximum of S(q) emerges at q = (π, π), and the minimum is at q = 0, which is also consistent
with the undoped antiferromagnetic phase in the bulk of the system.

PSEUDOGAP-LIKE PHASE FOR LARGE INTER-SITE REPULSION

The PG-like phase that emerges in our model for larger inter-site repulsion is characterized by the coexistence of strong CDW,
SC, and SDW fluctuations. The intricate interplay of these fluctuations for V1 = 8 and different system sizes is evident in
Fig. S6(a), where the renormalized NN(r) ≡ |N(r)|/δ2 exhibits a prominent amplitude. This amplitude signifies the slightly
dominant influence of CDW fluctuations within this phase. Notably, in Fig. S6(b), the single particle propagator |C(r)| decays
exponentially, suggesting the charge insulation along ex. For the pseudogap-like phase, we have conducted a thorough review
of typical numerical results [see Fig. S7], extending calculations to the bond dimension D = 18000.

∼ r-2

CC(r)

DD(r)

NN(r)

SS(r)

100 101

10-5

10-2

r

(a)

N  166 N  246

2 4 6 8 10 12

10-5

10-4

10-3

10-2

10-1

r

C
(r
)

(b)

Fig. S6. PG-like properties at a typical parameter V1 = 8 of the phase for N = 16×6 and N = 24×6 with δ = 1/8. (a) Various correlations.
Renormalization of the correlations is employed to facilitate a direct comparison. (b) Exponentially decayed single particle propagator |C(r)|.
Here, darker colors imply Lx = 24, and we set the reference position r0 = (Lx/4, y0) for the correlations.
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Fig. S7. PG-like properties with respect to different bond dimensions at a typical parameter V1 = 8 of the phase for N = 24 × 6 with
δ = 1/8. (a,b) Double- (a) and semi-logarithmic (b) plot of the pairing correlations. (c) Single-particle propagator. (d) The charge density
distribution. (e,f) Double- (e) and semi-logarithmic (f) plot of the charge density correlations N(r). A second-order polynomial fitting of 1/D
in order to scale D to D → ∞ has been used to conjecture the true nature of long-distance correlations for Dyy(r) (a,b) and N(r) (e,f).

SLAVE-BOSON MEAN FIELD ANALYSIS

In this section, we provide the motivation and details of the slave-boson mean-field approach. Based on our DMRG results,
the pair correlations in the SC phase are suppressed by the Vij interaction in the t-J-V model. In most slave-boson mean-field
studies, the interaction term ninj is usually treated by replacing ni with 1− δ. To understand the numerical findings, we use the
slave-boson mean-field approach to examine the impact of the inter-site interactions V in the t-J-V model. The DMRG results
presented in the main text reveal a uniform charge density distribution n(x) in the SC phase. This supports the choice of a unit
cell in the following mean field analysis, confirming its validity.

In the slave-boson representation, the electron creation operator c†iσ is decomposed into the fermionic spinon f†
i and bosonic

holon bi, c
†
iσ = f†

iσbi. The Hamiltonian is given by

H = −t
∑
⟨ij⟩,σ

(
f†
iσbib

†
jfjσ + f†

jσbjb
†
ifiσ

)
+ J

∑
⟨ij⟩

Ŝi · Ŝj +

(
V − 1

4
J

)∑
⟨ij⟩

ninj (S6)

where Ŝi = 1
2

∑
α,β c

†
iασ̂αβcjβ is the spin operator. ⟨ij⟩ represents the nearest-neighbor. The single occupation constraint∑

σ c
†
iσciσ ≤ 1 is written as

∑
σ f

†
iσfiσ + b†i bi = 1.
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Fig. S8. (a) The critical temperature Tc dependence of V . Tc is in units of J for J/t = 1/3. When shifting the V interaction from attraction
to repulsion, a notable decrease of Tc is observed. (b) The amplitude of the pairing order parameter |∆ij | across a set of V values. Here, the
doping level is δ = 1/8, and the system size is N = 20× 20.

To calculate the impact of the V ninj term, we define the order parameters:

B =
〈
bib

†
j

〉
χ =

∑
σ

〈
f†
iσfjσ

〉
= 2

〈
f†
iσfjσ

〉
χ∗ =

∑
σ

〈
f†
jσfiσ

〉
= 2

〈
f†
jσfiσ

〉
∆ = 2 ⟨fj↑fi↓⟩ = −2 ⟨fj↓fi↑⟩

∆∗ = 2
〈
f†
i↓f

†
j↑

〉
= − 2

〈
f†
i↑f

†
j↓

〉
(S7)

The mean-field Hamiltonian can be decoupled in this form:

HMF = HMF
t +HMF

JV − µ
∑
i,σ

f†
iσfiσ + λ

∑
i

(∑
σ

f†
iσfiσ + b†i bi − 1

)
(S8)

where

HMF
t = −tB

∑
⟨ij⟩

(∑
σ

f†
iσfjσ +

∑
σ

f†
jσfiσ

)
− tχ

∑
⟨ij⟩

(
b†jbi + b†i bj

)
+ 2t

∑
⟨ij⟩

χB (S9)

HMF
JV =−

(
1

4
J +

1

2
V

)
χ
∑
⟨ij⟩

(∑
σ

f†
iσfjσ +

∑
σ

f†
jσfiσ − χ2

)

−
(
1

2
J − 1

2
V

)∑
⟨ij⟩

[
∆∗ (fj↑fi↓ − fj↓fi↑) + ∆

(
f†
i↓f

†
j↑ − f†

i↑f
†
j↓

)
−∆∗∆

] (S10)

µ is the chemical potential, λ is the Lagrange multiplier. After the Fourier transformation and Bogoliubov transformation, we
obtain the free energy:

F =− 2

β

∑
k

ln cosh

(
βEk

2

)
+
∑
k

εk +
1

β

∑
k

ln
(
1− e−βωk

)
+ 4NtBχ+N

(
1

2
J + V

)
χ2 +N

(
1

2
J − 1

2
V

)(
∆2

x +∆2
y

)
−Nλ

(S11)
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where

εk =−
(
tB +

1

4
Jχ+

1

2
V χ

)
K (k)− µ+ λ

K (k) =2 (cos (kx) + cos (ky))

ωk =− tχK (k) + λ

Ek =
√
ε2k +∆2

k

∆k =− (J − V ) (∆x cos (kx) + ∆y cos (ky))

(S12)

Finally, we minimize the free energy and obtain a set of self-consistent equations:

δ =
1

N

∑
k

1

eβωk − 1

1− δ =
1

N

∑
k

[
1− εk

Ek
tanh

(
βEk

2

)]
B =

1

4N

∑
k

K (k)

eβωk − 1

χ =
1

4N

∑
k

K (k)

[
1− εk

Ek
tanh

(
βEk

2

)]

∆α =
(J − V )

N

∑
k

tanh
(

βEk

2

)
Ek

(∆x cos kx +∆y cos ky) cos kα, α = x, y.

(S13)

As discussed above, the V ninj term represents the Coulomb repulsive or attractive interaction, depending on the sign of V .
To understand the numerical findings of the role of such a term in superconductivity, we choose the doping level δ = 1/8,
and calculate the critical temperature Tc and the amplitude of the pairing order parameter |∆ij | across a set of V values. The
critical temperature Tc is determined by solving the self-consistent equations. Here we choose N = 10 × 10 × 10 lattice sites.
We examine the critical temperatures of RVB (TRVB) and Bose condensation of holons (TBE) with interlayer electron transfer
tz = 0.1t. In the doping level δ = 1/8, we find Tc = TRVB < TBE. Next, we calculate the Tc for N = 20×20. As illustrated in
Fig. S8(a), Tc decreases with the increase of V from attraction to repulsion, consistent with the DMRG observations. Moreover,
|∆ij | also decreases with increasing V [see Fig. S8(b)]. These mean-field results could be clearly observed from the opposite
sign of J and V before the cooper pair order parameters in Eq. (S10), where the positive V is unfavorable for pairing, unlike the
attractive V .

NÉEL ANTIFERROMAGNETIC ORDER AND INCOMMENSURATE SPIN-DENSITY-WAVE PHASE

In this section, we supplement more data of static spin structure factor S(q) and spin correlations S(r) in Eq. (S2) regarding
Nèel antiferromagnetic order (AF) at light doping and incommensurate spin density wave (iSDW) for large doping with various
inter-site interaction V1. The static spin structure factor S(q) is defined by

S(q) ≡
∑
i,j

⟨Si · Sj⟩eiq·(i−j)/N, (S14)

with its peak at certain wave vectors q = q0 signaling magnetic order. For the AF on a square lattice, the peaks are located at
q0 = (±π,±π).
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Fig. S9. Evolution of the magnetic structure across a range of inter-site interactions V1 with N = 24×6 at δ = 1/12. (a-d) The contour plot of
the static spin structure factor S(q) with various V1. Squares with black dashed edges in panels (a-d) denote the Brillouin zone. Interpolation
has been applied in the contour plot. (e) Amplitude of spin correlations with various V1. Both panels (e) and (f) are labeled identically. (f)
Line-cut plot of S(q) along the momentum path q = (qx, π). The energy unit is chosen as J1.
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Fig. S10. Evolution of the magnetic structure across a range of inter-site interactions V1 with N = 24×6 at δ = 1/4. (a-d) The contour plot of
the static spin structure factor S(q) with various V1. Squares with black dashed edges in panels (a-d) denote the Brillouin zone. Interpolation
has been applied in the contour plot. (e) Amplitude of spin correlations |S(r)| with various V1. Both panels (e) and (f) are labeled identically.
(f) Line-cut plot of S(q) along the momentum path q = (qx, π). The energy unit is chosen as J1.
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We demonstrate the impact of inter-site interactions on AF at a representative light doping δ = 1/12 in Fig. S9. In the limit
of standard t-J model, i.e., V1 = −0.25, |S(r)| decay at a rate faster than ∼ r−2. However, with the increase of inter-site
interactions, |S(r)| exhibits a slower decay, approaching power-law behavior with stronger repulsion. Meanwhile, the peaks of
S(q) stabilize at q0 = (±π,±π) [see Figs. S9(a-d,f)] and intensify [see Figs. S9(f)], thereby demonstrating a preference for AF
by V1 at light doping. Such preference for AF by inter-site repulsion is intriguing for future analytical study.

We identify the ground state at δ = 1/4 as iSDW, since the peaks of S(q) slightly split around the momentum (±π,±π),
as demonstrated in Figs. S10(a-d,f), and all the decay rates shown in Fig. S10(e) are slightly slower than ∼ r−2, indicating the
presence of a quasi-long-range SDW order. The impact of inter-site interactions on iSDW at higher doping levels δ = 1/4 is less
pronounced, as shown in Fig.S10(e). Notably, the amplitudes of |S(r = Lx/2)| at δ = 1/4 [see Fig. S10(e)] are significantly
smaller than those at δ = 1/12 [see Fig. S9(e)], thereby masking the signature of iSDW in the Fig. 2(b) of the main text.
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