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The doped quantum spin liquid on the kagome lattice provides a fascinating platform to explore
exotic quantum states, such as the reported holon Wigner crystal at low doping. By extending
the doping range to δ = 0.027 – 0.36, we study the kagome-lattice t–J model using the state-
of-the-art density matrix renormalization group calculation. On the Ly = 3 cylinder (Ly is the
number of unit cells along the circumference direction), we establish a quantum phase diagram with
increasing doping level. In addition to the charge density wave (CDW) states at lower doping, we
find an emergent Fermi-liquid-like phase by melting the holon Wigner crystal at δ ≈ 0.15, which is
characterized by suppression of charge density oscillation and power-law decay of various correlation
functions. On the wider Ly = 4 cylinder, the bond-dimension extrapolated correlation functions
also support such a Fermi-liquid-like state, suggesting its stability with increasing system size. In a
narrow doping range near δ = 1/3 on the Ly = 3 cylinder, we find a state with an exponential decay
of single-particle correlation but the other correlation functions preserving the features in the Fermi-
liquid-like phase, which may be a precursor of a superconducting state. Nevertheless, this peculiar
state near δ = 1/3 disappears on the Ly = 4 cylinder, implying a possible lattice size dependence.
Our results reveal a quantum melting from a holon Wigner crystal to a Fermi-liquid-like state with
increasing hole density, and suggest a doping regime to explore superconductivity for future study.

I. INTRODUCTION

With the interplay among band topology, geometry
frustration, and electronic correlation, kagome-lattice
systems realize a fascinating platform to explore exotic
quantum states and phenomena [1–11]. Among the var-
ious topics, an important subject is superconductivity
(SC). Besides the intensively studied kagome supercon-
ductors AV3Sb5(A = K, Rb, Cs) [2–4, 8, 9], in which the
Fermi level lies close to a Van Hove singularity, another
route to SC is to dope a quantum spin liquid (QSL) or
an antiferromagnetic Mott insulator on the kagome lat-
tice [12–14]. In the study of cuprate superconductors,
Anderson proposed that doping a QSL parent state can
naturally give rise to an unconventional SC [15]. Further-
more, it was conjectured that doping a chiral spin liquid
may even lead to a topological SC through the condensa-
tion of paired fractional quasiparticles [16–18]. Recently,
there has been unbiased numerical evidence to support
superconducting states in doped Mott insulators on the
square [19–25] and triangular [26–28] lattices.

For kagome systems, many antiferromagnets have been
proposed as candidates for QSL in experiment [12–
14, 29]. In model study, the spin-1/2 kagome model with
the nearest-neighbor (NN) Heisenberg interaction has
been identified to host a QSL ground state, which may
be stabilized by geometric frustration and a low coordi-
nation number. However, the nature of this state is not
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fully understood, and there is a debate between a gapless
U(1) QSL and a gapped Z2 QSL [30–44]. Beyond the
NN Heisenberg interaction, it is remarkable that some
additional interactions can drive a Kalmeyer-Laughlin
chiral spin liquid with a topological spin Chern num-
ber [45], such as further-neighbor antiferromagnetic in-
teractions [46–48] or three-spin scalar chiral coupling [49–
51].

The discovered QSL states in kagome systems quickly
stimulated interest in the doped case. Early variational
Monte Carlo (VMC) studies on the kagome t-J model
found that even a small amount of hole doping may drive
a zero-flux state with a valence bond crystal (VBC) order,
which persists up to the doping level of δ ≈ 0.18 [52, 53].
Later, by considering the SU(2)-gauge rotation in the
mean-field Hamiltonian, the VMC study obtained a chi-
ral noncentrosymmetric nematic superconducting state
at δ ≲ 0.02, and the VBC state is restored at higher dop-
ing [54]. On the other hand, the density matrix renor-
malization group (DMRG) calculations up to δ ≈ 0.11
in finite-width cylinder systems obtained an insulating
charge density wave (CDW) phase [55], manifesting it-
self as a stripe crystal or a Wigner crystal depending on
doping concentration and cylinder geometry. Because of
the short-range spin correlation which is similar to the
QSL parent state, this CDW phase was understood as
a crystalline state formed by spinless holons instead of
holes [55–57]. With an additional chiral coupling, the
doped chiral spin liquid also gives rise to these CDW
states [56]. Interestingly, in the lightly doped extended
t–J model, the increasing of next-nearest-neighbor cou-
plings can melt the CDW states and lead to a Fermi-
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liquid–like phase [58].
At higher doping level, many exotic charge uniform

states have been theoretically proposed in doped QSLs,
such as holon metal, fractionalized Fermi liquid, and
SC [59]. Recently, a study employing the projected en-
tangled simplex states (PESS) provides new results for
the kagome t-J model in a wider doping range [60]. The
PESS simulations find different types of Wigner crys-
tal depending on the doping level for δ ≲ 0.27. For
the higher doping concentration (0.27 < δ < 1/3), the
PESS study obtains uniform states, including a non-
Fermi liquid state characterized by an exponential decay
of single-particle and spin correlation functions (0.27 <
δ < 0.32), and a pair density wave state (0.32 < δ < 1/3).
These novel findings have sparked growing interest in the
kagome-lattice t-J model under higher doping.

In this work, we employ the DMRG calculation to in-
vestigate the kagome-lattice t-J model in a wide doping
range of δ = 0.027 − 0.36. We focus on the cylindrical
geometry with the circumference of 3 unit cells (Ly = 3)
and map a phase diagram with increasing doping level,
as shown in Fig. 1. At lower doping, we confirm the
CDW states that have been reported in previous DMRG
calculations [55, 56]. At δ ≈ 0.15, the CDW order is
melted and the measured correlation functions exhibit a
substantial enhancement. For 0.15 ≲ δ ≲ 0.36 (except a
narrow regime near δ = 1/3), we identify a Fermi-liquid-
like phase characterized by the power-law decay of the
measured correlation functions and the absence of hole
pairing. In a very narrow doping range near δ = 1/3, the
single-particle correlation becomes an exponential decay,
but the other correlation functions preserve the features
in the Fermi-liquid-like phase. In particular, the SC pair-
ing correlation function is much stronger than the square
of single-particle correlation, which characterizes the hole
pairing and thus suggests this state as a possible precur-
sor of a superconducting state like the pseudogap state.
On the wider Ly = 4 system, the Fermi-liquid-like state
is supported by the correlation functions, but the emer-
gent state near 1/3 doping disappears, suggesting that
this phase may have a lattice size dependence. In the
summary section, we discuss future studies on the phase
transition of melting the holon Wigner crystal, and the
potential routes to search for the SC near δ = 1/3 by
considering other interactions.

II. MODEL AND METHOD

The Hamiltonian of the kagome-lattice t-J model is
given as

H = −t
∑

⟨ij⟩,σ

(ĉ†
i,σ ĉj,σ + H.c.)+J

∑
⟨ij⟩

(Ŝi · Ŝj − 1
4 n̂in̂j),

where ĉ†
i,σ and ĉi,σ are the creation and annihilation op-

erators for an electron with spin σ (σ = ±1/2) at the
site i, Ŝi is the spin-1/2 operator, and n̂i ≡

∑
σ ĉ†

i,σ ĉi,σ
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FIG. 1. Schematic figure of kagome-lattice t-J model and
quantum phase diagram of the YC6 system with increasing
doping ratio δ = 0.027 − 0.36. (a) The t-J model on the
kagome Y-cylinder (YC), where the periodic and open bound-
ary conditions are imposed, respectively, along the directions
specified by the lattice vectors e2 and e1. The electrons and
doped holes reside at lattice vertices (solid circles). Each unit
cell (denoted by the small triangle in the shaded region) has
three sites (A, B, and C) and three bonds (a, b, and c). Lx

and Ly are the numbers of unit cells along the e1 and e2 direc-
tions, respectively. Note that the column and row indices (x,
y) will be used later to specify the coordinates of individual
lattice sites. In the example illustrated in the figure, sites A
and B correspond to coordinates (3, 3) and (4, 3), respectively.
(b) Quantum phase diagram of the kagome-lattice t-J model
(t/J = 3) in the YC6 (Ly = 3) system. Besides the charge
density wave (CDW) states observed previously [55, 56], we
identify a new Fermi-liquid-like phase. In a narrow regime
near 1/3 doping, the state shows an exponential decay of
single-particle correlation but the other correlation functions
remain the features in the Fermi-liquid-like phase.

is the electron number operator. The t-J model enforces
the no-double-occupancy constraint at each site. In this
work, we consider the system with the NN couplings t
and J in the doping range δ = 0.027 − 0.36, and we set
t/J = 3 to mimic the large Hubbard-U case.

To determine the ground state of this model, we per-
form DMRG [61] calculations on the cylindrical lattice,
which is illustrated in Fig. 1(a), where e1 and e2 denote
the two unit vectors. We employ the kagome Y-cylinder
(YC) with periodic (open) boundary conditions along the
e2 (e1) direction. We denote the number of unit cells
along the e2 and e1 directions as Ly and Lx, respec-
tively. Note that we add an extra column of lattice sites
at the right boundary, where each unit cell only contains
A and C sites, as shown in Fig. 1(a). This YC cylinder
with the modified boundary conditions can reduce the
open boundary effects. Therefore, the lattice has 2Lx +1
columns and 2Ly rows, with the column index ranging
as x ∈ [1, 2Lx + 1] and the row index as y ∈ [1, 2Ly].
We denote the cylinders as YC2Ly, with the total site
number N = 3LyLx + 2Ly. The doping ratio δ is de-
fined as δ = Nh/N , where Nh is the number of doped
holes. We mainly study the YC6 cylinder (Ly = 3) with
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Lx = 32, and we also examine the YC8 cylinder for some
typical parameter points. By combining the charge U(1)
and spin SU(2) symmetries [62], we keep the bond di-
mensions up to D = 28000 SU(2) multiplets, which are
equivalent to about 84000 U(1) states. For all parame-
ter points in this work, the DMRG truncation error of
the largest bond dimension is controlled below 2 × 10−7,
giving us accurate results.

III. CHARGE DENSITY WAVE AND
FERMI-LIQUID-LIKE PHASE

In Fig. 1(b), we present the phase diagram of the YC6
system. In the doping range δ = 0.027 − 0.11, previous
DMRG studies have found insulating CDW states [55,
56]. In this work, we further investigate the higher doping
level and identify a Fermi-liquid-like phase in the doping
range δ ≈ 0.15–0.36, with the exception of δ ≈ 1/3.

The CDW and the Fermi-liquid-like phases can be
distinguished by their charge density distributions and
correlation functions. In the CDW phase, the charge
density distribution shows a striped crystal or a Wigner
crystal depending on the lattice geometry and doping
ratio [55, 56]. The CDW states have a stable charge
density oscillation with a relatively large amplitude.
The superconducting, single-particle and spin-spin cor-
relation functions demonstrate an exponential decay in
this phase, with very small correlation lengths [55, 56].
Upon increasing the doping level, the emergent Fermi-
liquid-like phase displays strikingly different characteris-
tics. The charge density distribution becomes uniform
along the e2 direction, and along the e1 direction it
shows a very small oscillation amplitude characterizing
the melted static CDW order. Moreover, the correla-
tion functions display the power-law rather than expo-
nential decay. In particular, the magnitude of the SC
pairing correlation is comparable to the square of single-
particle correlation, indicating the absence of hole pair-
ing. The finite central charge obtained by fitting the
entanglement entropy also supports its gapless nature.
These features consistently characterize this new phase
as a Fermi-liquid-like state.

A. Charge density profiles on YC6

We first present the results of the charge density dis-
tributions on YC6 in Fig. 2. The electron density at
each lattice site (x, y) is denoted as n(x, y), where x (y)
is the lattice index along the direction e1 (e2) with the
NN distance as the unit of length. In the cases when
electron density is uniform along the e2 direction, we
employ the column-averaged electron density defined as
nx ≡ 1

Ny

∑Ny

y=1 n(x, y), where Ny = 2Ly (Ny = Ly) for
odd (even) x.

At δ ≈ 0.11, the CDW manifests itself as a Wigner
crystal [55, 56], as shown in Fig. 2(a). Here, we em-
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FIG. 2. Charge density profiles in the YC6 systems with
Lx = 32. n(x, y) denotes the electron density at each lat-
tice site, where x (y) is the lattice index along the e1 (e2)
direction with the NN distance as the unit of length. The
column-averaged electron density is denoted as nx. (a) The
hole density distribution nh(x, y) = 1 − n(x, y) for δ ≈ 0.11
in the CDW phase. (b)-(d) nx in the Fermi-liquid-like phase
at δ ≈ 0.16, 0.20, and 0.24, respectively.

ploy the hole distribution nh(x, y) = 1 − n(x, y) to high-
light the visual effect. The holes form a spot-like pattern
with the density modulation amplitude ≈ 0.07, indicat-
ing the formation of a larger unit cell. The number of
doped holes matches exactly the number of yellow spots
in Fig. 2(a), demonstrating that each emergent unit cell
contains one hole on average. In the CDW phase, the
emergent unit cells do not exhibit a fixed pattern but
depend on the lattice geometry and doping ratio. For
example, on the YC6 cylinder, in addition to the spot-
like pattern in Fig. 2(a), the hole density distributions
form stripe-like patterns at δ = 1/36 − 1/18 [55], with
the number of emergent unit cells remaining equal to the
number of doped holes.

In the doping range δ ≳ 0.15, the charge density dis-
tribution becomes uniform along the e2 direction, and
therefore we analyze the column-averaged density n(x)
as shown in Figs. 2(b)-(d). Along the e1 direction,
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the charge density oscillation is significantly suppressed,
which in the open boundary conditions strongly suggests
the absence of a static CDW order. In Appendix A, we
also show the distribution of the averaged charge density
per unit cell.

B. Correlation functions on YC6
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FIG. 3. SC pairing correlations and single-particle correlation
G(r) in the YC6 systems. (a) |Paa| for different doping levels.
ξsc and Ksc are the fitted exponents in exponential and power-
law decay, respectively. (b) |Paa| for δ ≈ 0.24 with different
bond dimensions in the range of D = 8000 − 28000. The
dashed line denotes the power-law fitting of the extrapolated
D → ∞ results. (c) Pairing correlation functions between
different bonds |Pαβ(r)| at δ ≈ 0.24. (d) and (e) are the
similar plots for the single-particle Green’s function G(r). (f)
Comparison of pairing correlation |Paa| with the square of
single-particle correlation |G(r)/2|2 at δ ≈ 0.24.

In this subsection, we present the DMRG results
of correlation functions. We begin by analyzing
the spin-singlet pairing correlation function Pαβ(r) =
⟨∆̂†

α(i0)∆̂β(i0 + r)⟩, where i0 denotes the reference site
at the 1/4 length of the cylinder, and r denotes the num-
ber of sites away from i0 along the e1 direction. The
spin-singlet pair-field creation operator ∆̂†

α(i) is defined
as ∆̂†

α(i) = 1/
√

2(ĉ†
i↑ĉ†

i+α↓ − ĉ†
i↓ĉ†

i+α↑), where α denotes
the three bond directions: a, c, and b, which correspond
to e1/2, e2/2, and (e2−e1)/2, respectively [see Fig. 1(a)].
Figure 3(a) shows Paa for δ ≈ 0.11 − 0.32, where ξsc and

Ksc are the fitting exponents obtained in exponential de-
cay function and power-law decay function, respectively.
From the CDW phase to the Fermi-liquid-like phase, the
pairing correlation exhibits a substantial enhancement.
For δ ≈ 0.24, we carefully analyze the results obtained
by different bond dimensions (up to D = 28000), and
we extrapolate the results to D → ∞ limit using a poly-
nomial function of bond dimension. The extrapolated
pairing correlation can be well fitted by a power-law de-
cay with the power exponent Ksc ≈ 1.79 [Fig. 3(b)]. We
have also examined other pairing correlation functions,
including Pbb, Pcc, Pca, and Pba [Fig. 3(c)], which have
very close magnitudes and power exponents. For simplic-
ity, we demonstrate the results of Paa as a representative.

Next, we examine the single-particle Green’s function
G(r) =

∑
σ⟨ĉ†

i0,σ ĉi0+r,σ⟩. In the CDW phase, G(r) de-
cays exponentially [Fig. 3(d)], characterizing a charge in-
sulating phase. In the Fermi-liquid-like phase, G(r) in-
creases significantly and decays algebraically. Similarly,
we extract the D → ∞ results. For δ ≈ 0.24, the ex-
trapolated G(r) fits the power-law decay quite well with
the power exponent KG ≳ 1 [see Fig. 3(e)], showing
the gapless single-partle excitations. To further clarify
the nature of pairing, we compare Paa with the square
of single-particle correlation (G(r)/2)2 and find that the
two quantities are very close [Fig. 3(f)], showing the ab-
sence of hole pairing in this phase.

We then show the results of the density correlation
function D(r) = ⟨n̂i0 n̂i0+r⟩ − ⟨n̂i0⟩⟨n̂i0+r⟩. At δ ≈ 0.11,
the charge density profile shows a Wigner crystal fea-
ture with spontaneous translational symmetry breaking
in both e1 and e2 directions [Fig. 2(a)]. In this state,
our defined density correlation function may describe
the charge density fluctuations. In the Fermi-liquid-like
phase, the static CDW order disappears [Figs. 2(b)-(d)],
and this density correlation function can describe the
charge order. As shown in Fig. 4(a), the decay of D(r)
can be fitted algebraically quite well with the power expo-
nent Kcdw ≈ 2, which is consistent with a Fermi-liquid-
like state. The analysis of the bond dimension depen-
dence shows the very good convergence of density corre-
lation function [Fig. 4(b)].

For the spin correlation function S(r) = ⟨Si0 · Si0+r⟩,
it shows an exponential decay with a short correlation
length in the CDW phase [Fig. 4(c) and Ref. [55]]. In the
Fermi-liquid-like phase, spin correlation is enhanced sig-
nificantly and appears to decay algebraically. Through
the bond-dimension extrapolation, the well-converged
spin correlation function can fit a power-law decay, with
the exponent Ks ≈ 2.4 for δ ≈ 0.24 [Fig. 4(d)]. These
correlation function results all agree with a Fermi-liquid-
like state.

C. Entanglement entropy on YC6

In this subsection, we calculate the entanglement en-
tropy and fit the central charge to characterize the gap-
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FIG. 4. Density correlation D(r), spin correlation S(r), and
entanglement entropy SE in the YC6 systems with Lx = 32.
(a) |D(r)| for different doping levels. (b) |D(r)| for δ ≈ 0.24
at different bond dimensions D = 8000 − 28000. (c) and
(d) are the similar plots for the spin correlation S(r). (e)
Entanglement entropy for δ ≈ 0.24 at different bond dimen-
sions. The D = ∞ results are extrapolated from the finite
bond-dimension data. The label l denotes the unit cell index
along the e1 direction. (f) Fitting of the central charge c from
the formula SE(l) = (c/6) ln [(Lx/π) sin (lπ/Lx)] + g for the
D = 28000 and D = ∞ data, giving a finite central charge.

less nature of the Fermi-liquid-like phase. The entan-
glement entropy between two subsystems is defined as
SE(l) = −Tr[ρ(l) ln ρ(l)] (1 ≤ l ≤ Lx − 1), where l
and Lx − l are the lengths of the two subsystems, and
ρ(l) is the reduced density matrix of the subsystem l
obtained from the ground state of the whole system. Ac-
cording to the conformal field theory, for one-dimensional
critical systems with open boundary conditions, the bi-
partite entanglement entropy SE follows the formula
SE(l) = (c/6) ln [(Lx/π) sin (lπ/Lx)] + g, where c is the
central charge, Lx is the length of the whole system and
g is a non-universal constant [63]. In Fig. 4(e), we show
the entanglement entropy SE for δ ≈ 0.24 on the Lx = 32
cylinder. With increasing bond dimensions, SE continues
to grow. For the entropy at each given l, we extrapolate
the D → ∞ result from the DMRG data obtained by dif-
ferent bond dimensions (see Appendix B). In Fig. 4(f),
we fit the entropy data to extract the central charge. For
D = 28000, we find c ≈ 3, and for D → ∞ we obtain
c ≈ 3.6. Notice that to determine the central charge, one
also needs to enlarge the system length and extract the

central charge in the Lx → ∞ limit. Limited by compu-
tational cost, we may not accurately determine the value
of the central charge, but its finite value clearly charac-
terizes the gapless nature of this state.

D. DMRG results on YC8
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FIG. 5. Single-particle Green’s function G(r) and spin corre-
lation S(r) in the YC8 systems. (a) Double-logarithmic plot
and (b) semi-logarithmic plot of G(r) for δ ≈ 0.24 on the
YC8 cylinder, with the bond dimensions D = 12000 − 20000.
(c) and (d) Similar plots of spin correlation S(r). (e) and (f)
Comparisons of G(r) and S(r) between YC6 and YC8 cylin-
ders at δ ≈ 0.24. (g) and (h) Comparisons of G(r) and S(r)
at δ ≈ 0.11 and δ ≈ 0.24 on the YC8 cylinder.

We further study the wider YC8 system to examine
finite-size effects and gain insight into the ground state in
the two-dimensional limit. In Figs. 5(a)-(d), we present
the single-particle Green’s function G(r) and spin corre-
lation S(r) of the YC8 system at δ ≈ 0.24, which are
obtained with the bond dimensions D = 12000 − 20000.
Here, the bond dimensions are smaller than D = 28000
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on YC6 due to the computational cost. We extrapolate
the data with respect to the bond dimension to estimate
the results in the D → ∞ limit. In this extrapolation,
we discard the data points that oscillate with the bond
dimension. To analyze the decay behavior of the correla-
tion functions, we consider both double–logarithmic and
semi–logarithmic fitting. For G(r), the power-law fitting
up to the distance r ∼ 30 gives an exponent KG ≈ 1.03
[Fig. 5(a)], and the exponential fitting gives a correlation
length ξG ≈ 12.6 [Fig. 5(b)], indicating a slow decay of
G(r). For S(r), the power-law fitting gives Ks ≈ 2.95
[Fig. 5(c)] and the exponential fitting obtains ξs ≈ 4.1
[Fig. 5(d)].

To analyze the size dependence, we further compare
the results of the YC6 and YC8 systems at δ ≈ 0.24,
for both G(r) [Fig. 5(e)] and S(r) [Fig. 5(f)]. Overall,
the results of the two systems are consistent, and only
the longer distance correlations (r ≳ 25) of the YC8 sys-
tem display a more pronounced trend of decrease, which
however may be due to the less convergence. By keeping
larger bond dimensions, one can expect an enhancement
of the long-distance data. As an estimate, we also show
the extrapolated D → ∞ results of YC8, which are in-
deed more consistent with the YC6 results.

To distinguish the CDW and Fermi-liquid-like states
on YC8, we also compare the correlation functions at δ ≈
0.11 and δ ≈ 0.24, as shown in Figs. 5(g) and (h). Both
G(r) and S(r) decay exponentially with short correlation
lengths at δ ≈ 0.11, but are enhanced by several orders
of magnitude at δ ≈ 0.24. These features are consistent
with our observations on the YC6 cylinder. Although
the YC8 results may be less convergent, the systematic
comparisons in Fig. 5 also suggest a stable Fermi-liquid-
like state on larger system size.

IV. THE QUANTUM STATES NEAR 1/3
DOPING

In this section, we focus on the DMRG results near
1/3 doping. Since our DMRG simulations study the
ground state in the sector with total spin quantum num-
ber S = 0, the number of holes can only be changed
by even numbers. Here, we investigate the doping ratio
δ = 1/3 (33.33%) and the nearby doping levels that dif-
fer by two holes (32.65% and 34.01%) and by four holes
(31.97% and 34.69%). The results are shown in Fig. 6.

On YC6, the charge density profile is nearly uniform
at δ = 1/3 [Fig. 6(a)], showing the absence of a static
CDW order. The doping dependence of single-particle
correlation [Fig. 6(b)] shows that |G(r)| are suppressed
at δ = 32.65%, 33.33%, and 34.01%. In particular, |G(r)|
exhibits a pronounced drop at δ = 1/3, which behaves
like an exponential decay. At the higher δ = 34.69%,
|G(r)| quickly recovers the magnitudes in the Fermi-
liquid-like phase. This observation suggests a new state
in a narrow doping range near δ = 1/3, which appears to
open the single-particle gap.
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FIG. 6. Charge density profiles and correlation functions
around 1/3 doping. (a) Charge density profiles at δ = 1/3.
(b) Single-particle Green’s function G(r) for several doping
levels around δ = 1/3. (c)-(e) Comparisons between the pair-
ing correlation |Paa| and the square of single-particle Green’s
function |G(r)/2|2, at δ = 1/3, 31.97%, and 34.69%, respec-
tively. The quantities in (a)-(e) are measured on the YC6
cylinder with the bond dimensions D = 16000. (f) and (g)
Comparisons between the pairing correlation |Paa| and the
square of single-particle Green’s function |G(r)/2|2 at δ = 1/3
on the YC8 cylinder with Lx = 18 (D = 24000) and Lx = 32
(D = 16000), respectively. It should be noted that in the
calculations of (f) and (g), we used the regular cylinder ge-
ometry without the additional right boundary, which allows
the precise 1/3 doping on the YC8 cylinder.

To further clarify the nature of this state, we com-
pare the square of single-particle correlation with pairing
correlation. As shown in Fig. 6(c), the pairing correla-
tion is much stronger than |G(r)/2|2 at δ = 1/3, which
suggests the formed hole pairing. At δ = 31.97% and
34.69%, the two quantities show comparable magnitudes
as illustrated in Figs. 6(d)-(e), which agree with the ex-
pected feature in the Fermi-liquid-like phase. In addition,
we have also compared the spin correlation function at
δ = 1/3 with that in the Fermi-liquid-like phase, which
shows no qualitative difference and indicates that the
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spin modes remain gapless at δ = 1/3 [see Appendix C].
These results of correlation functions describe this state
as a possible precursor of a superconducting state, such
as the pseudogap state.

We further examine the 1/3 doping on the YC8 cylin-
der, but find that the character of hole pairing disap-
pears. The magnitudes of the squared single-particle
correlation and pairing correlation are again compara-
ble [Figs. 6(f)-(g)]. This indicates that the state near
1/3 doping in the YC6 system may have a system size
dependence, which requires further study.

V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

Using DMRG calculations, we have investigated the
kagome-lattice t-J model at δ = 0.027 − 0.36, which
extends the doping range of previous DMRG stud-
ies [55, 56]. On the YC6 cylinder, the system shows a
transition from CDW states to a Fermi-liquid-like phase
at δ ≈ 0.15. In this metallic phase, the charge density
oscillation is suppressed, and the measured correlation
functions including single-particle, spin-spin, density-
density, and pairing correlations all decay algebraically.
Furthermore, this state is characterized by the existence
of gapless modes and the absence of hole pairing. On
the wider YC8 cylinder, the bond-dimension extrapo-
lated (D → ∞) correlation functions also support such
a Fermi-liquid-like state, suggesting its stability with in-
creasing system size.

Remarkably, this state with algebraic single-particle
correlation is distinct from the non-Fermi liquid state
found in the PESS simulation [60], which shows an expo-
nential decay of single-particle and spin correlations [59].
While the phase transition from a Wigner crystal to a
Fermi liquid with increasing electron density is conven-
tional in the electron gas [64–66], a transition from a
holon Wigner crystal with fractionalization to a Fermi
liquid may be highly non-trivial, which has been inten-
sively studied in related models of the bilayer transition
metal dichalcogenide materials [67, 68]. It would be very
interesting to clarify the nature of this Fermi-liquid-like
phase, e.g., a conventional Fermi liquid or a fractionalized
Fermi liquid, and the transition properties in the melt-
ing of the holon Wigner crystal. We leave these open
questions to future study.

Near 1/3 doping on the YC6 cylinder, the state with
an exponential decay of single-particle correlation may
be considered as a precursor of a superconducting state,
similar to the pseudogap state. This state may have a po-
tential connection with the pair density wave state found
in the PESS simulation at δ ∈ [0.32, 1/3] [60]. Never-
theless, due to the size dependence observed in the YC6
and YC8 systems, this doping range needs further stud-
ies on larger system size. In addition, considering addi-
tional interactions such as spin chiral interaction, flux, or
density-density attraction may be helpful for stabilizing
a superconducting phase near 1/3 doping.
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Appendix A: Averaged charge density per unit cell
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FIG. 7. Unit-cell-averaged charge density profiles on the
YC6 cylinder with Lx = 32. The averaged charge den-
sity of the unit cell in each column nlx is defined as nlx =

1
3Ly

∑Ly

ly=1

∑3
i=1⟨n̂lx,ly,i⟩, where lx (ly) is the unit cell index

along the e1 (e2) direction and i denotes the three sites in
each unit cell. (a)-(c) nlx in the Fermi-liquid-like phase at
δ ≈ 0.16, 0.20, and 0.24, respectively.

In the main text, we have presented the site-resolved
charge density distribution. In this section, we further
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FIG. 8. Extrapolations of entanglement entropy SE(l) ver-
sus bond dimension at δ ≈ 0.24 on the YC6 cylinder with
Lx = 32. The SU(2) bond dimension D ranges from 8000 to
28000. The label l denotes the unit cell index along the e1
direction. For each given l, the entropy obtained by different
bond dimensions are extrapolated by the polynomial function
C(1/D) = C(0) + a/D + b/D2.

show the averaged charge density for each unit cell in
Fig. 7, which illustrates the variation of the charge den-
sity across different unit cells. The average charge den-
sity of the unit cell in each column nlx

is defined as
nlx

= 1
3Ly

∑Ly

ly=1
∑3

i=1⟨n̂lx,ly,i⟩, where lx (ly) is the unit
cell index along the e1 (e2) direction and i denotes the
three sites in each unit cell. It is evident that for the
doping range δ = 1/6−1/4, the unit-cell-averaged charge
density is nearly uniform along the e1 direction.

Appendix B: Extrapolation of entanglement entropy
with growing bond dimension

DMRG simulations inevitably have the finite-bond-
dimension effect. To reduce this effect, the extrapolated
entropy is shown in the main text, and here we show the
extrapolation detail. We first obtain the entanglement
entropy at different bond dimensions, and then perform

a polynomial extrapolation for the data at different D to
extract the result in the infinite-D limit. We fit the data
for a range of bond dimensions up to the largest SU(2)
bond dimensions D = 28000 (equivalent to about 84000
U(1) states). A typical example of data extrapolation
is shown for δ ≈ 0.24 in Fig. 8. For each given l, the
entanglement entropys obtained by seven different bond
dimensions are extrapolated by the polynomial function
C(1/D) = C(0) + a/D + b/D2, where C(0), a, and b are
determined by fitting the DMRG data. The obtained
C(0) is the entropy in the infinite-D limit.
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FIG. 9. Spin correlation functions S(r) for several doping
levels around δ = 1/3 on the YC6 cylinder with Lx = 32.

Appendix C: Spin correlation function for 1/3
doping on the YC6 cylinder

In this section, we compare the spin correlation func-
tions near the doping level of 1/3 on the YC6 cylinder. As
illustrated in Fig. 9, the decay behavior of the spin corre-
lation functions at various doping levels around δ = 1/3
is consistent, displaying a power-law decay. While the
single-particle correlation function becomes an exponen-
tial decay at 1/3 doping, the spin correlation function
remains the feature in the Fermi-liquid-like phase.
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