arXiv:1712.06762v2 [cond-mat.str-el] 5 Dec 2018

D-wave superconductivity induced by proximity to the non-uniform chiral spin liquid on a square lattice

Rui Wang^{1,2}, Haiyuan Zou^4, Tigran Sedrakyan^5, Baigeng Wang^{1,3},^∗ and D. Y. Xing^{1,3} 1Department of Physics, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210093, China 2Department of Physics and Astronomy, Shanghai Jiao Tong University, Shanghai 200240, China 3National Laboratory of Solid State Microstructures and Collaborative Innovation Center of Advanced Microstructures, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210093, China 4Tsung-Dao Lee Institute, Shanghai Jiao Tong University, Shanghai 200240, China and 5Department of Physics, University of Massachusetts Amherst, Amherst, Massachusetts 01003, USA (Dated: February 6, 2019)

We use the tensor network algorithm to show evidences of a non-uniform chiral spin-liquid (CSL) ground state in a frustrated spin-1/2 model on a square lattice, in the regime of moat-like band structure of the lattice, i.e., a band with infinitely degenerate energy minima attained along a closed contour in the Brillouin zone. The analytical description of the state is given by the effective field theory of a topological square-lattice fermionic Chern insulator coupled to the Chern-Simons gauge field. The observed non-uniform CSL has a substantial effect on a nearby free-fermion environment. We show that, in the presence of arbitrarily small spin exchange interaction, the CSL can endow a gauge-field-modulated effective interaction between the environmental fermions. The induced effective interaction can be attractive within a significant parameter region, leading to an instability towards d-wave superconductivity in the fermionic bath.

PACS numbers:

Introduction.– Superconductivity, discovered by Kamerlingh and Onnes in 1911, is one of the paradigmatic phases of strongly interacting quantum manyelectron systems. Variety of mechanisms of the pairing of electrons were extensively studied over decades, since the first experimental observation. Much of our understanding of the phenomenon comes from the celebrated Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer (BCS) theory developed in 1957^1. For traditional BCS superconductors (SCs), it is well accepted that the electron-phonon interaction is responsible for the formation of Cooper pairs. For high-T_c superconductors, though still being debated, many different theories of the pairing mechanism have been put forward^{2–36}.

Another fascinating example of complex phases of strongly interacting quantum many-body systems is the quantum spin liquid – a Mott-insulator with strong quantum fluctuations that suppress ordering down to the lowest temperatures. A characteristic property of quantum spin-liquids is that they support fractionalization of lowlying excitations while their analytical description implies the formation of gauge fields and a topological order of the low-energy effective theories.

An interesting though exotic theoretical framework for the interplay of quantum spin-liquids and superconductivity was proposed in Refs. 13,21,37 in the context of high-T_c systems, where the origin of the U(1) gauge field was related to the spin-overlap on adjacent Cu atoms in the CuO_2 planes. This is the so-called resonating valencebond picture of cuprates, where superconductivity was proposed to be triggered upon carrier doping of the disordered magnet^{38–44}.

In this paper, we consider the interplay between a quantum spin-liquid with spontaneously broken timereversal symmetry (TRS) and superconductivity, yet from a distant perspective. A key representative of such spin-liquids is the CSL^{45–79}, which is close in its nature to the quantum Hall state: it is gapped in bulk, and simultaneously supports massless chiral edge excitations. Deviating from the standard approach to similar problems, where one considers the effect of carriers on the spin system^{80}, we ask the opposite question: if one starts with a CSL state and couples it to an external, free-electron bath, how will the state of the Mott-insulator affect the free-electron environment?

The focus of the present article is twofold. Firstly, we numerically show that a non-uniform CSL^{81} – a state where Ising antiferromagnetic (AFM) order coexists with CSL^{69–72,81–83} – can be stabilized on a square lattice as the ground state of a spin-1/2 XY model with competing interactions. This happens in the broad parameter regime where the lattice band structure exhibits an energy minimum along a closed line – dubbed the moat – in the Brillouin zone. As the next step, we identify the low-energy effective field theory describing the state, that can be understood as a square-lattice fermionic Chern insulator coupled to the Chern-Simons gauge field. It is shown that the mean-field treatment of the topological field theory yields results which are in a good agreement with the numerically observed CSL, in terms of the phase diagram, the Ising order, and the chirality order χ_{r,r}′_{,r}′′ = ⟨S_r · (S_r′ × S_r′′ )⟩^{73}. Secondly, we demonstrate the existence of an unexpected “proximity effect” of the non-uniform CSL, when it is coupled with a free-electron bath. Even at arbitrarily small spin exchange coupling, the CSL can induce pairing of electrons in the environmental bath, giving rise to a d-wave superconducting state for a significant parameter region. The pairing of electrons is attributed to the CS gauge field inherited from the CSL. Similar to the classical picture where two

FIG. 1: (color online). The typical hardcore boson spectrum for (a) J2/J1 < 0.25 and (b) J2/J1 > 0.25. (c) Tensor network results of M^{x,y} ≡ ∑ r √ ⟨S^x_r ⟩^2 + ⟨S^y_r ⟩^2/N, M^z ≡ ∑ r |⟨S^z_r ⟩|/N, and the chirality order χ as a function of J2/J1 at virtual dimension D = 4. Insets schematically show the spin orders for the three phases. χ is plot with a weak perturbation^{84} β = 0.01.

opposite magnetic fluxes generate opposite in-plane cyclotron motion of two electrons and thus an attractive Ampere force between them, the staggered CS gauge field from CSL can result in an effectively attractive interaction between electrons and thus a superconducting state in the bath. Furthermore, gapless nodes of the SC gap with sign changes are found along the Fermi surface, indicating a d_x2_{−y}2 pairing symmetry. We show that this is mainly due to the square lattice symmetry as well as the π-flux gauge field inherited by the non-uniform CSL from the planar Néel AFM parent state at the weak frustration regime.

Model Hamiltonian.– The total Hamiltonian under consideration consists of the frustrated spin s = 1/2 system, the fermionic environment, and a coupling term between them, H_{tot} = H_{sys} + H_{env} + H_c. For the spin system we consider the J_1-J_2-J_3 AFM XY model on the square lattice: H_{sys} = ∑ r,r^′ J_{r,r}′ (S^x_r S^x_r′ + S^y_r S^y_r′ ), (1)

with the nearest-neighbor (NN) interaction J_{⟨r,r}′_⟩ = J_1, next-NN (NNN) J_{⟨⟨r,r}′_{⟩⟩} = J_2, and next-NNN (NNNN) J_{⟨⟨⟨r,r}′_{⟩⟩⟩} = J_3. The Hamiltonian H_{env} describes a free environmental bath with spinful fermions, {c^{(†)}_{rσ} }, σ =↑, ↓, hopping on the square lattice: H_{env} = −t ∑ ⟨r,r^′⟩ c^†_{rσ} c_r′_σ + h.c. (2)

The latter is assumed to be coupled to the spin system H_{sys} through the XY spin-exchange interaction

H_c = J_c ∑ r c^†_{rα}(S^x_r σ^x_{αβ} + S^y_r σ^y_{αβ} )c_{rβ} , (3)

where σ is the Pauli matrix denoting the spin degrees of freedom of c-fermions. Throughout this work, we assume the weak coupling condition with J_c ≪ t, J_i, (i = 1, 2, 3). The model H_{tot} offers a unique opportunity to both explore the frustration-induced stabilization of the CSL and an unambiguous signal of formation of d-wave superconductivity in the free-fermion bath.

Non-uniform CSL on a square lattice.– We firstly study H_{sys}, with J_c being ”turned off”. Using the hardcore boson representation of spin-1/2 operators^{84}, we obtain the single-particle spectrum, as shown in Fig.1(a)-(b), where J_3 = J_2/2. It is found that for J_2/J_1 < 0.25, the energy minimum of the spectrum resides at the Mpoint in the reciprocal space, while once J_2/J_1 > 0.25, an infinitely degenerate nodal loop emerges, consisting of energy minima surrounding the M-point^{85}.

Near the moat bottom energy, E_c, the single-particle density of states diverges as (E −E_c)^{−1/2}, resembling the one-dimensional (1D) Tonks-Girardeau case^{86–89}, motivating the possibility of statistical transmutation and absence of in-plane magnetic orders^{82}. This suggests a possible nontrivial ground state for J_2 > 0.25. To probe the many-body nature of the ground state, we use the tensornetwork ansatz^{90–92}, in which, the many-body wavefunction is constructed by local tensors, and the quantum entanglement is controlled by the virtual bond-dimension D of these tensors. We apply an update^{93,94} based on the Trotter-Suzuki expansion, and a real space coarsegraining procedure^{95}, known as the higher-order tensor renormalization group^{96}, for the evolution of ground state and the calculation of order parameters.

The ground state expectation of spin operators, ⟨S^i_r⟩, with i = x, y, z are obtained, which suggest three different phases with varying J_2/J_1. As shown in Fig.1(c), for 0.33 ≳ J_2/J_1, the expected planar Néel AFM order is found with ⟨S^x_r ⟩ ≠ 0 and ⟨S^z_r ⟩ = 0, ∀r. For 0.44 ≳ J_2/J_1 ≳ 0.33, the planar spin ordering vanishes, stabilizing a phase that is completely disordered in the XY-plane with ⟨S^{x,y}_r ⟩ = 0, ∀r. Moreover, we observe an unexpected out-of-plane Néel AFM Ising ordering with ⟨S^z_r ⟩ ≠ 0, ∀r. For J_2/J_1 ≳ 0.44, the out-of-plane Ising order is again replaced by a planar magnetic ordering with the nesting vector (π/2, π). What is even more intriguing, with introducing a weak TRS-breaking phaseperturbation to H_{sys}, namely by replacing the NN interaction term by H_1 → J_1 ∑ ⟨r,r^′⟩ ( e^{±iβπ}S^+_r S^−_r′ + h.c. )_{97}

with an infinitesimal β, we obtain a strong chirality order χ_{r,r}′_{,r}′′ in the region 0.44 ≳ J_2/J_1 ≳ 0.33, with r, r^′, r^{′′} being the three NN sites in the elemental plaquette. In sharp contrast, χ_{r,r}′_{,r}′′ always remains zero in the ordered states at 0.33 ≳ J_2/J_1 and J_2/J_1 ≳ 0.44 even in the presence of a finite β. Furthermore, a linear scaling behavior of χ_{r,r}′_{,r}′′ with β is found in 0.44 ≳ J_2/J_1 ≳ 0.33, which is an inherent property of CSL^{84,98}. The spontaneous TRS breaking is further supported by our density matrix renormalization group calculations on a cylinder geometry, which identifies the interchange of ground state between two degenerate topological sectors with the adiabatic evolution of the twisted angle^{67} from 0 to 2π^{96}. The above observations suggest the emergence of a chiral state which (a) is disordered in XY plane (b) has an out-of-plane Ising ordering (c) spontaneously breaks TRS^{81–83}.

To describe these findings analytically, we fermionize the hard-core bosons using the Chern-Simons flux attachment^{82,83}, similar to the approaches in fractional quantum Hall (FQH) systems. The lattice version of CS fermionization^{99–103} is formulated as S^±_r = f^±_r Û^±_r , with the string operator Û^±_r = e^{±i ∑r′≠r arg[r−r′ ]nr′} and the spinless CS fermion operator f_r. The nonlocal string operators ensure the SU(2) algebra of the spins. In this representation, nearby string operators will combine to generate the CS gauge field A_r = ∑ r̃ n_{r̃}∇_rarg(r − r̃). Similarly, the CS phases are defined as A_{r,r}′ = ∑ r̃ n_{r̃}[arg(r − r̃) − arg(r^′ − r̃)]. In the following, we introduce the notation A^{l,l′}_{r,r}′ (with l, l^′ = a, b) to denote the CS phases on bond ⟨r, r^′⟩ and from sublattice l to l^′. Let us note in passing that the number operator of CS fermions satisfies n_r = S^z_r + 1/2.

The generated CS gauge field A_r obeys the “Stocks theorem”^{81}, B_r = ∮ dr · A_r = 2πn_r. To implement this constraint condition^{104}, we introduce a Lagrangian multiplier A^0_r . H_{sys} is then mapped to a field theory describing spinless fermions coupled to the CS gauge field, S_{sys} = ∫ dt[ ∑ r f^†_r (i∂_t − A^0_r )f_r + 1 2π ∑ r A^0_rB_r − ∑ r,r^′ J_{r,r}′ f^†_r f_r′ e^{iAr,r′} − h.c.]. (4)

The bipartite spin model allows for two different sublattices a, b. The sublattice degrees of freedom, in the fermionic representation, are translated as the staggered NN CS gauge fields^{104}, indicated by the yellow arrows in Fig.2(b), where we work under the gauge that the NN phases only reside on horizontal bonds, with A^{a,b}_{r,r+ex} = A^{a,b}_{r,r−ex} = −A^{b,a}_{r,r+ex} = −A^{b,a}_{r,r−ex} = ϕ/2, where e_x, e_y are the lattice vectors of the square lattice. Guided by the numerical observation of the Ising ordering in 0.44 ≳ J_2/J_1 ≳ 0.33 which is translated as the density wave order of the CS fermions with n^A_r −n^B_r ≠ 0, we shall look for mean-field states allowing for broken symmetry between A and B sublattices. We restrict ourselves to the simplest but general choice with A^{a,a}_{r,r+ex +ey} = A^{b,b}_{r,r+ex −ey} = γ_2, A^{a,a}_{r,r+ex −ey} = A^{b,b}_{r,r+ex +ey} = γ_1, as shown by the orange

FIG. 2: (color online). (a) The unit cell with a (white site) and b (red site) sublattice, and with NN (J1), NNN (J2), NNNN (J3) interaction. CS fluxes associated with spontaneous TRS breaking are shown. (b) The NN, NNN CS gauge fields on the square lattice.

and green arrows in Fig.2(b) respectively. These NNN CS phases generate the staggered CS fluxes in a unit cell in Fig.2(a), with Δγ = γ_2 − γ_1 and −Δγ in the left and right triangle, respectively.

The CS fermions are Gaussian in Eq.(4) and one can integrate them out to obtain the fermionic free energy functional, S_{ef f} = W [A^0, ϕ, γ_1, γ_2] +^1_{2π} ∑ r A^0B_r[ϕ, γ_1, γ_2], where A^0 is the antisymmetric Lagrangian multiplier defined as combinations of A^0_r at a, b sites in a unit cell A^0 = ( A^0_{r,a} − A^0_{r,b} ) /2, and the symmetric compo-

nent has been gauged out at half-filling^{81}. The free energy W [A^0, ϕ, γ_1, γ_2] = ∑ k,n∈occ En(k, A 0, ϕ, γ_1, γ_2) with E_n(k) being the energy of the n-band CS fermions and the sum over all occupied states. By minimizing S_{ef f} with respective to the CS phases and A^0, we obtain the mean-field solution^{84} (A^0, Δγ, ϕ). The evolution of (A^0, Δγ, ϕ) upon increasing J_2/J_1 is represented by the red dashed curve in Fig.3(a). (A^0, Δγ, ϕ) starts from the (0, 0, π) point in the 3D order parameter space, and moves along the direction of the arrows with gradually enlarging J_2/J_1. For J_2/J_1 ≤ 0.5, the trajectory lies in the horizontal plane, ϕ = π, while it jumps to ϕ = 0 plane

FIG. 3: (color online) (a) The self-consistently calculated trajectory of CS phases with increasing J2/J1. (b) ϕ, Δγ and A^0 versus J2/J1 . The inset shows the CS fermion spectrums for the π-flux state, which ends up with planar Néel AFM order with further taking into account the fluctuation of gauge field.

for J_2/J_1 ≥ 0.5. The ϕ = 0 plane is topologically trivial with Chern number C = 0, whereas we find that the ϕ = π plane has both a topologically trivial (C = 0) and a nontrivial region (C = 1), as denoted by the yellow and grey area respectively. Interestingly, the trajectory firstly evolves into the trivial phase, then crosses the boundary into the nontrivial phase at J_2/J_1 ≃ 0.3, which persists until J_2/J_1 ≃ 0.5.

More details are included in Fig.3(b). For 0.3 ≳ J_2/J_1, the mean-field theory puts the system into a π-flux state with gapless Dirac cones^{105} (see the inset to Fig.3(b)). The π-flux state describes a planar Néel AFM state after taking into account the fluctuation of the CS gauge field^{104}. Remarkably, at J_2/J_1 = 0.25, when the moat begins to form (Fig.1(b)), we observe a strong growth of Δγ and A^0. Note that the A^0 term breaks the sublattice symmetry while Δγ violates TRS. They are two competing masses both working towards gapping out the π-flux state at small J_2/J_1. For 0.3 ≳ J_2/J_1 > 0.25, A^0 has stronger effect, giving rise to a trivial insulator state with C = 0. Whereas, for J_2/J_1 ≳ 0.3, Δγ dominates and results in the band inversion that is responsible for a Chern insulator state with C = 1. This reminds one of the celebrated Haldane model on honeycomb lattice^{106}; however, the state here is originated from strong frustration allowing for fractionalized quasi-particles. Finally, we find that the Chern insulator is destabilized, towards a spin density wave (SDW) state for J_2/J_1 ≥ 0.50, as a result of the emergence of a new Fermi pocket in the CS spectrum^{84}.

The identified Chern insulator on square lattice for 0.5 ≳ J_2/J_1 ≳ 0.3 agrees well with our tensor network calculation in Fig.1(c): (A) It is a gapped state in bulk, ensuring the absence of in-plane magnetic ordering of any sort including ⟨S^{x,y}_r ⟩ = 0; (B) C = 1 validates the violation of the TRS and the nonzero chirality order χ; (C) The staggered CS flux Δγ accurately accounts for the out-of-plane Néel Ising order; (D) The analytical CSL region 0.5 ≳ J_2/J_1 ≳ 0.3 agrees well with the numerical one 0.44 ≳ J_2/J_1 ≳ 0.33. These results suggest stabilization of a non-uniform CSL^{81}, supporting both semionic (flux flips) and fermionic low-energy excitations, on a square lattice.

Proximity induced d-wave superconductivity. – We now turn on J_c and examine H_{tot}, with the focus on the region 0.5 ≳ J_2/J_1 ≳ 0.3 where the spin system found itself in the CSL state. The spins in H_{sys} are composite objects represented by CS f-fermions and fluxes. Therefore, the spin exchange interaction, H_c, represents a hybridization between the environmental c-fermions and ffermions. One can integrate out the Gaussian f-fermions in S = S_{sys} +S_c to obtain an action describing the renormalization effect that CSL has on the fermionic bath: δS = −J^2_c ∫ dt ∑ rr^′

c^†_{rα}σ^+_{αβ} c_{rβ}V̂_{r,r}′ c^†_r′_ρσ^−_{ρσ} c_r′_σ , (5)

where V̂_{r,r}′ = Ĝ_{r,r}′ e^{−iAr,r′} , with Ĝ^{−1}_{r,r}′ = (i∂_t − A^0_r)δ_{r,r}′ − J_{r,r}′ e^{iAr,r′} . The action δS consists of a retarded on-site

FIG. 4: (color online) (a) The self-consistently calculated SC order parameter Δ for 0.25 < J2/J1 < 0.5. Jc = 0.05. (b) The calculated |Δ(k, θ)| along the Fermi surface (the dotted square in the right lower inset). Gapless points with |Δ(k, θ)| = 0 are found. The right upper inset explicitly shows the d_x2_{−y}2 paring symmetry.

as well as an off-site interaction between c-fermions. The former could lead to charge orders when there is the Fermi surface nesting but this is not our focus in this work. The latter,

V_N = ∑ r,r^′ J^2_c J_{r,r}′ e^{−2iAr,r′} c^†_{r↑}c_r′_↑c^†_r′_↓c_{r↓}, (6)

describes the microscopic process where a c-fermion hybridizes with a f-fermion at r, then the f-fermion propagates to r^′ and hybridizes with another c-fermion at r^′. A phase factor e^{−iAr,r′} is accumulated by the f-fermion during the propagation, whereas another phase factor e^{−iAr,r′} arises during two hybridization processes, generating a total phase e^{−2iAr,r′} .

The interaction vertex V_N can be a relevant operator responsible for the SC instability even for J_c → 0. The CS phase e^{−i2Ar,r′} , e.g., π/2 < 2A_{r,r}′ < 3π/2, contributes a negative real component and therefore an attractive term between c-fermions at r and r^′. This is further quantified by making the Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation and introducing bosonic fields Δ_r′_{,r} = ⟨c_r′_↓c_{r↑}⟩ with respect to V_N . Neglecting the spatial fluctuation of the bosonic field, we arrive at the mean-field Hamiltonian and determine the SC order parameter Δ self-consistently^{84}.

The calculated Δ as a function of J_2/J_1 is shown in Fig.4(a). We find that a SC state with Δ ≠ 0 is stabilized for 0.4 > J_2/J_1 > 0.3, where a negative condensation energy is generated^{84}. We also calculate the SC gap function |Δ(k)| along the Fermi surface of cfermions (inset to Fig.4(b)). Gapless nodes of Δ(k) with sign changes are found, which are located at the centers between X-points, as shown by Fig.4(b). The pairing symmetry can be analytically inferred from the NN pairing term^{84}, V_1 ∑ ⟨r,r^′⟩ Δe −2iA_{r,r}′ c r↓c_r′_↑. With the NN CS phases in Fig.2(b), one obtains a k-dependent SC gap Δ(k) = 2Δ(e^{iϕ} cos k_x + cos k_y). Note that ϕ = π for the whole CSL region (Fig.3(b)), the gap function is reduced to Δ(k) = 2Δ(cos k_y − cos k_y) with the standard d_x2_{−y}2 symmetry. Thus, it becomes clear that the d-wave pairing symmetry is attributed to (i) the square lattice symmetry and (ii) the π flux state inherited from the Néel AFM order at small J_2/J_1.

Summary.–We have numerically and analytically found that the TRS can be spontaneously broken in the J_1 − J_2 − J_3 AFM square lattice XY model, stabilizing a non-uniform CSL whose low-energy behavior is equivalent to a Chern insulator in terms of CS fermions on a square lattice coupled to the Chern-Simons gauge field. Based the non-uniform CSL, we reveal a proximity effect when it is coupled to nearby free-fermions, which further demonstrates a new superconducting mechanism arising from the interplay between frustrated magnets and itinerant fermions on square lattices. Furthermore, being of XY nature, the spin model under consideration is a plausible candidate to be realized using ultra-cold atoms. The work thus also opens up possibilities to study the interplay between CSLs and SCs in experiments with cold atoms in regular optical lattices.

Acknowledgments

This work was supported by the National Key R&D Program of China (Grant No. 2017YFA0303200), and by NSFC under Grants No. 11574217 and No. 60825402. H.Z. acknowledges support from Science and Technology Commission of Shanghai Municipality (Grants No. 16DZ2260200). T.A.S. acknowledges startup funds from UMass Amherst.

∗ Electronic address: bgwang@nju.edu.cn 1 J. Bardeen, L. N. Cooper, and J. R. Scherieffer, Phys. Rev.

108, 1175 (1957).

2 P. A. Lee, Naoto Nagaosa, and X.-G. Wen, Rev. Mod. Phys.

78, 17 (2006).

3 C. Gros, Phys. Rev. B 38, 931 (1988).

4 A. Paramekanti M. Randeria, and N. Trivedi, Phys. Rev. B 70, 054504 (2004).

5 S. Sorella, G. B. Martins, F. Bocca, C. Gazza, L. Capriotti, A. Parola, and E. Dagotto, Phys. Rev. Lett. 88, 117002 (2002).

6 C. T. Shih, Y. C. Chen, H. Q. Lin, and T.-K. Lee, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 81, 1294 (1998).

7 S. R. White and D. J. Scalapino, Phys. Rev. B 60, 753 (1999).

8 T. A. Maier, M. Jarrel, and D.J. Scalapino, Phys. Rev. Lett.

96, 47005 (2006); Phys. Rev. B 74, 94513 (2006). 9 D. Senechal, P.-L. Lavertu, M.-A. Marois, and A.-M.S.

Tremblay, Phys. Rev. Lett. 94, 156404 (2005). 10 A. M. S. Tremblay, B. Kyung, and D. Senechal, Low. Tem.

Phys. 32, 424 (2006).

11 C. T. Shih, T.-K. R. Eder, C.-Y. Mou, and Y. Chen, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 92, 227002 (2004).

12 G Baskaran, Z Zou, P. W Anderson, Solid State Communications, 63, 973 (1987).

13 P. W. Anderson, Science 235, 1196 (1987). 14 S. A. Kivelson, D. S. Rokhsar, J. P. Sethna, Phys. Rev. B 35, 8865(R) (1987).

15 P. W. Anderson, G Baskaran, Z. Zou, T. Hsu, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 58, 2790 (1987).

16 S. R. White, R. M. Noack, D. J. Scalapino, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 73, 886 (1994).

17 F. C. Zhang, C. Gros, T. M. Rice and H. Shiba, Superconductor Science and Technology, 1, 36 (1988).

18 F. D. M. Haldane, Phys. Rev. Lett. 60, 635 (1988). 19 I. Affleck, T. Kennedy, E. H. Lieb, and H. Tasaki, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 59, 799 (1987).

20 G. Baskaran, Phys. Rev. Lett. 91, 097003 (2003). 21 P. W. Anderson, Mat. Res. Bull. 8, 153 (1973). 22 P. W. Anderson, Science 268, 1154 (1995). 23 S. Chakravarty, A. Sudbø, P. W. Anderson, S. Strong, 261, 337 (1993).

24 V.J. Emery, Synth. Met. 13, 21 (1986).

25 K. Miyake, S. Schmitt-Rink, and C. M. Varma, Phys. Rev.

B 34, 6554 (1986).

26 D.J. Scalapino, E. Loh, and J.E. Hirsch, Phys. Rev. B 34, 8190 (1986).

27 P. Monthonx and D. Pines, Phys. Rev. B 47, 6069 (1993). 28 Ar. Abanov, A.V. Chubukov, and J. Schmalian, Adv.

Phys. 52, 119 (2003).

29 D.J. Scalapino, Phys. Rep. 250, 329 (1995); see also T. A.

Maier, D. Poilblanc, and D. J. Scalapino, Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 237001 (2008).

30 P. Monthoux and D. Pines, Phys. Rev. B 49, 4261 (1994). 31 T. Dahm, D. Manske, and L. Tewordt, Europhys. Lett. 55, 93 (2001) .

32 B. Kyung, D. Sénéchal, and A.-M. S. Tremblay, Phys. Rev.

B, 80, 205109 (2009).

33 V. J. Emery, S. A. Kivelson, and O. Zachar, Phys. Rev. B 56, 6120 (1997).

34 G. chen, W. A. Goddard, Science, 239, 899 (1988). 35 A.S. Mishchenko and N. Nagaosa, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 036402 (2004).

36 P. Barone, R. Raimondi, M. Capone, and C. Castellani, Phys. Rev. B 73, 085120 (2006).

37 P. Fazekas and P. Anderson, Philos. Mag. 30, 432 (1974). 38 R. M. Konik, T. M. Rice, and A. M. Tsvelik, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 96, 086407 (2006).

39 R. B. Laughlin, Science 242, 525 (1988).

40 K.-Y. Yang, T. M. Rice, and F.-C. Zhang, Phys. Rev. B 73, 174501 (2006).

41 D. S. Rokhsar, Phys. Rev. Lett. 70, 493 (1993). 42 G. Kotliar, Phys. Rev. B, 37 (3664) (1998). 43 Gabriel Kotliar and Jialin Liu, Phys. Rev. B 38, 5142(R) (1988).

44 S. Chatterjee, Y. Qi, S. Sachdev, and J. Steinberg, Phys.

Rev. B 94, 024502 (2016).

45 A. Kitaev, Ann. Phys. 321, 2 (2006).

46 V. V. Mkhitaryan and T. A. Sedrakyan, Ann. Henri Poincare 7, 1579 (2006).

47 H. Yao and S. A. Kivelson, Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 247203 (2007).

48 T. A. Sedrakyan, A. Kamenev, and L. I. Glazman, Phys.

Rev. A 86, 063639 (2012).

49 L. Messio, B. Bernu, and C. Lhuillier, Phys. Rev. Lett.

108, 207204 (2012).

50 B. Bauer, L. Cincio, B. Keller, M. Dolfi, G. Vidal, S.

Trebst, and A. Ludwig, Nat. Commun. 5, 5137 (2014). 51 K. Kumar, K. Sun, and E. Fradkin, Phys. Rev. B 92, 094433 (2015).

52 A. Wietek, A. Sterdyniak, and A. M. Läuchli, Phys. Rev.

B 92, 125122 (2015).

53 P. Nataf, M. Lajkó, A. Wietek, K. Penc, F. Mila, and A.

M. Läuchli Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 167202 (2016). 54 S. Bieri, C. Lhuillier, and L. Messio, Phys. Rev. B 93, 094437 (2016).

55 W.-J. Hu, S.-S. Gong, and D. N. Sheng, Phys. Rev. B 94 075131 (2016).

56 I. Panfilov, A. Patri, Kun Yang, and A. A. Burkov, Phys.

Rev. B 93, 125126 (2016).

57 C. Hickey, L. Cincio, Z. Papić, and A. Paramekanti, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 116, 137202 (2016) 58 C. Hickey, L. Cincio, Z. Papić, and A. Paramekanti, Phys.

Rev. B 96 115115 (2017) 59 L. Messio, S. Bieri, C. Lhuillier, and B. Bernu, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 118, 267201 (2017).

60 A. Wietek and A. M. Läuchli, Phys. Rev. B 95, 035141 (2017) 61 P. Lecheminant and A. M. Tsvelik, Phys. Rev. B 95, 140406 (2017) 62 Y. Zhou, K. Kanoda, and T.-K. Ng, Rev. Mod. Phys. 89, 025003 (2017) 63 L. Savary and L. Balents, Rep. Prog. Phys. 80, 016502 (2017).

64 J. C. Halimeh and M. Punk, Phys. Rev. B 94, 104413 (2016).

65 V. Kalmeyer and R. B. Laughlin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 59, 2095 (1987).

66 S. S. Gong, W. Zhu, and D. N. Sheng, Scientific Reports, 4, 6317 (2014).

67 Y. C. He, D. N. Sheng, and Y. Chen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 112, 137202 (2014).

68 Y. C. He, Y. Chen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 037201 (2015). 69 C. N. Varney, K. Sun, V. Galitski and M. Rigol, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 107, 077201 (2011).

70 J. Carrasquilla, A. Di Ciolo, F. Becca, V. Galitski, M.

Rigol, Phys. Rev. B 88, 241109(R) (2013).

71 A. Di Ciolo, J. Carrasquilla, F. Becca, M. Rigol, V. Galitski, Phys. Rev. B 89, 094413 (2014).

72 Z. Zhu, D. Huse and S. R. White, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111, 257201 (2013).

73 X.G. Wen, F. Wilczek, A. Zee, Phys. Rev. B 39, 11413 (1989).

74 R. Thomale, E. Kapit, D. F. Schroeter, and M. Greiter, Phys. Rev. B 80, 104406 (2009).

75 H. J. Schulz, T. A. L. Ziman, Europhys. Lett. 18 355 (1992).

76 P. Sindzingre, N. Shannon, and T. Momo, J. Phys.: Conf.

Ser. 200 022058 (2010).

77 J.-F. Yu, Y.-J. Kao, Phys. Rev. B 85, 094407 (2012). 78 L. Wang, D. Poilblanc, Z.-C. Gu, X.-G. Wen, and F. Verstraete Phys. Rev. Lett. 111, 037202 (2013).

79 S.-S. Gong, W. Zhu, D. N. Sheng, O. I. Motrunich, and M.

P. A. Fisher, Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 027201 (2014). 80 A. M. Tsvelik, O. M. Yevtushenko, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 247203 (2017).

81 Tigran A. Sedrakyan, Leonid I. Glazman, Alex Kamenev, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 037203 (2015).

82 Tigran A. Sedrakyan, Victor M. Galitski, Alex Kamenev, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 195301 (2015).

83 Tigran A. Sedrakyan, Leonid I. Glazman, Alex Kamenev, Phys. Rev. B 89, 201112(R) (2014).

84 See Supplemental Material for pertinent technical details on relevant proofs and derivations.

85 Although a perfectly flat moat stabilizes at J3 = J2/2, an approximately flat moat-like band structure emerges in a large parameter range near J3 ∼ J2/2. Without losing generality, we focus on J3 = J2/2 in this work.

86 L. Tonks, Phys. Rev. 50, 955 (1936). 87 M. Girardeau, J. Math. Phys. 1, 516 (1960). 88 E. H. Lieb, W. Liniger, Phys. Rev. 130, 1605 (1963). 89 C. N. Yang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 19, 1312 (1967). 90 F. Verstraete and J. I. Cirac, arXiv:cond-mat/0407066 (2004).

91 J. Jordan, R. Orús, G. Vidal, F. Verstraete, and J. I. Cirac, Phys. Rev. Lett. 101, 250602 (2008).

92 P. Corboz, R. Orús, B. Bauer, and G. Vidal, Phys. Rev. B 81, 165104 (2010).

93 H. C. Jiang, Z. Y. Weng, and T. Xiang, Phys. Rev. Lett.

101, 090603 (2008).

94 G. Vidal, Phys. Rev. Lett. 91, 147902 (2003). 95 Z. Y. Xie, J. Chen, M. P. Qin, J. W. Zhu, L. P. Yang, and T. Xiang, Phys. Rev. B 86, 045139 (2012).

96 A detailed numerical and analytical study on the groundstate of the spin model will be presented by a susequent work.

97 K. Plekhanov, I. Vasić, A. Petrescu, R. Nirwan, G. Roux, W. Hofstetter, and K. Le Hur, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120, 157201 (2018).

98 A word of caution here, however, is in order. Although the anomalous response to a week TRS breaking perturbation is a clear indication of stabilization of chirality, our numerical computations do not capture finite χ exactly at β = 0 due to the limited D-bond, which is not able to fully capture an inital state with long-range quantum entanglement. DMRG calculations on finite cylinder can demonstrate the subtle point clearly.

99 A. Lopez and E. Fradkin, Phys. Rev. B 44, 5246 (1991). 100 B. Halperin, P. A. Lee and N. Read, Phys. Rev. B 47, 7312 (1993).

101 R. Shankar, Ann. Phys. (Berlin) 523, 751 (2011). 102 T. S. Jackson, N. Read, and S. H. Simon, Phys. Rev. B 88, 075313 (2013).

103 J. K. Jain, Phys. Rev. Lett. 63, 199 (1989). 104 Rui Wang, Baigeng Wang, and Tigran A. Sedrakyan, Phys. Rev. B 98, 064402 (2018).

105 T. Hsu, J.B. Marston, and I. Affleck, Phys. Rev. B 43, 2866 (1991).

106 F. D. M. Haldane, Phys. Rev. Lett. 61, 2015 (1988). 107 L. Wang, Z.-C. Gu, F. Verstraete, X.-G. Wen, Phys. Rev.

B 94, 075143 (2016)

Supplemental material for: D-wave superconductivity induced by proximity to the non-uniform chiral spin liquid on a square lattice

I. DISPERSION OF HARDCORE BOSONS

The spin-1/2 operators fulfill the following commutation rules, [ S^+_r , S^−_r′ ] = 2δ_{r,r}′ S^z_r and [S^±_r , S^z_r′ ] = ∓δ_{r,r}′ S^±_r , where S^±_r = S^x_r + iS^y_r . Moreover, they also must satisfy the following constraint conditions: S^+_r S^−_r + S^−_r S^+_r = 1 and (S^+_r )^2 = (S^−_r )^2 = 0. One can introduce a set of bosonic operators that exactly satisfy all the above conditions, i.e., S^+_r = b_r, S^−_r = b^†_r, and S^z_r = 1/2 − b^†_rb_r. In order to satisfy the on-site exclusion rule of spin operators, one still needs to require the hardcore condition for the bosons with the occupation number per site to be restricted to either 0 or 1. This is achieved by introducing an infinite on-site Hubbard repulsion with U → ∞.

Using the hardcore representation, we can map the spin-1/2 J_1 − J_2 − J_3 AFM XY model to a bosonic Hamiltonian. The single-particle sector without considering the Hubbard repulsion then reads as

H_{boson} = 1 2 ∑ r,r^′ J_{r,r}′ (b^†_rb_r′ + h.c.), (S1)

where the interaction J_{r,r}′ is defined up to the NNNN interaction, the same as in the main text. The single-particle dispersion of the hardcore bosons can be readily obtained by diagonalization of Eq.(S1).

II. SCALING OF THE CHIRALITY ORDER

We calculate the scaling of the chirality order with respect to β and plot it in the following figure. For the CSL region 0.44 ≳ J_2/J_1 ≳ 0.33 (Figure 1a), the scaling behavior is found to be nearly linear, which is an inherent feature of CSL. The magnitude of χ in the CSL region is much larger than that in the magnetic order region, which is vanishingly small (∼ 10^{−5})in the latter, see Figure 1b.

FIG. S1: (color online) Scaling of the chirality order as a function of β in (a) the CSL region (b) the magnetic order region.

FIG. S2: (color online) The CS fermion dispersion along ky = kx with turning off all the CS gauge fields at (a) J2/J1 = 0 (b) J2/J1 = 0.25 and (c) J2/J1 = 0.5.

III. MEAN-FIELD THEORY OF THE NON-UNIFORM CSL

Inserting the CS representation to H_{sys}, the Hamiltonian is cast in the form, H_{sys} = J_1 ∑ rj f^†_r f_{r+ej} e^{i ∑r̃ ϕr̃;r,r+ej nr̃} + J_2 ∑ rj f^†_r f_{r+aj} e^{i ∑r̃ ϕr̃;r,r+aj nr̃} + J_3 ∑ rj f^†_r f_{r+bj} + h.c., (S2)

where we define e_j , a_j and b_j as NN, NNN and NNNN bond vectors. ϕ_{r̃;r,r+ej} is defined as ϕ_{r̃;r,r+ej} = arg(r − r̃) − arg(r + e_j − r̃) , i.e., the angle of the bond ⟨r, r + e_j ⟩ seen by the site at r̃, similarly for ϕ_{r̃;r,r+aj} and ϕ_{r̃;r,r+bj} . The CS phase in a loop centered at site r can be obtained as B_r = ϕ_{loop} = 2πn_r. A Lagrangian multiplier A^0_r is then introduced to ensure this condition, leading to the path integral action describing the spinless CS fermions coupled to fluctuating CS gauge field, S_{sys} = ∫ dt[ ∑ r f^†_r (i∂_t − A^0_r )f_r + 1 2π ∑ r A^0_rB_r − J_1 ∑ rj f^†_r f_{r+ej} e^{iAr,r+ej} − J_2 ∑ rj f^†_r f_{r+aj} e^{iAr,r+aj} − J_3 ∑ rj f^†_r f_{r+bj} − h.c.], (S3)

where we have defined the gauge field on bond as A_{r,r+ej} = ∑ r̃ ϕ_{r̃,rr+ej} n_{r̃}. A^0_r is the Lagrangian multiplier field introduced to satisfy the “Stocks theorem” of CS gauge fields.

The above action is bilinear in terms of CS fermions f_r. After integrating out the CS fermions exactly, the fermionic free energy functional can be obtained as S_{ef f} = W [A^0_r , ϕ, γ] +^1_{2π} ∑ r A^0_r B_r[ϕ, γ], where B_r is the field that depends on the CS flux ϕ and γ. The mean-field equations are obtained by taking variation over A^0_r and B_r, i.e., δ_A0_r S_{ef f} = 0 and δ_{Br} S_{ef f} = 0. The flux configuration of Fig. 2 of the main text should be taken into account in the above action. With gauging out the symmetric component of the gauge field, which is gauge equivalent to zero due to the periodicity of 2π, the term A^0_r becomes, i.e.,^1_{2π} ∑ r A^0_rB_r =^N_{2π} A^0Δγ, since B^A_r − B^B_r = γ_2 − γ_1 = Δγ as shown by Fig.2(a). Moreover, the term ∑ r f^†A^0_rf_r becomes a staggered chemical potential that breaks sublattice symmetry, i.e., ∑ r f^†A^0_rf_r = ∑ r[f^†_{rA}A^0f_{rA} − f^†_{rB} A^0f_{rB}].

Here, we also plot the dispersion of the CS fermions (along k_y = k_x) with turning off all the gauge fields. As shown in Figure 2 above, with increasing J_2/J_1 from 0 (Fig.2(a)) to J_2/J_1 = 0.25, the dispersion at the energy bottom becomes more and more flat. After J_2/J_1 > 0.25 a moat-shape band is formed around Γ point, corresponding to the moat band in the hardcore boson representation. Interestingly, when J_2/J_1 = 0.5, a new Fermi pocket begins to emerge at the Fermi surface (around the Γ point) as shown by Fig.2(c). This is the reason for the instability to a spin density wave (SDW) order for J_2/J_1 > 0.5.

IV. SUPERCONDUCTING INSTABILITY OF THE FERMION BATH

After turning on J_c, we have shown that the non-uniform CSL generates effective interactions between fermions. The total effective Hamiltonian describing the fermionic environment then becomes,

FIG. S3: (color online) Plot of calculated Ec as a function of J2/J1. A region 0.3 ≤ J2/J1 ≤ 0.4 is found where Ec > 0, stabilizing a SC order in the fermionic environment. The left inset shows the details for the Ec > 0 region, and the right inset shows the self-consistent values of ϕ, |γ2 + γ1| and |γ2 − γ1|.

H = −t ∑ ⟨r,r^′⟩ c^†_{rσ} c_r′_σ + H.C. + V_1 ∑ ⟨r,r^′⟩ e^{−2iAr,r′} c^†_{r↑}c^†_r′_↓c_{r↓}c_r′_↑ + V_2 ∑ ⟨⟨r,r^′⟩⟩ e^{−2iAr,r′} c^†_{r↑}c^†_r′_↓c_{r↓}c_r′_↑

+ V_3 ∑ ⟨⟨⟨r,r^′⟩⟩⟩ c^†_{r↑}c^†_r′_↓c_{r↓}c_r′_↑,

(S4)

where V_i = J^2_c /J_i with i = 1, 2, 3. A_{r,r}′ are the CS gauge phases inherited from the CSL state, as shown by Fig.2 in the main text. Then we solve the Hamiltonian using the self-consistent mean-field theory. In the particle-particle channel, we introduce Hubbard-Stratonovich bosonic field, Δ_r′_{,r} = ⟨c_r′_↓c_{r↑}⟩ for pairing term on the neighbour bonds ⟨r, r^′⟩. Before proceeding, we note that the V_3 term is different in nature from V_1 and V_2 due to the absence of the NNNN CS gauge field of the CSL state. Hence, the V_3 coupling between c-fermions is simply a repulsive exchange interaction. Without the CS gauge field, the interaction is always repulsive between NNNN c-fermions and unable to generate any SC instability. Indeed, if one introduces the Hubbard-Stratonovich field Δ_{3r}′_{,r} = ⟨c_r′_↓c_{r↑}⟩ for NNNN pairing with r, r^′ ∈ ⟨⟨⟨r, r^′⟩⟩⟩, one will not be able to find any nontrivial solutions with Δ_{3r}′_{,r} ≠ 0. As we focus on the SC instability of Eq.(S4), the effect of V_3 term becomes negligible. Further neglecting the fluctuation of the Hubbard-Stratonovich field, we obtain the following mean-field Hamiltonian, H = −t ∑ ⟨r,r^′⟩ c^†_{rσ} c_r′_σ + H.C. + V_1 ∑ ⟨r,r^′ ⟩ Δe^{−2iAr,r′} c_{r↓}c_r′_↑ + H.C. + V_2 ∑ ⟨⟨r,r^′⟩⟩ Δe^{−2iAr,r′} c_{r↓}c_r′_↑ + H.C. − V_1Δ^2 ∑ ⟨r,r^′⟩ e^{2iAr,r′} − V_2Δ^2 ∑ ⟨⟨r,r^′⟩⟩ e^{−2iAr,r′} . (S5)

Upon inserting the CS flux configuration of Fig.2 of the main text, transforming the Hamiltonian to the lattice momentum space, and then minimizing the free energy, one will self-consistently determine the order parameters Δ for different V_i.

Interestingly, after taking into account the fluxes, the two constant terms of Eq.(S5) become −V_1Δ^2 ∑ ⟨r,r^′⟩ e 2iA_{r,r}′ =

−4NV_1Δ^2(1 + cos ϕ) and −V_2Δ^2 ∑ ⟨⟨r,r^′⟩⟩ e −2iA_{r,r}′ = −2NV 2Δ^2 cos(γ_1 + γ_2) cos(γ_2 − γ_1). Let us compare them with that of the standard BCS theory. Based on the reduced BCS Hamiltonian with a negative interaction −V_{ef f} ∑ kk^′ c † k^′ c † −k^′ c−kck, and Vef f > 0, a constant term is obtained as NΔ

2/V_{ef f} . When the coefficient N/V_{ef f} is larger than zero, the standard mean-field theory always gives a self-consistent nonzero solution of Δ as there forms a free energy minimum at Δ ≠ 0 (if N/V_{ef f} < 0, it means the interaction term −V_{ef f} ∑ kk^′ c † k^′ c † −k^′ c−kck is repulsive

and therefore no SC order will be generated). Comparing with the theory here, we find the following correspondence, 1 V_{ef f} ∼ E_c = −4V_1(1 + cos ϕ) − 2V_2 cos(γ_1 + γ_2) cos(γ_2 − γ_1). (S6)

Through the above correspondence, one can conclude that for E_c > 0 there will be a nontrivial SC order developed from the mean-field Hamiltonian Eq.(S5), while Δ = 0 for E_c ≤ 0. Furthermore, E_c is a function of the CS gauge field ϕ, γ_1 and γ_2, which have been self-consistently determined (see main text). As shown by Fig.3 above, we find a region 0.3 ≤ J_2/J_1 ≤ 0.4 with E_c > 0 (the left inset), stabilizing a nontrivial SC order in the fermionic environment. Furthermore, for the CSL region 0.3 < J_2/J_1 < 0.5, we obtain ϕ = π and |γ_1 + γ_2| = π as shown by the right inset to Fig.3 above, Eq.(S6) is thus reduced to^1_{Vef f} ∼ E_c = 2V_2 cos(γ_2 − γ_1). Therefore, we analytically find out the transition point between the Fermi liquid and the superconductivity, i.e., |γ_2 − γ_1| = π/2, in the mean-field level.

∗ Electronic address: bgwang@nju.edu.cn [S1] Tigran A. Sedrakyan, Leonid I. Glazman, Alex Kamenev, Phys. Rev. B 89, 201112(R) (2014). [S2] Tigran A. Sedrakyan, Leonid I. Glazman, Alex Kamenev, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 037203 (2015). [S3] T. Hsu, J.B. Marston, and I. Affleck, Phys. Rev. B 43, 2866 (1991).