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Experimental and numerical spectroscopy have revealed rich physics in antiferromagnets, in par-
ticular in frustrated and doped systems. The Majumdar-Ghosh (MG) model has an analytically
known spin-disordered ground state of dimerized singlets as a result of magnetic frustration. Here we
study the single-hole angle-resolved photoemission spectrum (ARPES) of a doped MG model, where
we introduce a spin-hole interaction that is experimentally accessible with ultracold molecules. We
report a bound spinon-holon ground state and clear signatures of a spinon-holon molecule state and
polarons in the ARPES spectrum at different magnetizations. Moreover, we find signatures of an
emergent Feshbach resonance with tunable interactions associated with the unbinding of the spinon
and the holon. Our results provide new insights into the physics of dopants in frustrated t-J models
and establish the latter as a new platform for studies of emergent few-body phenomena.

Introduction.—The resonating valence bond theory
(RVB), developed by Anderson and Fazekas [1, 2], de-
scribes a quantum spin liquid (QSL) on a triangu-
lar lattice with featureless constituents: holons and
spinons. Historically, RVB was proposed to describe
high-temperature superconductivity in the 2D Hubbard
model [3–5]. While the RVB paradigm is still widely ap-
plied for describing spin liquids, in the context of doped
antiferromagnets theories with confined phases or non-
trivial constituents have emerged in recent years. A
prominent example are fractionalized Fermi liquids (FL*)
[6, 7], often studied in the context of doped quantum
dimer models [8]. This parton picture is in line with mi-
croscopic studies of doped holes [9] and hole pairs [10] in
t-J and Hubbard models.

Feshbach resonances have originally been introduced in
the context of particle physics, where slow-moving col-
liding particles undergo resonant scattering [11]. Since
then, Feshbach resonances have been widely used to re-
alize tunable interactions in cold-atom experiments [12–
15] and 2D semiconductors [16, 17]. Recently, Feshbach
resonances have further been proposed as a possible pair-
ing mechanism for high-temperature superconductivity
in cuprates [18–20].

In this Letter, we report Feshbach-like resonant inter-
actions upon tuning across the spinon/holon unbinding
in a paradigmatic doped frustrated quantum magnet.
We study the doped Majumdar-Ghosh model [21, 22]
extended by spin-hole interactions that can be realized
e.g. by ultracold polar molecules [23, 24], serving as a
toy model relevant for other settings featuring spinon-
holon bound states. The resonant spinon-holon interac-
tions we reveal are directly probed by varying the den-
sity of unpaired spinons. Using matrix product states
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FIG. 1. Spinon-holon bound state in the doped
Majumdar-Ghosh model. The bare Majumdar-Ghosh
model features a ground state of dimerized spin singlets. We
illustrate (a) a bound and (b) an unbound spinon-holon state
in the Majumdar-Ghosh model with one hole. (c) We show
a Majumdar-Ghosh model with one hole and high magneti-
zation. The unpaired spinons form a Luttinger liquid.

(MPS), we study the ground state properties and cal-
culate the single-hole ARPES spectrum. In addition to
the Feshbach-like resonance, we find a rich set of emer-
gent few-body states realized in the doped MG model.
Our results have possible implications for the physics of
cuprates in the pseudogap regime.
Doped Majumdar-Ghosh model.—We study the frus-

trated Hamiltonian

Ĥ =− t
∑

⟨i,j⟩,σ

P̂GW

[
ĉ†i,σ ĉj,σ +H.c.

]
P̂GW + J

N∑
j=1

Ŝj · Ŝj+1

+
J

2

N∑
j=1

Ŝj · Ŝj+2 − g
∑
⟨i,j⟩

[
n̂hi Ŝ

z
j +H.c.

]
(1)

on the triangular ladder, see Fig. 1, where ĉj,σ is a
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FIG. 2. Emergent Feshbach-like interaction. We per-
form microscopic MPS simulations of the single-hole ARPES
spectrum Eq. (3) of Hamiltonian (1). Details of the MPS cal-
culations can be found in [27] Sec. I. (a) We show the one-hole
majority ARPES spectrum A↑ (i.e. we remove an ↑-spinon
and probe the time evolution of the resulting hole) at fixed
momentum ka = 1.0 (corresponding approximately to the
GS of the one-hole dispersion; a is the lattice constant) for
L = 81 and magnetization m = 37/81. We find signatures of
attractive/repulsive Fermi polarons. We probe the Feshbach
resonance by tuning the density of unpaired spinons (m) and
extracting the peak positions ω(g;m) of the polaron branches,
see (b). The polaron branches repel each other for increasing
m, signaling a resonantly enhanced interaction.

fermionic annihilation operator on site j with spin σ ∈ {↑
, ↓}, Ŝj is the spin operator and n̂hj =

∏
σ(1− ĉ†j,σ ĉj,σ) is

the hole density. It includes the bare Majumdar-Ghosh
model featuring Heisenberg interactions between nearest
neighbors (NN) and next-nearest neighbors (NNN) ∝ J .

We allow NN hopping of fermions ∝ t; here P̂GW denotes
the Gutzwiller projector on states with no more than one
fermion per site. In addition, we add a spin-hole inter-
action ∝ g that can be experimentally realized using e.g.
ultracold polar molecules [23, 24], ultracold atoms [25],
or in Rydberg tweezer arrays [26]. We set t = J ; this
choice is not particularly special.

We microscopically simulate the system using MPS
and apply the density-matrix renormalization group
(DMRG) [28] to calculate the ground state (GS). Time
evolutions of the MPS are obtained using generalized
subspace expansion (GSE) [29] for the first few time
steps and then using the two-site time-dependent vari-

ational principle (TDVP2) [30]. In addition, we use lin-
ear extrapolation to improve the quality of the ARPES
spectrum [31]. We enforce a global U(1) ⊗ U(1) sym-
metry of the hole number and the magnetization m =
2⟨
∑

j Ŝ
z
j ⟩/L. The magnetization is always positive in this

Letter. We use the SyTen toolkit [32].
Spinon-holon Feshbach resonance.—The undoped

Majumdar-Ghosh model, i.e. Hamiltonian (1) at n̂hj = 0,
features a GS of dimerized singlets, see Fig. 1. We dope
one hole into the system and set the magnetization to
a small but non-zero value, i.e. we have some unpaired
spinons in the system that are not bound in a singlet.
Consequently, the GS of this doped and magnetized sys-
tem is translationally invariant. By tuning the micro-
scopic spin-hole interaction ∝ g, we can realize both an
unbound and a bound regime, in which a spinon-holon
bound state forms. The existence of the bound state itself
is very natural and we will study the microscopic details
later; for now, it is only important that its existence can
be controlled via g.
This brings us to the central idea put forward in this

Letter: We propose that the unbinding transition of the
spinon-holon bound state is associated with a Feshbach-
type resonance with resonantly enhanced scattering.
To reveal signatures of such resonantly enhanced

spinon-holon interactions, we consider a system at finite
magnetization. Assuming a Feshbach-like resonance, in
which the spinon and the holon undergo two-body scat-
tering, the interaction energy near the transition is given
by

Ĥint ∼ geff(g)n̂
h⟨n̂S⟩, (2)

where geff(g) is the resonantly enhanced interaction that
depends on the bare coupling g and n̂S is the unpaired
spinon density. Here we employed a mean-field ansatz,
replacing the unpaired spinon density by its average, i.e.
n̂S → ⟨n̂S⟩ = m. Thus increasing m leads to a stronger
interaction energy shift in the system. This situation
resembles a 1D Fermi polaron problem [33], where the
holon corresponds to an impurity. The unpaired spinons
around the holon form a Luttinger liquid and “dress”
the holon in the following sense: The attractive (repul-
sive) polaron is a holon that is surrounded by ↑-spinons
(singlets). Since the unpaired spinons are mutually hard-
core, we expect the polarons to resemble 1D Fermi po-
larons.
We can effectively extract geff(g) by tuning g,m in the

vicinity of the Feshbach resonance by searching for Fermi
polaron signatures and interaction shifts in the ladder in
the one-hole ARPES spectrum

Aσ(k, ω) =
1

2π
Re

∫ ∞

−∞
dt eiωt⟨ψ0|eiĤtĉ†k,σe

−iĤtĉk,σ|ψ0⟩,

(3)

where |ψ0⟩ is the GS without holes. We calculate the full
one-hole ARPES spectrum, thus going beyond mean-field
theory. In addition to Fermi polaron-like branches, this
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FIG. 3. Spinon-holon bound state signatures. We show
the effect of tuning the interaction g in the DMRG ground
state of Hamiltonian (1). (a) We show the quasiparticle
weight Z(g). We observe a maximum around g/J = 2, where
sizable values Z ∼ 0.4 are realized. (b) We show the spin-hole

correlator ⟨n̂h
j Ŝ

z
j+d⟩ averaged over the system. For g = 0(2),

we observe a bound spinon-holon state which extends over ap-
proximately 20 (a few) sites, i.e. the size of the bound state
decreases with increasing Z.

gives rise to a rich set of few-body states, e.g. molecular
spinon-holon states. First, we will focus on the polaron
branches as they are immediately relevant to establish
proof of the Feshbach resonance; However, we will discuss
the other branches later.

We fix ka = 1.0 (corresponding approximately to the
GS of the one-hole dispersion; a is the lattice constant)
and plot the majority (σ = ↑) ARPES spectrum with
respect to g for different magnetizations m; our result
for m = 37/81 is shown in Fig. 2a. Indeed, we identify
two branches with attractive and repulsive Fermi polaron
characters, respectively. The attractive Fermi polaron
has a negative energy compared to the zero-hole GS en-
ergy E0 ≡ 0. It has a particularly large spectral weight in
the repulsive region (g < 0) of the bare coupling g. This
is in line with the Feshbach picture: A repulsive bare
interaction corresponds to a strong resonantly enhanced
effective attractive interaction and vice versa, giving rise
to the existence of the two polaron branches.

As a side note, the attractive polaron might still exist
deep in the attractive region g > 0 while the repulsive
polaron will typically decay because of its high energy
compared to the GS. The repulsive Fermi polaron has a
positive energy and a large spectral weight for attractive
bare interactions (g > 0). In Fig. 2a we only fit the parts
of the two polaron branches with high spectral weight.

We repeat these calculations for different magnetiza-
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FIG. 4. Majority and minority ARPES spectrum.
We perform microscopic MPS simulations of the single-hole
ARPES spectrum Eq. (3) of Hamiltonian (1) at fixed mo-
mentum k = 1.0 for L = 81 and magnetization m = 25/81.
We tune the spin-hole interaction ∝ g and show the ARPES
spectrum at different interactions. ARPES spectra for other
m can be found in [27] Sec. II. (a) We show the major-
ity spectrum A↑. The linear branches represent the major-
ity/minority spinon-holon molecule states, which can be at-
tractively/repulsively bound, respectively. (b) We show the
minority spectrum A↓. The minority molecule is not visible
due to vanishing spectral weight. In addition to the molecule
branches, we observe a polaron-spinon continuum signaled by
a cosine dispersion of the momentum-dependent ARPES (see
lower left inset), and spinon-particle hole dressing signaled by
a continuum of states above the attractive majority molecule
ground state (see upper right inset).

tions and show the fitted polaron branches in Fig. 2b.
We clearly observe a repulsion of the attractive/repulsive
branches with increasing m, as expected from Eq. (2),
thus strongly suggesting a resonantly enhanced Feshbach
interaction.

We will discuss the microscopic details of the spinon-
holon bound state next, after making one more remark:
The Feshbach resonance is connected to the unbinding
of a spinon-holon pair, our ARPES calculation is just a
way to probe it. In fact, we argue that Feshbach res-
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onances might be more generally prevalent in scenarios
where partons form bound states, e.g. in the context of
FL-FL* transitions [6, 7]: in the FL* phase deconfined
spinons and holons exist but the relevant charge carriers
at low energies are constituted by bound pairs of spinons
and holons, yielding electron-like quantum numbers.

Free molecule limit.—We study the microscopic struc-
ture of the bound spinon-holon state at minimal magne-
tization, i.e. with only one hole and one unpaired spinon
in the system. To study the effect of tuning the spin-hole
interaction ∝ g, we calculate the QP weight

Z =
∑
j

|⟨ψ1h
0 |ĉj,↓|ψ0h

0 ⟩|2, (4)

where |ψ0(1)h
0 ⟩ is the DMRG GS with zero (one) holes

at m = 0(1/2). It includes the MPS overlap between
the one-hole DMRG GS and the undoped GS in which
we put a spinon directly next to a holon (by removing
one spin from a singlet). Thus Z probes the existence
of a spinon-holon bound state. Note that in contrast to
the ARPES simulations, here we use an even system size
of L = 80. We perform a scan over −2 ≤ g/J ≤ 10
and plot Z in Fig. 3a. Z is zero for g/J ≪ −1 and fea-
tures a maximum around g/J = 2, where sizable values
Z ∼ 0.4 are realized. This confirms the formation of a
spinon-holon bound state for g > 0. Interestingly, the
bare interaction g at the approximate location of the res-
onance coincides with the transition from the unbound to
the bound regime in the free molecule limit, see Fig. 3a
which is consistent with the bare interaction g driving
the transition.

To study the microscopic structure of the bound state
further, we calculate the spin-hole correlator ⟨n̂hj Ŝz

j+d⟩
for g/J = 0 and 2. For g/J = 0, we observe a large
bound state that extends over approximately 20 lattice
sites, still well below the system size L = 80. The size
of the bound state decreases significantly down to a few
lattice sites for g/J = 2. Thus, the existence and the
size of a bound spinon-holon state are directly tunable
by g/J .
Emergent few-body physics.—The calculated ARPES

spectra feature not only Fermi polarons but also a rich set
of further branches, some of which we will identify here.
We show the majority (σ = ↑) ARPES spectrum for dif-
ferent spin-hole interactions ∝ g at m = 25/81 in Fig. 4a.
In addition to the Fermi polarons, we identify 4 branches
where a spinon and the holon form a molecular state,
signaled by a linear dependence of the energy E ∼ ±|g|.
We call the state where the holon binds to a ↑-spinon (↓-
spinon) a majority (minority) molecule. Both molecule

types can be either attractively (negative energy) or re-
pulsively (positive energy) bound. A repulsively bound
molecule is an excited state that can be long-lived due to
a lack of low-order resonant decay processes.

We show the minority (σ = ↓) ARPES spectrum for
different spin-hole interactions ∝ g at m = 25/81 in
Fig. 4b. In addition to the attractive and repulsive
majority molecule, we observe a polaron-spinon contin-
uum enclosed by a cosine dispersion in the momentum-
dependent ARPES spectrum at fixed g/J , see inset of
Fig. 4b. Further, we observe spinon particle-hole dress-
ing as a continuum of excited states above the attractive
majority molecule, where the interaction between the im-
purity (i.e. the holon) with the Luttinger liquid results
in particle-hole excitations (i.e. collective excitations of
spinons). Attentive readers may have noticed that the
minority molecule and the Fermi polarons are not visible
in the minority spectrum. This is due to their low spec-
tral weight as a result of vanishing wave function overlaps
in the ARPES spectrum, as we discuss further in [27]
Sec. II. More detailed studies of the molecular branches
and the other few-body excitations not discussed here are
tasks left for future research.

Discussion and outlook.— We have investigated a
doped Majumdar-Ghosh model as a paradigmatic frus-
trated quantum magnet. The model can be experimen-
tally implemented using e.g. ultracold dipolar molecules
[23, 24], and for g = 0 using ultracold fermions in
quantum gas microscopes [34–39]. Using ARPES based
on MPS, we have found signatures of a spinon-holon
Feshbach-like resonance which can be probed by tun-
ing the density of unpaired spinons (i.e. magnetization).
We have also found emergent few-body physics in the
ARPES spectra, including different (partly repulsively
bound) molecular branches of a spinon and a holon.

Our results suggest wider applicability of this emergent
Feshbach-like resonance to study the physics of super-
conducting phases or parton unbinding. It is potentially
relevant to clarify the physics of doped quantum spin
liquids and has potential applications in the context of
heavy electrons [40, 41] and cuprates.
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I. CALCULATING THE ARPES SPECTRUM & MPS CONVERGENCE

We perform microscopic MPS simulations of Hamiltonian (1) for magnetization m = 13/81, 25/81, 37/81, 51/81 and

spin-hole interaction −5 < g/J < 5. Note that in our convention m = 2⟨
∑

j Ŝ
z
j ⟩/L > 0, i.e. each spin contributes

±1/L to m. Our procedure is similar to [42] but here we use the SyTen toolkit [32]. To probe signatures of
Feshbach-like resonances, we calculate the majority (σ = ↑) and minority (σ = ↓) ARPES spectrum Eq. (3):

Aσ(k, ω) =
1

2π
Re

∫ ∞

−∞
dt eiωtAσ(k, t),

where

Aσ(k, t) =
1

L

∑
i,j

e−ik(i−j)⟨ψ0|eiĤtĉ†j,σe
−iĤtĉi,σ|ψ0⟩.

First, we calculate the MPS groundstate (GS) |ψ0⟩ without holes using DMRG with bond dimension χ = 1000. The

GS is well converged with variance ⟨Ĥ2⟩ − ⟨Ĥ⟩2 < 10−11.
Then, we dope a hole into the system and calculate the time evolution up to times t = 20/J using generalized

subspace expansion (GSE) [29] for the first few time steps and then using the two-site time-dependent variational
principle (TDVP2) [30] for later times. We choose the time step ∆t = 0.02/J . In Fig. S1, we compare the minority

Green’s function ⟨eiĤt ĉ†L/2+d e
−iĤt ĉL/2⟩ for bond dimensions χ = 800 and 1000, at time t = 13/J . The difference is

∼ 10−5, thus the time evolution is well converged. We calculate the MPS overlap with the original GS |ψ0⟩.
Next, we perform a Fourier transform into momentum space to obtain Aσ(k, t). To prevent unphysical oscillations

in the time Fourier transform resulting from a cutoff at t = 20/J , we apply linear extrapolation [31]. As a tradeoff
between the error of the TDVP2 time evolution and the error of extrapolating the signal, we choose to suppress parts
of our original signal and the complete extrapolated signal. We exponentially suppress times after t = 40/3J with a
Gaussian w(t) = exp(−2(t/t0)

2) where t0 = 20/3J .
Finally, we perform a time Fourier transform into energy space which grants us access to the full ARPES spectrum

Aσ(k, ω).

II. ARPES SPECTRA

In Fig. S2, we show the interaction-dependent majority (σ = ↑, a-d) and minority (σ = ↓, e-h) ARPES spectra at
fixed momentum k = 1.0 at different magnetizations. We label branches according to their qualitative behavior and
illustrate the fitting of the polaron branches. Here we also briefly discuss the spectral weights of the polaron and the
molecular branches.
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FIG. S1. MPS time evolution convergence. We show the difference of the minority Green’s function A↓(d, t) =

⟨eiĤt ĉ†L/2+d e
−iĤt ĉL/2⟩ evaluated at bond dimensions χ = 800 and 1000, at time t = 13/J . We exponentially suppress

times after t = 40/3J with a Gaussian w(t) = exp(−2(t/t0)
2) where t0 = 20/3J . The difference is ∼ 10−5, thus the time

evolution is well converged.

The minority molecule is not visible in the minority spectrum because of its vanishing spectral weight: We remove
a ↓-spinon from a GS where practically all ↓-spinons are bound in singlets, see Fig. S2e-h. Conversely, the majority
molecule ARPES weight increases for increasing m since we have more free ↑-spinons in the GS. This is especially
relevant for the majority spectrum where the entire majority molecule spectral weight originates from free ↑-spinons
in the GS, see Fig. S2a-d

The polaron branches are very dominant in the highly magnetized majority spectrum because of a high chance to
remove a free ↑-spinon. Vice versa, in a highly magnetized minority spectrum, the removal of a down spin will break
a singlet; the holon and the adjacent ↑-spinon form a molecule, resulting in a vanishing polaron spectral weight.
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FIG. S2. ARPES spectra. We plot the majority (σ = ↑, a-d) and minority (σ = ↓, e-h) ARPES spectrum Eq. (3) of
Hamiltonian (1) at fixed GS momentum k = 1.0 for L = 81 and at different magnetizations m. We label the branches according
to their qualitative behavior. Fits of the polaron branches are marked in blue. We find an almost flat band for the attractive
minority molecule in the inset of (d).
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