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3University of Regensburg, Universitätsstr. 31, Regensburg D-93053, Germany

(Dated: February 2, 2024)

When a mobile hole is doped into an antiferromagnet, its movement will distort the surrounding
magnetic order and yield a magnetic polaron. The resulting complex interplay of spin and charge
degrees of freedom gives rise to very rich physics and is widely believed to be at the heart of high-
temperature superconductivity in cuprates. In this paper, we develop a quantitative theoretical
formalism, based on the phenomenological parton description, to describe magnetic polarons in the
strong coupling regime. We construct an effective Hamiltonian with weak coupling to the spin-
wave excitations in the background, making the use of standard polaronic methods possible. Our
starting point is a single hole doped into an AFM described by a ‘geometric string’ capturing the
strongly correlated hopping processes of charge and spin degrees of freedom, beyond linear spin-
wave approximation. Subsequently, we introduce magnon excitations through a generalized 1/S
expansion and derive an effective coupling of these spin-waves to the hole plus the string (the
meson) to arrive at an effective polaron Hamiltonian with density-density type interactions. After
making a Born-Oppenheimer-type approximation, this system is solved using the self-consistent
Born approximation to extract the renormalized polaron properties. We apply our formalism (i)
to calculate beyond linear spin-wave ARPES spectra, (ii) to reveal the interplay of ro-vibrational
meson excitations, and (ii) to analyze the pseudogap expected at low doping. Moreover, our work
paves the way for exploring magnetic polarons out-of equilibrium or in frustrated systems, where
weak-coupling approaches are desirable and going beyond linear spin-wave theory becomes necessary.

I. INTRODUCTION

Ever since the discovery of superconductivity in
cuprates by Bednorz et al. [1] in 1986, tremendous effort
has been put into understanding the rich physics of these
materials. Today, there is general agreement that the
physics underlying the cuprates is that of a doped anti-
ferromagnetic (AFM) Mott insulator (MI). The Hubbard
model as well as its strong coupling limit, the t-J model,
have emerged as minimal models capturing the strongly
correlated processes of these materials [2]. They feature
many properties and different states of matter which have
remained elusive for more than forty years in spite of the
numerous studies on doped MI’s.

A necessary step in order to reach a deeper under-
standing of the underlying mechanism of these phases
is to understand and characterize the charge carriers in
these systems. At very low doping, the charge carriers are
quasiparticles named magnetic polarons and are formed
by holes dressed by spin fluctuations [3, 4], a view re-
cently corroborated by high-resolution ARPES measure-
ments in clean cuprates [5] and in ultracold atom experi-
ments [6]. The magnetic frustration surrounding the hole
is due to the competition of the antiferromagnetic order
and the delocalization of the holes, favouring ferromag-
netic order, and has been proposed to provide a possible
pairing mechanism for high-temperature superconductiv-
ity [7, 8]. Therefore understanding and characterizing the
magnetic polaron has been of great interest over the last
few decades, but even the problem of a single polaron
can be quite challenging, especially in the strong cou-

pling regime t > J relevant for high-temperature cuprate
superconductors for which typically t/J ≈ 3 [2].
At strong coupling, perturbative methods break down

and different methods have been applied so far to this
problem with varying success. Due to the complexity of
the problem, large-scale numerical methods such as exact
diagonalization [9–12], various Monte Carlo methods [13–
16] and Density Matrix Renormalization Group (DMRG)
methods [10, 17–20] have been applied, but most of them
are restricted by system size or cannot access dynami-
cal or out-of-equilibrium properties. Furthermore there
have been variational approaches [3], and most promi-
nently semi-analytical approaches using 1/S-expansion
and self-consistent Born approximation (SCBA) [4, 21–
25]. In addition, different groups have analyzed string-
like excitations caused by the hole movement [26–30] and
Refs. [20, 26] have used this geometric string picture to
develop a microscopic parton model [31] to describe the
magnetic polarons. Moreover, there has recently again
been increased interest in this field due to experimental
progress in ultracold quantum gases and quantum gas
microscopes, leading to the ability to experimentally re-
alize the Fermi-Hubbard model [32–35]. These experi-
ments give new insights and possibilities to test theoreti-
cal models. They have already been able to measure the
microscopic structure of magnetic polarons [6], signatures
of string patterns [36, 37] and dynamical polaron forma-
tion [38] using snapshots with single-site and single-atom
resolution.
Despite multiple decades of studies, several aspects of

magnetic polarons remain poorly understood. This con-
cerns mostly their excited states and, in extension, their
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out-of- equilibrium properties, e.g. in transport measure-
ments. Addressing these challenges is difficult within the
established framework, and more concerningly it is un-
clear whether the conventional linear spin-wave model
— the workhorse when it comes to describing the po-
laron ground state — remains accurate at higher en-
ergies. Concretely, the shape of the polaron spectrum
at high energies remains debated and its shape at very
low energies has not been analyzed in detail; the micro-
scopic origin of the low-doping pseudogap between the
nodal and antinodal point remains poorly understood;
and the fate of magnetic polarons and their ro-vibrational
excitations [39] away from the dispersion minimum re-
mains unclear. Finally, predicting far-from equilibrium
dynamics and finite temperature properties of magnetic
polarons [40] represents an even greater challenge.

In this article, we study the problem of a single mag-
netic polaron in a doped AFM-MI and construct an ef-
fective polaron Hamiltonian beyond linear spin-wave ap-
proximation. In this formalism, we use geometric strings
to describe the strongly correlated hopping processes of
the spin and charge degrees of freedom in a more com-
plete and accurate way than the conventional 1/S expan-
sion is able to achieve. Then, to improve the model, we
also allow for collective spin-wave excitations and derive
a coupling between the spin-waves and the bare polaron
in the string picture. We thus obtain an effective Hamil-
tonian for the magnetic polaron in the strong coupling
regime as a central result of this work, see Fig. 1(a), (b).
This effective Hamiltonian has only weak interactions, al-
lowing for the use of many methods developed in the field
of Bose polarons [41–43] to obtain new insights in these
systems. For example, we use the self-consistent Born
approximation to solve the interacting Hamiltonian and
benchmark our results against previous semi-analytical
methods and against advanced numerical simulations.

The main advantages of our approach are two-fold: on
one hand, we introduce a systematic scheme for describ-
ing magnetic polarons beyond the linear spin-wave ap-
proximation. The latter is known to overestimate co-
herent features in the single-hole spectral function [44]
— so-called shake-off processes leading to a ladder-like
spectrum of multiple resonances which were found to be
absent beyond the first vibrational excitation in more ac-
curate numerical studies of the t-J model [13, 14, 19]. On
the other hand, we provide a quantitative description of
the meson-picture of magnetic polarons [26, 31], which
loosely views them as confined mesonic pairs of a spinon
and a chargon connected by a string and moving in a
host AFM. We explicitly describe the meson part, going
beyond linear spin-wave theory, and include a coupling
of the meson to collective magnon excitations. I.e. the
bare meson takes the role of a free impurity, which is
weakly dressed with magnons, mostly via conventional
density-density interactions. This allows us to give an
estimate of the accuracy of the mesonic string model and
check whether it captures all essential processes or gets
strongly renormalized by the magnon dressing.

In this paper we employ our method to reveal several
aspects of magnetic polarons that remained elusive so far,
see Fig. 1 (c) - (e). After benchmarking our approach
by comparison of ground state energies to established
Monte-Carlo results [13, 14], we calculate the size of the
anti-nodal (pseudo)gap at low-doping i.e. in the regime
where magnetic polaron theory applies, and elucidate its
microscopic origins. We further analyze the bare me-
son state and find indications for strong hybridization of
the vibrational ground- with rotationally excited string
states around the Γ point at zero momentum, which is
supported by DMRG simulations. Finally we calculate
the magnetic polaron spectrum in which we reveal de-
viations from linear string theory [26]; we also resolve
the incoherent magnon contribution at very low excita-
tion energies relevant to ARPES experiments in solids
and confirm a peak-dip-hump feature below the super-
exchange energy scale.

This article is organized as follows. In Sec. II we con-
struct the formalism from first principles. Starting from
the microscopic t-J model in Sec. II A, we use geometric
strings in Sec. II C to describe the most important and
strongly correlated processes leading to string formation.
In Sec. IID we then include collective spin-wave exci-
tations via the generalized 1/S-expansion and derive an
effective coupling between the spin-waves and the string
excitations in Sec. II E. The resulting effective Hamil-
tonian is then solved in the self-consistent Born approx-
imation (SCBA) in Sec. II F. Finally, in Sec. III we
present the results obtained with this new method and
discuss the polaron’s renormalized properties, with par-
ticular focus on the (pseudo)gap at the anti-nodal point.

II. FORMALISM

In this section, we will construct from first principle an
effective model for magnetic polarons in an AFM valid
at strong coupling. To this end, we will describe the
magnetic polaron in the string-picture in section IIC as
introduced in [26–30]. In section IID, we will use the gen-
eralized 1/S expansion [26, 45] to include collective spin-
wave excitations and compute the effective interaction
between these spin-waves and the magnetic polaron. As
a first application of the beyond-linear spin-wave Hamil-
tonian that we derive (summarized in Sec. II B) we solve
it using the self-consistent Born approximation (SCBA)
in section II F.



3

t

J
J

a
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FIG. 1. Overview of the main results. (a) We sketch the geometric string model for magnetic polarons. The hopping of the
hole induces a string of flipped spins, and spin flip-flop processes lead to a dispersion of the meson as well as to the creation
of spin-wave excitations away from the hole. In (b) we summarize the effective polaron Hamiltonian derived in the main text,
describing meson-magnon coupling. An overview of our main results is shown in (c)-(e), starting with the pseudogap as a
function of the spin coupling J/t in (c). Panel (d) shows the crossing of different internal rotational excitations of the meson
by choosing the opacity of the data points to be proportional to the overlap of the meson with rotational trial state (45) and
we plot the spectral function in (e).

A. Model

We start from the t − J model [46] in the 2D square
lattice

Ĥ =− t
∑

⟨i,j⟩

∑

σ

P̂
(
ĉ†iσ ĉjσ + h.c.

)
P̂

+ J
∑

⟨i,j⟩

(
Ŝi · Ŝj −

1

4
n̂in̂j

)
, (1)

where P̂ denotes the projector onto the subspace with
no more than one fermion ĉjσ per lattice site. Ŝj and n̂j
denote the spin and density operators at site j,

∑
⟨i,j⟩ is

the sum over all nearest-neighbor bonds ⟨i, j⟩ where each
bond is counted once and σ =↑, ↓. In the following, we
will only consider the one-hole subspace, so that the last
term in (1) is constant and does not affect the ground
state.

Next, we use a Schwinger boson representation of
Eq. (1) by introducing a spinless fermionic chargon oper-

ator ĥ†j and Schwinger bosons b̂†jσ, such that we can write

the electron operator as ĉ†jσ = ĥj b̂
†
jσ for the spin-1/2 case

[47], see e.g. [46]. For general spin S of the fermion ĉjσ,

the single occupancy constraint due to the projector P̂
can be generalized to [26, 45]

∑

σ

b̂†jσ b̂jσ = 2S
(
1− ĥ†j ĥj

)
. (2)

This constraint ensures that if there is a hole at a lat-
tice site j, then there will be no spin at this site. Note
that for S ̸= 1

2 this constraint is different from the con-

ventional constraint
∑

σ b̂
†
jσ b̂jσ + ĥ

†
j ĥj = 2S usually used

in 1/S expansions [4], but the former constraint allows
to describe non-linear distortions of the local Néel or-
der parameter. Using these representations (for S = 1

2 )
[48] and generalizing to anisotropic spin coupling, i.e.

J Ŝi · Ŝj → J⊥(Ŝ
x
i Ŝ

x
j + Ŝy

i Ŝ
y
j ) + JzŜ

z
i Ŝ

z
j , the Hamilto-

nian (1) becomes

Ĥ =− t
∑

⟨i,j⟩

∑

σ

(
ĥib̂

†
iσ b̂jσĥ

†
j + h.c.

)

+
Jz
4

∑

⟨i,j⟩

(
b̂†i↑b̂i↑ − b̂†i↓b̂i↓

)(
b̂†j↑b̂j↑ − b̂†j↓b̂j↓

)

+
J⊥
2

∑

⟨i,j⟩

(
b̂†i↑b̂i↓b̂

†
j↓b̂j↑ + b̂†i↓b̂i↑b̂

†
j↑b̂j↓

)
(3)

= Ĥt + ĤJz
+ ĤJ⊥ .

Using the translational invariance of (3), i.e. the con-
servation of the total momentum, we can follow Lee, Low
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and Pines [49] and shift to the frame co-moving with the
hole by applying the unitary transformation

ÛLLP = e−iX̂h·Q̂b , (4)

where we introduced the chargon position operator

X̂h =
∑

j j ĥ
†
j ĥj as well as the total Schwinger boson mo-

mentum operator Q̂b =
∑

k

∑
σ k b̂

†
kσ b̂kσ.

Applying this transformation as well as a Fourier trans-
formation, the Hamiltonian becomes block-diagonal in
the hole-momentum basis.

Ĥ =
∑

k

Ĥ(k)ĥ†kĥk , (5)

with

Ĥ(k) =⟨k|Û†
LLP Ĥ ÛLLP |k⟩

= t
∑

δ σ

(
ei(Q̂b−k)δ b̂†0,σ b̂δ,σ + h.c.

)

+
Jz
4

∑

⟨i,j⟩

(
b̂†i↑b̂i↑ − b̂†i↓b̂i↓

)(
b̂†j↑b̂j↑ − b̂†j↓b̂j↓

)

+
J⊥
2

∑

⟨i,j⟩

(
b̂†i↑b̂i↓b̂

†
j↓b̂j↑ + b̂†i↓b̂i↑b̂

†
j↑b̂j↓

)
. (6)

Here we introduced the chargon momentum eigenstate

|k⟩ = ĥ†k|0⟩ and the sum over the primitive vectors

δ ∈ {ex, ey}. In addition, we used that ĥi X̂h = ĥi i since
we are only considering the subspace of a single hole.

B. Strategy & main result:
Generalized 1/S approach & polaron Hamiltonian

In the following, we will be interested in the strong cou-
pling regime t > J where the chargon motion takes place
on a short time scale ∝ 1/t compared to the time scale
of the spin fluctuations ∝ 1/J . Thus, we will first solve
for the fast chargon motion in a Néel-ordered Ising back-
ground described by the t− Jz model using a truncated
string basis. Within this basis, we will add a subset of
spin flip-flop processes J⊥Ŝ

+
i Ŝ

−
j to get a model contain-

ing the most dominant spin processes while still being
solvable with numerical diagonalization.

Then, in order to describe the remaining spin pro-
cesses, we will add magnon processes on top, where

magnons are Holstein-Primakoff bosons â†j defined with
respect to the distorted spin configuration τ̂zj as described
by the geometric string created by the hole motion,

Ŝz
j = τ̂zj

(
S − â†j âj

)
. (7)

Using the separation of time scales to decouple the me-
son dynamics and spin fluctuations, as well as including
the magnons in linear spin-wave theory, will yield the

beyond-linear spin-wave polaron Hamiltonian:

Ĥ =
∑

n,k

En(k)f̂
†
n,kf̂n,k

+
∑

p

ωmag
p β̂†

pβ̂p

+
∑

n,n′,k,p,q

B(1) f̂†n′,kf̂n,k+p−qβ̂
†
pβ̂q

+
∑

n,n′,k,p,q

(
B(2) f̂†n′,kf̂n,k+p+qβ̂

†
pβ̂

†
q + h.c.

)
. (8)

Here the coupling parameters A, B, depend on all mo-
menta k, p, q and internal meson states n, n′; explicit ex-
pressions can be found in App. C. This Hamiltonian

consists of a free meson (f̂n,k), a free spin-wave (β̂p) and
an interaction part. Note that the free meson Hamilto-
nian already contains all correlated hopping processes of
the hole and spins, including all the interaction terms be-
tween the hole and spins present in the conventional 1/S
expansion [4, 21–25]. The interaction terms in Eq. (8)
therefore describe interactions between the hole and spin
background beyond linear spin-wave theory. The effec-
tive model for the magnetic polaron (8) is the main result
of this work and forms the starting point for different new
ways of treating the magnetic polaron by using methods
developed in polaron physics.

C. Magnetic polaron in the string-picture

Now we derive the free meson part in Eq. (8). Our
starting point is a perfect Néel background with a sin-
gle hole with momentum k in the LLP frame. In the
lab frame, when the hole hops to a neighboring site, the
spin on this site hops in the opposite direction without
changing its orientation and thus distorts the Néel or-
der. In the strong coupling limit t > J , the hole can
hop several times before the spins have time to adjust,
which creates a ”string” of distorted spins w.r.t. the Néel
background as shown in Fig. 2. In the LLP-frame, the
hopping process produces the same effect with an ad-
ditional translation applied afterwards shifting the hole
back to the origin. As shown in [26], these strings can be
viewed as binding two partons (spinon and chargon) and
therefore we will in the following call the quasiparticles
formed by the hole and its geometric string mesons in
analogy to [26, 31] and high-energy physics.

Since longer strings have more frustrated bonds and
therefore a higher energy cost, they are suppressed at low
energies. This justifies the next approximation, where we
will work in a truncated basis Btrunc = {|α;σ, k⟩}α con-
sisting of physically distinct states with a string of length
up to a certain lmax. k and σ label the LLP-momentum
and the total spin Sz

tot = −σ, while α labels the string
configuration. We construct this basis by starting from
the classical Néel state with a hole doped into the origin

|0;σ, k⟩ = b̂0σĥ
†
k|Néel⟩ and then applying the hopping
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a) b)

c) d)

FIG. 2. Illustration of the hole hopping in an AFM spin
background and the induced magnetic frustration after 0(a),
1(b), 4(c) and 5(d) hopping processes. Panel (d) shows a state
where the flipped spins do not form a connected graph and is
therefore not included in the truncated basis. The path of the
hole is colored blue while the frustrated bonds are highlighted
in green.

term Ĥt(k)
∣∣
⟨0j⟩ along sets of bonds consisting of up to

lmax segments. Here it is important to note that differ-
ent strings can lead to the same spin configuration and
should only be counted once in the truncated basis [27].
For instance, if the chargon travels along a Trugman loop,
the shortest of them being going around a unit square one
and a half times, the spin background is left undisturbed.
More generally, every two trajectories differing only by
a Trugman loop are equivalent and will give the same
state, which we only count once.

This procedure creates a truncated basis of string
states, and we emphasize that we do not apply ĤJ⊥ to
add new states to the basis, in contrast to earlier ap-
proaches [29]. Furthermore, the goal of this string picture
is to separate the spin dynamics due to the hole move-
ment (energy scale t) from the dynamics due to the spin
fluctuations (energy scale J). In order to better achieve
this separation, we further truncate the basis and remove
all string states where flipped spins and the hole do not
form a connected graph; see Fig. 2(d) for an example of
such a string state. These states appear in our construc-
tion starting from lmax = 5 because of strings intersecting
themselves. But such states can be treated as consisting
of a short string describing one of the connected compo-
nents adjacent to the hole together with magnon excita-
tions responsible for the remaining components which we
will include in a subsequent step. For a discussion on this
choice and the role of unconnected strings, see App. A.

Within the truncated basis, we can compute all matrix
elements of (6) and numerically diagonalize the resulting

sparse matrix

HED
αβ (k) = ⟨α|Ĥ(k)|β⟩, (9)

where we omitted the spin and momentum labels σ, k of
the basis states for better readability. Note that in trun-
cating the physical Hilbert space, we are only consider-
ing transverse spin fluctuations ∝ J⊥ which connect one
string configuration in the truncated basis to another,
for instance by shortening the string. Other processes,
which could for instance break up the string or would in-
clude bonds not adjacent to the string, are not included.
Such processes will be added in the next step using linear
spin-wave theory.
What we have achieved so far is a description of mag-

netic polarons in a truncated string basis. As in the case
of a single hole in the t − Jz model [26], this object can
be viewed as a mesonic bound state of a confined spinon
and a chargon. The main difference to the t − Jz po-
laron is that we have included J⊥-processes between the
mesonic basis states, equipping it with additional spinon
dynamics beyond Trugman loops [27].
In preparation for the next step, where couplings

to magnon excitations of the host quantum-Heisenberg
AFM are included, we discuss how the total system mo-
mentum Q̂b in the spin sector is distributed. The meson
sector included in the truncated spin basis contributes
Q̂mes; spin-waves added in the following section add an
additional term Q̂a. I.e. the total momentum operator
becomes

Q̂b = Q̂mes + Q̂a. (10)

In the truncated basis, the total magnon momentum
Q̂a can be treated as c-number. Plugging the decom-
position Eq. (10) into Eq. (6) and using the meson
eigenenergies En(k) as well as the eigenstates |ϕmes

n (k)⟩
of (9), we can rewrite the Hamiltonian (6) as Ĥ(k) =

Ĥmes(k) + Ĥ1(k), where

Ĥmes(k) =
∑

n

En(k − Q̂a) f̂
†
n,k−Q̂a

f̂n,k−Q̂a
. (11)

Here we defined the fermionic creation operator f̂†n,k so
that it creates one magnetic polaron with momentum k

in the n-th excited meson state: f̂†n,k|0⟩ = |ϕmes
n (k)⟩.

The first part Ĥmes(k) contains all terms ∝ Jz acting
on string states and the subset of terms ∝ J⊥ which
can be described by geometric strings. The second part
Ĥ1(k) contains all remaining terms and is constructed in
Sec. IID.

D. Generalized 1/S expansion

In this section we are going to use the generalized 1/S
expansion as proposed in [26] to include transverse spin

fluctuations that are omitted in (9). Those terms Ĥ1,J⊥
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lead to the creation of spin-flip excitations (magnons),
for which we now construct an effective magnon Hamil-
tonian. It contains two parts: a free spin-wave part and
a coupling to the mesonic hole.

As usual we want to describe the quantum fluctua-
tions using linear spin-wave theory corresponding to the
Holstein-Primakoff (HP) approximation. But in order to
include non-linear distortions of the classical Néel state
from the motion of the chargon, we perform the HP ap-
proximation around this distorted state instead of the
unperturbed Néel state. The distortion created by the
hole (or chargon) can be described by dynamical Ising
variables τ̂zj with

τ̂zj =

{
+1 for |S⟩j
−1 for | − S⟩j

. (12)

Here | ± S⟩j denotes the two possible states a spin at
site j can have in the truncated basis. For S = 1/2,

the Ising variable τ̂zj = 2Ŝz
j is proportional to the local

magnetization, see also Sec. IIB in [26] for further details.

Furthermore, we set τ̂zXh
= 0 at the position X̂h of the

chargon (Xh = 0 in the LLP frame).

With the distorted background and the HP approxi-
mation, the spin operators are represented by:

Ŝz
j = τ̂zj

(
S − â†j âj

)
,

Ŝ
+τ̂z

j

j =
√
2S âj ,

Ŝ
−τ̂z

j

j =
√
2S â†j . (13)

To lowest order in 1/S, the bosonic HP operators âj are
related to the Schwinger bosons by

b̂j,−τ̂z
j
= âj ,

b̂j,+τ̂z
j
=

√
2S . (14)

Plugging this into (6), we obtain

ĤJz
= Jz

∑

0/∈⟨ij⟩

Ŝz
i Ŝ

z
j

= JzS
2
∑

⟨ij⟩

τ̂zi τ̂
z
j −JzS

∑

⟨ij⟩

τ̂zi τ̂
z
j

(
â†i âi + â†j âj

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
≡Ĥ1,Jz

+O(S0) . (15)

The first term above, without magnon operators âj , is
already included in the Hamiltonian (9) which gets ex-
actly diagonalized, so that we have to drop this term to

avoid double-counting. Furthermore

ĤJ⊥ =
J⊥
2

∑

⟨ij⟩

(
Ŝ+
i Ŝ

−
j + Ŝ−

i Ŝ
+
j

)

=
1

2
J⊥S

∑

0/∈⟨ij⟩

[
(1 + τ̂zi τ̂

z
j )(â

†
i âj + â†j âi)

+ (1− τ̂zi τ̂
z
j )(âiâj + â†i â

†
j)
]
,

Ĥ1,J⊥ =
1

2
J⊥S

∑

0/∈⟨ij⟩

[
(1 + τ̂zi τ̂

z
j )(â

†
i âj + â†j âi)

+ (1− τ̂zi τ̂
z
j − 2F̂ij)(âiâj + â†i â

†
j)
]
. (16)

Again, we have to avoid double counting processes al-
ready included on the level of the truncated basis. In the
last line of (16), we therefore subtract all contributions
already accounted for in (9) by defining the diagonal op-

erator F̂ij :

F̂ij |α⟩

=





|α⟩ if i, j ̸= 0 and |α⟩ ∈ Btrunc

and (Ŝ+
i Ŝ

−
j + h.c.)|α⟩ ∈ Btrunc

0 otherwise

(17)

Now, we would still have to consider the action
of the hopping term Ĥt on the magnons. When the
hole hops from a site j onto a site j + δ occupied by
a magnon, the magnon hops at the same time from
j + δ to j. However, we neglect this kinetic interaction,
since at our level of approximation, this will have
only small effects on the long wavelength magnons,
which dominate the dressing effects at low energies. A
more detailed discussion of this can be found in Sec. II E.

In the following it will be useful to split the effec-
tive magnon Hamiltonian Ĥ1,Jz

+ Ĥ1,J⊥ into the well

known free magnon Hamiltonian Ĥ
(0)
mag describing free

spin-waves in an undoped AFM and an interacting part
Ĥint describing the influences of the hole and its distur-
bances of the background on the magnons:

Ĥ(0)
mag = JzS

∑

⟨ij⟩

(
â†i âi + â†j âj

)

+ J⊥S
∑

⟨ij⟩

(
âiâj + â†i â

†
j

)
,

Ĥint = −JzS
∑

⟨ij⟩

(
1 + τ̂zi τ̂

z
j

) (
â†i âi + â†j âj

)

+
1

2
J⊥S

∑

0/∈⟨ij⟩

(1 + τ̂zi τ̂
z
j )

(
â†i âj + â†j âi

)

− 1

2
J⊥S

∑

⟨ij⟩

(
1 + τ̂zi τ̂

z
j + δi,0 + δj,0 + 2F̂ij

)

×
(
âiâj + â†i â

†
j

)
. (18)
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Note that far away from the hole, the spin background
will not be disturbed and remain Néel ordered. Thus
τ̂zi τ̂

z
j = −1 for nearest neighbors and the interaction will

be localized around the hole.
The free spin-wave Hamiltonian can be easily diagonal-

ized using a Fourier transformation âj = 1√
N

∑
k e

ikj âk
followed by a Bogoliubov transformation

âp = upβ̂p − vpβ̂
†
−p , (19)

where β̂p are again bosonic operators. The coefficients
up, vp are chosen such that this transformation diagonal-

izes Ĥ
(0)
mag, so that we obtain

Ĥ(0)
mag =

∑

p

wmag
p β̂†

pβ̂p +
1

2

∑

p

(wmag
p − JzSz), (20)

with the well-known expressions [46]

wmag
p = zJzS

√
1−

(
J⊥
Jz
γp

)2

, (21)

γp =
1

z

∑

δ

eipδ where δ ∈ {±ex,±ey}, (22)

up =

√√√√√1

2


 1√

1− (J⊥
Jz
γp)2

+ 1


, (23)

vp =

√√√√√1

2


 1√

1− (J⊥
Jz
γp)2

− 1


sign(γp). (24)

Here, z = 4 is the coordination number of the square
lattice and the second sum in Eq. (20) simply gives the
constant contribution from the spin fluctuations to the
ground state energy of the undoped quantum Heisenberg
AFM.

Note that the Bogoliubov transformation is ill-defined
at the momenta k = (0, 0) and k = (π, π) in the SU(2)-
symmetric case where Jz = J⊥. In the thermodynamic
limit, all physical observables are well defined because the
coefficients up, vp diverge as |p|−1/2 for p close to (0, 0) or
(π, π) and all integrals of quadratic expressions in these
operators will give finite contributions. For finite sys-
tems though, the HP approximation is invalid since the
ground state does not break the SU(2) symmetry and
taking the zero modes into account gives unphysical di-
vergent expressions. Therefore, in our numerical imple-
mentations where we have to approximate the integral as
finite sums, we exclude the zero energy modes, because
they only give a contribution of order 1/

√
N which will

vanish for large enough system sizes.

E. Strong coupling approximation

Now to solve the interacting system in the strong cou-
pling regime, we make a Born-Oppenheimer type approx-
imation assuming that the fast dynamics of the meson,

consisting of the chargon and the disturbances in the Néel
background it creates, decouple from the slower magnon
dynamics:

|ψ(k)⟩ = |ψmes(k − Q̂a)⟩ ⊗ |ψ̃mag(k − Q̂a)⟩, (25)

for fixed LLP-momentum k. The Hilbert space
Hmes ∋ |ψmes⟩ consists of all possible string configura-
tions (or equivalently the configurations of the Ising vari-
ables τ̂zj ) and is thus spanned by the truncated basis
eigenstates {|ϕmes

n (k)⟩}n,k.
The configuration of the magnons introduced in

Sec. IID can be described by a bosonic Gaussian trial
state |ψ̃mag(k)⟩ in squeezed space, characterized entirely

by its two-point correlation functions ⟨â†i âj⟩ and ⟨âiâj⟩.
Here, squeezed space means that the hole motion distorts
the magnon configuration along the corresponding string
[50] and that the correlations are adapted accordingly;
i.e. if the hole hopping leads to the interchange of the
spins at sites j and j + δ, the Gaussian magnon state is

changed accordingly ⟨â(†)i âj⟩ → ⟨â(†)i âj+δ⟩. This will pre-
serve the Gaussian nature of the magnon state and takes
the interplay between the hole motion and the magnons
fully into account.

In the next step, we use the slowly-varying magnon
approximation and assume that the magnon correlations
vary slowly,

⟨â(†)i âj+δ⟩ ≈ ⟨â(†)i âj⟩ , (26)

which is expected to hold at low temperatures, when
dressing with long-wavelength, i.e. low-energy magnons
dominates. In this approximation |ψ̃mag(k)⟩ ≈ |ψmag(k)⟩
the magnon trial state is the Gaussian state in the LLP-

frame, with unmodified correlations ⟨â(†)i âj⟩, so that our
product ansatz becomes

|ψ(k)⟩ = |ψmes(k − Q̂a)⟩ ⊗ |ψmag(k − Q̂a)⟩. (27)

This approximation amounts to neglecting the kinetic
coupling between the meson and the spin-waves and is
only justified because we split each spin degree of free-
dom into two independent degrees of freedom âj and τ̂zj .
It is not valid for conventional spin-wave treatments of
the t-J model within the usual 1/S expansion [4, 21–
25], where the strong distortion of the AFM background
is entirely described by linear spin-wave excitations. In
contrast, our formalism captures the correlated hopping
processes of the hole and spins by the Ising background
τ̂zj and therefore the coupling of the spin-waves to the
hole-motion is weak and involves predominantly long-
wavelength magnons.

Now, we can derive an explicit expression of the effec-
tive interaction between the meson and magnons. Mak-
ing use of the ansatz in Eq. (27), we project the interact-
ing part of the Hamiltonian onto the mesonic eigenstates
{|ϕmes

n ⟩}n and get

Ĥint =
∑

k,n,n′

f̂†
k−Q̂a,n′Ĥ

int(k, n, n′)f̂k−Q̂a,n
, (28)
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with

Ĥint(k, n, n′)

=− JzS
∑

⟨ij⟩

Â
(1)
ij

× ⟨ϕmes
n′ (k − Q̂a)|(â†i âi + â†j âj)|ϕmes

n (k − Q̂a)⟩

+
J⊥S

2

∑

⟨ij⟩

Â
(2)
ij

× ⟨ϕmes
n′ (k − Q̂a)|(â†i âj + â†j âi)|ϕmes

n (k − Q̂a)⟩

−J⊥S
2

∑

⟨ij⟩

Â
(3)
ij

×
(
⟨ϕmes

n′ (k − Q̂a)|â†j â†i |ϕmes
n (k − Q̂a)⟩+ h.c.

)
. (29)

The coefficients are

Â
(1)
ij = 1 + τ̂zi τ̂

z
j , (30)

Â
(2)
ij = 1 + τ̂zi τ̂

z
j − δi,0 − δj,0, (31)

Â
(3)
ij = 1 + τ̂zi τ̂

z
j + δi,0 + δj,0 + 2F̂ij . (32)

Note that Â
(1)
ij , Â

(2)
ij and Â

(3)
ij are symmetric under ex-

changing i↔ j.

After expressing the HP bosons âj in terms of magnon

operators β̂p and using the bosonic commutation rela-
tions to normal order the final expression, as well as ap-
plying a Fourier transformation, we get

Ĥint(k, n, n
′) =

1

N

∑

p q

[

⟨ϕmes
n′ (k − Q̂a)|B̂(1)

pq |ϕmes
n (k + p− q − Q̂a)⟩β̂†

pβ̂q

+
(
⟨ϕmes

n′ (k − Q̂a)|B̂(2)
pq |ϕmes

n (k + p+ q − Q̂a)⟩β̂†
pβ̂

†
q

+ h.c.
)

+⟨ϕmes
n′ (k − Q̂a)|B̂(3)

pq |ϕmes
n (k − Q̂a)⟩

]
. (33)

Note that the total momentum operator of the Bo-

goliubov rotated magnons Q̂β =
∑

k kβ̂
†
kβ̂k is identical

to the total momentum operator of the HP magnons

Q̂a =
∑

k kâ
†
kâk. The explicit expressions for the coef-

ficients B̂(1), B̂(2), B̂(3) are a bit cumbersome and can
be found in appendix C. Since the last term above is in-
dependent of any magnon operators, we will include it
from now on in the free polaron Hamiltonian instead of
the Ĥint. This corresponds to renormalizing the polaron
energy

En(k) → E∗
n(k) = En(k)+

1

N

∑

p q

⟨ϕmes
n (k)|B̂(3)

pq |ϕmes
n (k)⟩.

(34)

FIG. 3. Feynman diagrams for the polaron self-energy in the
Born approximation (a) and SCBA (b). The dashed line rep-
resents the bare magnon propagator, the simple solid line
represents the bare polaron propagator and the double line
stands for the full polaron propagator.

F. Self-consistent Born approximation

Now, we analyze how the meson-magnon interaction
renormalizes the polaron properties. To this end, we ap-
ply the self-consistent Born approximation to compute
the hole Green’s and spectral functions. This is similar
to the procedure used in the conventional 1/S expansion
[4, 21–25], but starting from the beyond-linear spin-wave
Hamiltonian.
We use the zero temperature formalism and define the

hole Green’s function as usual,

Gh(t, k) = −i⟨ψ0|T ĉ†k(t)ĉk(0)|ψ0⟩, (35)

where |ψ0⟩ = |Néel⟩ ⊗ |0⟩mag is a product state of the
Néel state for the background spins and the vacuum of

the magnons, β̂p|0⟩mag = 0. Using

ĉk(t)|ψ0⟩
=

∑

n

⟨ψ0|f̂n,k(t)ĉk(t)|ψ0⟩ f̂†n,k(t)|ψ0⟩

=
∑

n

⟨ψ0|f̂n,k ĉk|ψ0⟩ f̂†n,k(t)|ψ0⟩, (36)

the hole propagator can be expressed in terms of polaron
propagators,

Gh(t, k) = −i
∑

n,n′

⟨ψ0|f̂n,k ĉk|ψ0⟩

× ⟨ψ0|ĉ†kf̂
†
n′,k|ψ0⟩⟨ψ0|T f̂n′,k(t)f̂

†
n,k(0)|ψ0⟩ . (37)

In the following, we use the additional approximation
that inter-band processes are only virtually allowed so

that ⟨ψ0|T f̂n′,k(t)f̂
†
n,k(0)|ψ0⟩ ∼ δn,n′ . The hole propaga-

tor then takes the form

Gh(t, k)

≈ −i
∑

n

|⟨ψ0|f̂n,k ĉk|ψ0⟩|2⟨ψ0|T f̂n,k(t)f̂†n,k(0)|ψ0⟩

=
∑

n

Z̃n(k)Gmes(n, t, k), (38)

where we defined the overlap of the n-th meson state
with the undisturbed doped Néel state to be Z̃n(k) =

|⟨ψ0|f̂n,k ĉk|ψ0⟩|2 (meson spectral weight).
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The dressing of the meson Green’s function by the in-
teraction with the spin-waves is captured by the meson
self-energy Σ(n, k, ω).

Gmes(n, k, ω)
−1 = G(0)

mes(n, k, ω)
−1 − Σ(n, k, ω) . (39)

First, we compute the meson self-energy up to the first

non-vanishing contributions. This yields

Σ(n, k, ω)

=

∫
dpdq

∑

n′

|⟨ϕmes
n′ (k − p− q)|B̂(2)

pq |ϕmes
n (k)⟩|2

×G(0)
mes(n

′, k − p− q, ω − ωmag
p − ωmag

q ) , (40)

and is shown in Fig. 3. All other diagrams up to second
order in the coupling J/t vanish at zero temperature.
In the next step, we will make the Born approxima-

tion self-consistent by replacing the bare polaron propa-

gator G
(0)
mes(n, k, ω) in (40) by the dressed Green’s func-

tion Gmes(n, k, ω). We get

Σ(n, k, ω) =
∑

n′

∫
dpdq |⟨ϕmes

n′ (k − p− q)|B̂(2)
pq |ϕmes

n (k)⟩|2Gmes(n
′, k − p− q, ω − ωmag

p − ωmag
q )

=
∑

n′

∫
dpdq

|⟨ϕmes
n′ (k − p− q)|B̂(2)

pq |ϕmes
n (k)⟩|2

ω − ωmag
p − ωmag

q − E∗
n′(k − p− q)− Σ(n′, k − p− q, ω − ωmag

p − ωmag
q ) + iη

. (41)

Here η → 0+ is an infinitesimally positive number.
After solving this self-consistent equation iteratively,

we can finally compute the renormalized dispersion rela-
tion of the polaron ESCBA

n (k) by solving

ω − ESCBA
n (k)−Re(Σ(n, k, ω)) = 0

∣∣∣
ω=ESCBA

n (k)
. (42)

Furthermore, we can get the magnon contribution to the
spectral weights of the string states

Z−1
n (k) = 1− ∂ωRe(Σ(n, k, ω))

∣∣∣
ω=ESCBA

n (k)
, (43)

and compute the spectral function of the hole

Ah(k,w) = − 1

π
Im(Gh(k,w))

≈ − 1

π

∑

n

Z̃n(k)Im(Gmes(n, k, w)). (44)

In the second step, we used the earlier approximation
from Eq. (38). We will discuss our results in Sec. III.

A comment is in order about the different contributions
Z̃n(k) and Zn(k) to the spectral weight of polaron peaks.

The mesonic contribution Z̃n(k) = |⟨ψ0|f̂n,k ĉk|ψ0⟩|2 is
given by the overlaps of the bare hole and the meson.
Due to contributions from geometric strings with non-
zero length, this factor becomes smaller than one and for
instance vanishes for purely rotational meson excitations.
The contribution Zn(k) describes the additional decrease
of the quasiparticle weight due to the dressing of the
meson by spin-waves/magnons.

III. RESULTS

Now we present our numerical results obtained using
the formalism introduced in Sec. II. First, we describe
the mesonic part of the magnetic polaron, using the trun-
cated basis (geometric string theory) (see Sec. II C). We
demonstrate that these mesonic contributions capture all
established features of the magnetic polaron dispersion,
including the power-law scaling of the ground state en-
ergy with t/J as well the location of the dispersion min-
imum at the nodal point (π/2, π/2). We then obtain
new insights into the excited states of magnetic polarons
by (i) discovering an avoided level crossing around the Γ
point k = (0, 0) where we predict the lowest polaron state
to be rotationally non-trivial with p-wave character; and
(ii) by revealing significant momentum-dependence of the
lowest-energy meson state and its string-length distribu-
tion. Second, we analyze the renormalization effects due
to the interaction with collective spin-wave excitations/
magnons within SCBA. We demonstrate that this leads
to no significant further renormalization of the polaron
dispersion beyond the mesonic contribution, whereas the
overall polaron energy is more strongly affected. This al-
lows us in a next step to analyze the low-doping pseudo-
gap, originating from the ground state energy difference
between the nodal and anti-nodal points. The resulting
doping-dependence of the pseudogap we predict is in no-
table agreement with established phenomenology in the
cuprate compounds [51]. Using our meson construction,
we obtain new insights into the origin of the low-doping
pseudogap: We find it to be dominated by Trugman-
loop effects when t ≳ 10 J and by spinon-motion oth-
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FIG. 4. The magnetic polaron in the string picture. The
ground state dispersion over the Brillouin zone (a) and the
dispersion of the first 7 energy states along a high-symmetry
cut of the Brillouin zone (b) are shown. Here we used lmax = 8
and J/t = 0.3.

erwise, whereas dressing with additional magnons leaves
the pseudogap essentially unaffected. Finally, we analyze
the spectral function and find that meson-magnon cou-
pling leads to an incoherent peak-dip-hump type struc-
ture at low energies above the ground state, and (iii)
additional broadening of the dense mesonic spectrum at
higher energies.

A. Mesonic contributions:
Benchmarking the truncated basis

In Fig. 4, we show the dispersion relation of the mag-
netic polaron when only mesonic states which can be con-
structed from strings with a maximum length of lmax = 8
are taken into account. We analyze the convergence with
the truncation lmax in App. B, where we demonstrate
good convergence of relative energy scales for lmax ≤ 10.

FIG. 5. Rotational and vibrational string states. We plot the
same energy states as in Fig. 4 and indicate the contribution of
the rotational trial states (45) by the filling of the data points.
The opacity indicates the sum of the different overlaps and
the inset shows the avoided level crossing of the sl=0 state
in the dashed area near k = (π, π) by choosing the opacity

proportional to the spectral weight Z̃n(k).

We find that the truncated basis manages to qualitatively
describe the magnetic polaron well, capturing the most
important physical processes. In particular, this method
captures the dispersion minimum at k = (π/2, π/2) and
the strongly renormalized bandwidth which is only of or-
der J [4] instead of order 8t, as would be the case for a free
hole. As we will discuss further below, the truncated me-
son basis also captures the energy splitting between the
nodal k = (π/2, π/2) and anti-nodal k = (π, 0) points.

B. Rotational meson ground state at k = (0, 0)

Since the meson is an extended object, it can feature
rotational and vibrational string excitations. At C4-
invariant momenta (C4IM) k = (0, 0) and k = (π, π),
we can simultaneously assign linear and angular mo-
mentum. This is not possible away from the momenta
k = (0, 0), (π, π), because the C4 rotation and transla-
tion operators do not commute, and different internal
string states can hybridize.

To probe the ro-vibrational nature of the excitations
even away from C4IM, we follow Ref. [39] and de-
fine trial states with well-defined angular momentum
m4 ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3} corresponding to s-, p-, d- and f-wave
symmetry:

|k,m4, σ⟩ =
∑

j

e−ikj

√
N

∑

i:⟨i,j⟩

eim4φi−j

∑

σ′

ĉ†j,σ′ ĉi,σ′ ĉj,σ|ψ0⟩ ,

(45)
where φr = arg(r) is the polar angle of r. The trial
states thus correspond to string states with length l = 1
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FIG. 6. Rotational spectra from DMRG calculations. We show the rotational ARPES spectra and compare our meson picture
to DMRG calculations. The numerics were carried out on an elongated 40× 4-leg cylinder for t/J = 3. The blue (red) arrows
indicate the quasiparticle peak at k = (0, 0) for m4 = 0 (m4 = 1) from the DMRG calculations. The blue data points show the
string states as obtained in the truncated basis with opacity weighted by the overlap with the corresponding rotational trial
states (45).

and given angular momentum m4.
Fig. 5 shows again the same energy levels as Fig. 4(b)

along the high-symmetry cut through the Brillouin zone,
but now we indicate the mesonic spectral weight Z̃n(k) =

|⟨ψ0|f̂n,k ĉk|ψ0⟩|2, corresponding to the overlap with the
string length zero state, and the overlap with the rota-
tional trial states (45). The overall opacity is determined
by the sum of the different overlaps.

At the C4IM, we find that the lowest mesonic state
is degenerate and has angular momentum m4 = 1 or
m4 = 3 corresponding to p-wave symmetry and thus zero
overlap with the localized hole in the Néel state, i.e. van-
ishing spectral weight. Away from these momenta, the
rotational excitations hybridize and we find signals of
avoided level crossing. This is highlighted by the inset
of Fig. 5, where the energy levels around k = (π, π) are
shown and weighted by their spectral weight.

At the dispersion minimum k = (π/2, π/2), the ground
state shows significant overlap with both s-wave and p-
wave trial states. Similarly, the ground state at the anti-
nodal point k = (π, 0) is a hybridization of s and d-wave
contributions.

We observe the same features in DMRG calculations
of the rotational spectra [39] shown in Fig. 6. These
numerical spectra also show the p-wave nature of the
ground state at the Γ-point, i.e. k = (0, 0). The lowest
energy level then hybridizes with the s-wave state and
looses all its p-wave contributions near the anti-nodal
point k = (π, 0). At the same time, the spectrum for
m4 = 2 shows that the lowest energy state at the anti-
node has important contributions with d-wave symmetry,
which vanish when approaching k = (0, 0). Overall, we
find excellent agreement between the truncated basis and
DMRG calculations of the rotational excitations.

The different character of the polaron ground state at
k = (0, 0) and (π/2, π/2) is also reflected in the exper-
imentally accessible shape of the polaron cloud around
the hole. In Fig. 7(a) the probability distribution for the
string length calculated in the truncated basis is shown.
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FIG. 7. The probability distribution for the number of flipped
spins (a) and the staggered magnetization around the hole (b)
are shown for ground states at k = (0, 0) and k = (π/2, π/2).

We observe that for k = (0, 0) the undisturbed string-
length l = 0 state does not contribute to the ground
state. Furthermore, the probability distribution shows
that while at the dispersion minimum (π/2, π/2) states
with only one flipped spin contribute the most, the ro-
tational string state at k = (0, 0) has larger contribu-
tions from longer string states. Both observations di-
rectly reflect the node forming around l = 0 in the ro-
tational ground state. This can also be seen from the
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staggered magnetization ∆mstag
j = S− (−1)j⟨Sz

j ⟩ shown
in Fig. 7(b), since at k = (0, 0), the polarization of the
magnetic background is stronger and further extended
compared to k = (π/2, π/2). In addition, this figure
shows that the truncated basis methods allows to ac-
cess the real-space structure of the polaron and manages
to capture the anisotropy of the polarization cloud at
k = (π/2, π/2), agreeing qualitatively with predictions
by linear spin-wave calculations in [24].

We want to note that the physics near k = (0, 0) is
very hard to extract because of different processes com-
peting at very similar energy scales. The bandwidth of

the free spin-waves W
(0)
mag = 2J is almost identical to

the bandwidth of the magnetic polaron and if we choose
a different truncation scheme allowing for disconnected
geometric strings (see Sec. II C and App. A), the zero an-
gular momentum state gets shifted to lower energies and
we do not observe any avoided level crossing. Neverthe-
less, we believe this level crossing to be physical since it
agrees with DMRG data and could possibly explain the
jump of the bandwidth obtained with QMC methods by
Brunner et al. [13], as discussed below around Fig. 9.

C. Magnon dressing: Benchmarking beyond-linear
spin-wave SCBA

Now we include the collective spin-wave excitations as
introduced in IID and present the effect of the string’s
dressing by these magnons. The following results have
all been obtained by approximating the momentum inte-
grals as sums on a reciprocal lattice of 12× 12 sites and
by including the coupling of the first 7 internal mesonic
states. A discussion of the convergence with the number
of internal mesonic states can be found in App. E.

First of all, we compare the dispersion relation of the
bare and dressed meson in Fig. 8(a) at J = 0.4 t. While
the overall energy experiences a shift, we focus on the
shape of the dispersion and measure energy relative to
the ground state at k = (π/2, π/2). We find that the
shape of the dispersion remains almost unchanged for
J < t. Additionally, we compare to QMC simulations by
Brunner et al. [13] and find that while the qualitative fea-
tures of the dispersion and even the energies at the upper
part of the bandwidth agree quite well, our dressed me-
son theory predicts slightly higher ground state energies
and thus a smaller bandwidth.

In the panel (b) of Fig. 8, we show the ground state en-
ergy as a function of (J/t)2/3 and compare to QMC data
from Mishchenko et al. [14]. We see that the meson in
the geometric string picture has energies lower than pre-
dicted by the QMC simulations. This is not a physical
feature but instead due to the fact that we compute all
energies with respect to the ground state of the undoped
AFM. In the string picture however, the undoped anti-
ferromagnet has perfect Néel order and displaying the
energies with respect to the Néel state leads to too low
values because it has higher energy than the true ground
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FIG. 8. The dressing of the meson by the spin-waves. (a) We
show the renormalized dispersion relation for J/t = 0.4 and
compare to the undressed case and QMC data [13]. An overall
energy shift has been applied to the bare meson dispersion.
(b) The ground state energy as a function of (J/t)2/3 is shown
and compared to the undressed case and QMC data [14]. The
ground state energies are shown in units of t with respect to
the undoped Heisenberg antiferromagnet.

state. Including the spin-waves on the other hand takes
the spin fluctuations of the ground state into account and
we obtain energies which are higher than and closer to
the QMC simulations. Nevertheless, all three methods
show that the ground state energy scales as J2/3 t1/3.
This is due to the linear string tension and derivations
can be found for instance in [26, 30].
Next, we show the bandwidth in Fig. 9 as functions of

the coupling J/t and compare again to the bare results
as well as state of the art numerical results in the form of
QMC simulations by Brunner et al. [13] and the conven-
tional 1/S expansion as computed for instance by Mar-
tinez et al. [23]. This quantity is independent of overall
energy shifts, therefore allowing for a better compari-
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FIG. 9. The bandwidth as a function of J/t compared with
results from QMC methods [13] and linear spin-wave theory
[23].

son of the different methods and we obtain good overall
agreements.

First of all, we remark, that the bandwidth features
kinks at both J/t ≈ 0.1 and J/t ≈ 0.7. These kinks are
due to level crossings of different rotational meson states
which scale differently with the spin coupling parameter
J . More precisely, the lowest energy string ground state
at k = (0, 0) changes its nature in the interval between
the kinks 0.1 ≲ J/t ≲ 0.7, and corresponds to a ro-
tational configuration of the meson with C4-eigenvalue
m4 = 1, 3 (p-, f-wave) and vanishing spectral weight

Z̃0(k = (0, 0)) = 0 (see Sec. III B), while outside of this
interval, the ground state for zero momentum will have
finite spectral weight and C4-eigenvaluem4 = 0 (s-wave).
More details about the scaling of the mesonic states with
different rotational symmetries can be found in App. D.

These level crossings could also potentially be related
to the kink possibly observed in the Monte Carlo simu-
lations around J ≈ t. In Ref. [13], they first use a QMC
algorithm to compute the imaginary-time Green’s func-
tion G(k, τ) and then extract the ground state energy
from this function. However, (38) shows that the Green’s
function cannot capture the rotational string states be-
cause of the vanishing spectral weight and we therefore
suppose that their algorithm doesn’t see the lowest en-
ergy state at k = (0, 0) or k = (π, π) but sees the first
excitation with non-vanishing spectral weight. Hence, we
assume that the real bandwidth lies below the first three
QMC data points.

In addition to QMC, we compare our results to the
conventional 1/S expansion as has been used in [4, 21–
25], which gives very similar results.
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FIG. 10. The zero-doping pseudogap, defined by comparing
nodal and anti-nodal polaron energy, as a function of J/t. We
compare to results from linear spin-wave theory [23] and to
the t − Jz model with Ising spins, where the pseudogap is
dominated by Trugman loops.

D. Low-doping pseudogap

So far, we have presented the magnetic polaron as
elementary excitation at zero doping and experiments
[5] show that this perspective remains valid to describe
cuprates at doping up to 5% and possibly beyond. At fi-
nite doping, the magnetic polarons then form a Fermi sea
around the nodal point k = (π/2, π/2) and the disputed
pseudogap opening at the anti-nodal point k = (π, 0) is
hence interpreted as the usual gap present in Fermi liquid
theory for excitations away from the Fermi surface,

∆PG = E(π, 0)− EF . (46)

1. Zero-doping pseudogap

First, we show the pseudogap at zero doping in Fig. 10
for the same models as above and additionally com-
pare it to the meson in the t − Jz model: ∆PG =
E(π, 0) − E(π/2, π/2) . In the latter model consisting of
Ising spins, the energy gap between nodal (π/2, π/2) and
anti-nodal (π, 0) points is primarily due to the possibil-
ity of the polaron to move through the system without
disturbing the magnetic background by going through
Trugman loops [27]. The smallest of the Trugman loops
consist of going around a unit plaquette one and a half
times and allow the hole to diagonally hop to next-
nearest neighbours (NNN) which contributes to the me-
son dispersion and lifts the ground state degeneracy. In
Ref. [26], where the magnetic polarons are described as
bound spinon-chargon pairs, a tight-binding model was
proposed, where the Trugman loops for the chargon lead
to diagonal NNN hopping of the spinon. The resulting
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tight-binding dispersion of the polaron features a gap
between the nodal and anti-nodal points. Even when
generalizing to the t− J model and including the trans-
verse spin fluctuations J⊥ in a similar perturbative tight-
binding prescription for the spinon [20], the J⊥ contribu-
tion to the dispersion is degenerate along the boundary of
the magnetic Brillouin zone and the pseudogap is solely
determined by Trugman loop effects.

By comparing the pseudogap in Fig. 10 for Ising and
Heisenberg spins, we find that at low spin coupling J/t ≲
0.2, the pseudogap does not significantly change when
adding transverse spin fluctuations ∼ J⊥. We therefore
conclude that the pseudogap is mostly a consequence of
the Trugman loops in the strong coupling limit J ≪ t.

In addition, the importance of the Trugman loops be-
comes apparent in Fig. 15 (in App. B) showing that
strings of length 3 or longer are necessary to capture the
pseudogap. At the same time, 3 is the minimal string-
length able to capture the effect of Trugman loops. Since
the smallest of these loops have length 6, there exist some
pairs of strings with length 3 which are identical up to
a Trugman loop, while string configurations of length 2
can only be related to configurations of length 4 or higher
via Trugman loops, see also [26]. This highlights again
the importance of loop effects for the pseudogap.

For stronger spin coupling J , the effect of the Trugman
loops becomes weaker, since the strings (meson size) be-
comes smaller but in the t − J model, the pseudogap
still increases. This shows that perturbative treatments
of the spin flip-flop processes are insufficient and the de-
pendence of the meson wave function on the transverse
spin fluctuations J⊥ becomes important. We find that
this effect is already captured by the bare meson and the
coupling to the generalized spin-waves does not lead to

any important quantitative changes.

2. Finite-doping pseudogap

As explained above, from the magnetic polaron per-
spective, we interpret the pseudogap as excitation gap of
the magnetic polaron at the anti-nodal point k = (π, 0),
given by Eq. (46). In the low doping regime of p ≤ 5%,
where the magnetic polaron description should remain
valid [5], we can then compute the Fermi energy as a
function of doping p and extract the pseudogap as shown
in Fig. 11. We observe that the pseudogap decreases lin-
early with doping, and the order of magnetitude as well
as the qualitative behaviour are in good agreement with
ARPES measurements [51]. Note that this estimate for
the pseudogap does not include interactions between the
individual magnetic polarons and thus is only valid for
dilute polaron gases and breaks down for higher doping,
when the magnetic polarons start to overlap and antifer-
romagnetism diminishes.

E. Spectral function

Finally, Fig. 12 shows the low-energy part of the spec-
tral function of the magnetic polaron. We can clearly
identify the sharp quasiparticle peaks with finite weight
as well as the first few excitations which correspond to
ro-vibrational excitations of the geometric string (bare
meson). We see that the shape of the spectral function
is for the most part determined by the mesonic excita-
tions. The dressing by generalized spin-waves gives only
comparatively small additional features and reduces the
spectral weight of the mesonic excitations.
Even though the spectral function is mostly deter-

mined by the bare meson in the geometric string pic-
ture, it differs significantly from the spectral function
computed in the linear string theory [26]. In contrast
to the ladder-like spectrum in the linear string theory,
the bare meson picture, which includes effect of non-
linear strings and loops as well as spin flip-flop processes
non-perturbatively, does not lead to these equally spaced
resonances and is in better agreement with more exact
studies [13, 14, 19].
In addition, we compare the spectral function above to

results from the conventional 1/S expansion and DMRG
in Fig. 13. It shows that while the conventional 1/S
expansion can capture the quasiparticle peak and scat-
tering continuum at high energies quite well, it overes-
timates the weight of the excitation resonances and fea-
tures some excitations peaks which are completely absent
in the DMRG calculations. Furthermore, the 1/S ex-
pansion overestimates the excitation energy of the first
vibrational peak. In contrast, our meson picture gives an
estimate for the excitation energy of the first resonance
which is in much better agreement to the full numeri-
cal spectrum. However, the method still overestimates



15

−2 0

ω/t

0

2

4

A
(k
,ω

)
k = (0, 0)

−2 0

ω/t

0

2

4

6

k = (π/2, π/2)

−2 0

ω/t

0

2

4

6

8

k = (π, 0)

dressed
meson

bare
meson

a) b) c)

FIG. 12. The spectral function of the magnetic polaron at momenta k = (0, 0) (a), k = (π/2, π/2) (b) and k = (π, 0) (c) for
J = 0.3 t. To compute the spectrum of the dressed meson, the first 36 string states were used and higher excitations in the
grey area were not resolved. In the case of the bare meson, the first 300 excited states were used and its spectrum has been
artificially broadened and shifted to match the height and position of the lowest-energy quasiparticle peak of the dressed meson.

−2 0 2 4

ω/t

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

A
(k
,ω

)

dressed meson

−2 0 2 4

ω/t

0.0

0.1

0.2

DMRG

−2 0 2 4

ω/t

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4
conventional 1/S exp.

a) b) c)

FIG. 13. The spectral function of the magnetic polaron at momentum k = (π/2, π/2) for J/t = 1/3 in the dressed meson
picture (a), computed with DMRG methods (b) and computed within the conventional 1/S expansion (c). In panel (a) and
(c), the peaks were broadened artificially to better compare to the DMRG results.

the weight of said resonance. We suspect that this is
due to the approximation that couplings between inter-
nal mesonic states are only virtually allowed (38), which
does not account for the decay of the high energy states.
After the vibrational excitation peak, we see the onset of
a magnon scattering continuum, but further high-energy
excitations and scattering processes were not resolved
due to the limited number of mesonic string states in-
cluded in the computations.

However, note that the limited resolution of the con-
sidered momentum grids of 12 × 12 sites leads to finite-
size effects and the lowest-energy considered spin-waves
(apart from the zero-energy modes) have already size-
able energies. To see the effect of the dressing by low-
energy spin-waves, we use the simple low-energy effective
model, where we sum only over momenta in a smaller
area around the nodal or anti-nodal point and neglect
all processes including magnons with momenta outside
of this area, since they have higher energy anyway. Here
we choose a reciprocal grid of 19× 19 sites with distance
∆k = 0.04, so that the minimal spin-wave energy consid-
ered is ωmin ≈ 0.057 J and the maximal included spin-
wave energy is ωmax ≈ 0.7 J . In this area, we can sum

over a much finer grid and obtain the spectral functions
shown in Fig. 14. We again observe a very sharp quasi-
particle peak followed by a tail describing the spin-wave
continuum. Notably, the latter features a peak-dip-hump
type structure on an energy scale set by J . We thus con-
clude that the low-energy spin-waves add an incoherent
continuum but do not change the structure of the spec-
tral function in Fig. 12.

This access to the excitation spectrum is one of the
main advantages of this model since previous methods
have not been able to qualitatively achieve this. Due
to the ill-defined problem of analytic continuation, QMC
methods cannot resolve the individual string excitations
but only see a very ”coarse-grained” spectrum. The con-
ventional 1/S expansion on the other hand also gives
access to the spectrum, but due to the higher level of ap-
proximation, the resonances above the quasiparticle peak
appear at energies which are too high, when compared
to the coarse-grained QMC spectra. Coarse-graining and
comparing our spectrum to the QMC spectra leads how-
ever to a good agreement apart from an overall energy
shift. This thus opens new possibilities to analyze trans-
port properties and non-equilibrium scenarios, where the
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excitations spectrum of the polaron becomes important.

IV. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

We have investigated magnetic polarons in doped anti-
ferromagnets and developed a new formalism valid in the
strong coupling regime t > J . We made use of the sepa-
ration of time scales in this regime to decouple the spin
dynamics induced by the fast hole motion from the slower
transverse spin fluctuations. The fast and strongly cor-
related hole and spin hopping processes were described
using geometric strings and treated with exact diagonal-
ization for a precise description of the dominant contribu-
tions. We have shown that the truncated Hilbert space,
consisting of a subset of these string states, qualitatively
captures the magnetic polaron’s properties up to an over-
all energy shift. Furthermore, we identified an avoided
crossing of different internal string states near the cen-
ter of the Brillouin zone that is hard to capture in many
other methods such as QMC [13, 14] or conventional lin-
ear spin-wave theory [4, 21–25]. The remaining processes

were treated in linear spin-wave theory using a general-
ized 1/S expansion and we found that those couple only
weakly to the pre-formed polaron (or meson), consist-
ing of the hole and its geometric string. This allowed
us to derive an effective Hamiltonian of the magnetic
polaron with a density-density interaction between the
spin-waves and the meson. We then made use of the
self-consistent Born approximation to solve the interact-
ing model and showed that the dressing by spin-waves
only leads to small quantitative changes. The main ad-
vantage of the theory developed here could then be seen
from the spectrum of the magnetic polaron. While many
previous methods can extract the ground state energy
and properties quite well, they have troubles accessing
excited states and thus cannot qualitatively resolve the
spectral function in contrast to the formalism developed
here.
The effective meson-magnon polaron Hamiltonian,

which is the main result of this work, connects the prob-
lem of doped Mott insulators to the well-known weakly
coupled Bose polaron model. This makes the applica-
tion of specialized methods developed in this field possi-
ble. Therefore, our theoretical formalism paves the way
for several future applications and allows to study non-
equilibrium dynamics of mobile holes and transport prop-
erties of doped antiferromagnets as well as finite tempera-
ture properties. Apart from the application for the single
polaron, this formalism is quite flexible and allows for the
study of different lattice geometries including frustrated
lattices and could be modified for the study of bound
hole pairs which will be the subject future works.
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[31] P. Béran, D. Poilblanc, and R. B. Laughlin, Evidence for
composite nature of quasiparticles in the 2D t-J model,
Nuclear Physics B 473, 707 (1996).

[32] L. W. Cheuk, M. A. Nichols, M. Okan, T. Gersdorf, V. V.
Ramasesh, W. S. Bakr, T. Lompe, and M. W. Zwierlein,
Quantum-Gas Microscope for Fermionic Atoms, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 114, 193001 (2015).

[33] M. F. Parsons, A. Mazurenko, C. S. Chiu, G. Ji, D. Greif,
and M. Greiner, Site-resolved measurement of the spin-
correlation function in the Fermi-Hubbard model, Sci-
ence 353, 1253 (2016).

[34] M. Boll, T. A. Hilker, G. Salomon, A. Omran, J. Nespolo,
L. Pollet, I. Bloch, and C. Gross, Spin- and density-
resolved microscopy of antiferromagnetic correlations in
Fermi-Hubbard chains, Science 353, 1257 (2016).

[35] A. Bohrdt, L. Homeier, C. Reinmoser, E. Demler, and
F. Grusdt, Exploration of doped quantum magnets with
ultracold atoms, Annals of Physics Special Issue on Philip
W. Anderson, 435, 168651 (2021).

[36] C. S. Chiu, G. Ji, A. Bohrdt, M. Xu, M. Knap, E. Demler,
F. Grusdt, M. Greiner, and D. Greif, String patterns in
the doped Hubbard model, Science 365, 251 (2019).

[37] A. Bohrdt, C. S. Chiu, G. Ji, M. Xu, D. Greif, M. Greiner,
E. Demler, F. Grusdt, and M. Knap, Classifying snap-
shots of the doped Hubbard model with machine learn-
ing, Nature Physics 15, 921 (2019).

[38] G. Ji, M. Xu, L. H. Kendrick, C. S. Chiu, J. C.
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Appendix A: Connected vs. unconnected strings

In the construction of the truncated basis of string
states in Sec. II C, we chose to consider only states where
the hole and flipped spins form a single connected com-
ponent and describe all flipped spins which cannot be
combined into this connected string with the help of the
generalized magnons (13). In this way, we do not at-
tribute all of the spin dynamics around the hole to the
hole motion, which reduces the double-counting of J⊥-
processes when introducing spin-waves. We further jus-
tify the elimination of unconnected strings, because it
results in a better agreement with DMRG data obtained
by Bohrdt et al. [39, 52] when comparing energies at
momentum k = 0.
Note that this restriction on the possible string states is

also necessary for energies to converge with the maximal
string length lmax. If we included all string states, more
and more transverse spin fluctuations would be captured
with the truncated basis. But it is known that for un-
doped AFMs, these transverse spin fluctuations lower the
energy of the ground state by an amount proportional to
the volume of the system [46] and therefore all energies
would keep on decreasing for growing lmax.

Appendix B: Convergence of the truncated string
basis

Here we analyze the dependence of the truncation of
the geometric string Hilbert space on the magnetic po-
laron’s properties. Fig. 15 shows the dispersion of the

(0, 0) (π, 0) (π, π) (0, 0)

k

−2.2

−2.0

−1.8

−1.6

E
0
/
t

lmax = 2

lmax = 3

lmax = 4

lmax = 5

lmax = 6

lmax = 7

lmax = 8

lmax = 9

(0, 0) (π, 0) (π, π) (0, 0)

k

−2.2

−2.1

−2.0

−1.9

−1.8

−1.7

E
0
/
t

lmax = 5

lmax = 6

lmax = 7

lmax = 8

a)

b)

FIG. 15. The dispersion of the magnetic polaron for different
truncations lmax in the geometric string picture (a) and with
coupling to spin-waves (b) for J/t = 0.3.

magnetic polaron for different truncations lmax first with-
out coupling to the spin-waves and then including them
in the SCBA. First of all, we want to draw attention to
the case where lmax = 2. Here we can see that the en-
ergy at the nodal point k = (π/2, π/2) and the anti-node
k = (π, 0) are identical. In fact, the ground state en-
ergy is degenerate along the entire edge of the magnetic
Brillouin zone for lmax = 2. As mentioned in the main
part of the paper, this degeneracy gets lifted due to the
Trugman loops [27]. But since the shortest of these loops
has length 6, we need lmax ≥ 3 to form different strings
which are identical up to a Trugman loop and lift the
degeneracy between the node and anti-node.

Second, we find that for larger Hilbert spaces, the
overall energies decrease and no clear convergence is ob-
tained. Nevertheless, relative energies and hence the
overall shape and bandwidth of the dispersion do con-
verge with growing lmax. When we include the coupling
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FIG. 16. Convergence of the local magnetization (a) and dis-
tribution of the number of flipped spins (b) with the size of
the truncated basis for k = (π/2, π/2).

between the meson and spin-waves, the overall shape of
the dispersion cannot be distinguished for the different
truncations shown in Fig. 15, but the convergence of the
ground state energy is slower and the energy increases
with growing lmax. This might seem counterintuitive at
first, but the collective transverse spin fluctuations which
lower the overall energy in the undoped AFM get sup-
pressed around the hole due to distortion of the magnetic
background, thus raising the energy of the magnetic po-
laron.

Furthermore, we consider the effect of the truncation
on the spin background of the mesonic ground state and
plot the distortion of the local staggered magnetization
around the hole as well as the distribution of the number
of flipped spins in Fig. 16. On the one hand, the proba-
bility distribution for the string lengths is again not en-
tirely converged for the truncations considered here. On
the other hand, the local magnetization around the hole

only changes weakly for lmax ≥ 6.
Overall, the ground state energy is challenging to pre-

dict quantitatively, but all relative energy differences con-
verge quite well. Therefore, energy differences such as
the bandwidth and excitation energies, as well as local
observables are expected to give qualitatively accurate
results.

Appendix C: Coefficients in the effective
Hamiltonian

Here we give the explicit expressions of the coefficients
in Eq. (33). They are obtained from the expressions for
the coefficients in Eqs (30)-(32) after applying a Fourier
and a Bogoliubov transformation:

B̂(1)
p,q =(upuq + vpvq)

×
[
− JzS

∑

⟨i,j⟩

Â
(1)
ij (ei(q−p)i + ei(q−p)j)

+
J⊥S

2

∑

⟨i,j⟩

Â
(2)
ij (ei(qj−pi) + ei(qi−pj))

]

+ (upvq + uqvp)J⊥S
∑

⟨i,j⟩

Â
(3)
ij e

i(qj−pi), (C1)

B̂(2)
p,q =− 1

2
(upvq + uqvq)

×
[
− JzS

∑

⟨i,j⟩

Â
(1)
ij (e−i(q+p)i + e−i(q+p)j)

+
J⊥S

2

∑

⟨i,j⟩

Â
(2)
ij (e−i(qj+pi) + e−i(qi+pj))

]

− (upuq + vpvq)
J⊥S

2

∑

⟨i,j⟩

Â
(3)
ij e

−i(pi+qj), (C2)

B̂(3)
p,q =δp,qv

2
p

×
[
− 2JzS

∑

⟨i,j⟩

Â
(1)
ij

+
J⊥S

2

∑

⟨i,j⟩

Â
(2)
ij (eip(j−i) + eip(i−j))

]

+ δp,−p upvp J⊥S
∑

⟨i,j⟩

Â
(3)
ij e

ip(i−j). (C3)

With the expressions above, we can write the coeffi-
cients in Eq. (8) as:

B(1) = B(1)(k, p, q, n, n′)

= ⟨ϕmes
n′ (k)|B̂(1)

pq |ϕmes
n (k + p− q)⟩ (C4)

B(2) = B(2)(k, p, q, n, n′)

= ⟨ϕmes
n′ (k)|B̂(2)

pq |ϕmes
n (k + p+ q)⟩ . (C5)
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FIG. 17. The scaling of the energy of rotational string states.
We plot the energy of the first mesonic eigenstates at momen-
tum k = (0, 0) with discrete C4-rotational eigenvalues m4 = 0
(s-wave), m4 = 1 (p-wave) and m4 = 2 (d-wave) as a function
of J/t.

Appendix D: Scaling of energy levels

In Fig. 17, we show the different scaling of the mesonic
string states at zero momentum as a function of the spin
coupling J/t and find that the energy level with discrete
C4-rotational eigenvalues m4 = 0 scales differently with
the coupling strength J/t than energy levels withm4 ̸= 0.
This leads to two level crossings, where the rotational
symmetry of the lowest energy state changes. Between
J/t ≈ 0.1 and J/t ≈ 0.7, the lowest energy state at
k = (0, 0) shows p-wave symmetry while it features s-
wave symmetry in rest of the scanned parameter region.
These level crossings lead to the kinks observed in Fig. 9
and described in Sec. III C.
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FIG. 18. The dispersion of the magnetic polaron for differ-
ent truncations nmax and J/t = 0.3. Here, nmax denotes the
number of internal mesonic energy levels coupling to the low-
est energy level.

Appendix E: Convergence with the number of
excited mesonic states

In the computation of the polaron self-energy (41),
we allow for virtual internal excitations of the meson.
Throughout the paper, when we look at ground state
properties, we include the coupling between the first 7
mesonic states an drop the interactions between higher
mesonic excitations. Fig. 18 shows the dispersion of the
magnetic polaron for different values of the number of
included mesonic configurations nmax. While it is impor-
tant to take the first few string excitations into account,
because of the level crossing of the rotational mesonic
configurations, we cannot really distinguish between the
different values for nmax in Fig. 18 and conclude that
nmax = 7 is sufficient to reach convergence.
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