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We present a theory for the spin fluctuation spectrum of the hole-doped cuprates in a ground state with period 4 unidirectional
charge density wave (‘stripe’) order. Motivated by recent experimental evidence for a fractionalized Fermi liquid (FL*) description of
the intermediate temperature pseudogap metal, we employ a theory of fermionic spinons which are confined with the onset of stripe
order at low temperatures. The theory produces the ‘hourglass’ spectrum near stripe-ordering wavevector observed by neutron scat-
tering. Additional scattering from spinon continua and bound states appears at higher energies and elsewhere in the Brillouin zone,
and could be observed by neutron or X-ray scattering.

1 Introduction

There have been a number of earlier studies suggesting the relevance of fractionalized spinon excitations
(which carry spin 1/2 and electrical charge 0) to square lattice antiferromagnets [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6]. Re-
cent work [7, 8, 9, 10, 11], reviewed in Ref. [12], has argued that such spinons are the key to understand-
ing a number of observations in the underdoped cuprates. These arguments rely on the fractionalized
Fermi liquid (FL*) theory [13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22] of the pseudogap phase: the FL* state of
the doped square lattice antiferromagnet [23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 7] has 4 Fermi pockets of spin-1/2 charge e
quasiparticles, each of fractional area p/8, so that the total density of mobile quasiparticles is p. Such a
state does not obey the Luttinger Fermi surface area [28], but does satisfy the Oshikawa anomaly [29] by
the presence of additional spinon excitations [13, 15, 16, 18, 21].
Compelling evidence for such a FL* state comes from recent angle-dependent magnetoresistance (ADMR)
measurements [30, 31]. The ADMR displays significant evidence for the presence of hole pockets, and
the Yamaji effect is consistent with the FL* pocket area of p/8 [32]. Moreover, the Yamaji effect requires
coherent inter-layer electronic transport, which is present for FL*, and unlikely for other pseudogap can-
didates [32]. Other recent arguments for the FL* description of the pseudogap are summarized in Sec-
tion 4.
In this paper, we turn to the role of spinons in the spin-fluctuation spectrum, where they have a direct
role. Our focus is on the well-studied ‘hourglass’ spectrum of the stripe state observed by neutron scat-
tering in the cuprates near hole doping p = 1/8 [33, 34, 35].
We use the π-flux spin liquid theory for the underlying square lattice antiferromagnet [36, 37, 38]. This
has fermionic spinon excitations which carry spin S = 1/2 and a dispersion with 2 massless Dirac nodes
in the square lattice Brilloin zone. The spinons are coupled to an emergent SU(2) gauge field (the gauge
SU(2) is distinct from, and commutes with, the spin rotation SU(2)). Fluctuations of the SU(2) gauge
field in the insulator are expected to lead to confinement of the spinons into either the Néel state or the
valence bond solid (VBS) state, but there is evidence for a deconfined critical state of the spinons be-
tween the Néel and VBS states [39, 40, 41]. The free spinon dynamic structure factor is reviewed in Sec-
tion 2.1, and this is in good correspondence with numerical studies of the Néel-VBS transition [3]. The
free spinon theory exhibits significant low energy spectral weight near momenta (π, π), (π, 0), and (0, 0);
Ref. [10] argued that SU(2) gauge fluctuations strongly suppress the spectral weight near momenta (0, 0)
and (π, 0).
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Resonant inelastic X-ray scattering (RIXS) experiments have investigated the high energy spin fluctua-
tion spectrum in the cuprates [42, 43, 44]. Ref. [45] has noted that the broad continuum scattering be-
tween momenta (0, 0) and (π, 0) bear a strong resemblance to the continuum spectral weight in the frus-
trated square lattice antiferromagnet near the Néel-VBS transition [3]. The energy scales match well,
and the main difference is that the insulating antiferromagnet has gapless spectral weight at (π, 0), while
the doped cuprate has little spectral weight below ∼ 200 meV. This difference could be a consequence of
the doped carriers, whose influence will be studied here.
The present paper will study a different route to confinement of the spinons at low energies, appropri-
ate to the doped cuprates [8]. We will assume a charge density wave (CDW) with static long-range or-
der which is produced by the condensation of a Higgs field B [10]. This Higgs field carries a fundamental
SU(2) gauge charge, and so its condensation gaps out all components of the SU(2) gauge field. The re-
sulting B-condensed phase is ‘topologically trivial’, but nevertheless, signatures of the deconfined spinons
can emerge at higher energies. And at low energies, as we shall demonstrate, such a spinon theory is
able to reproduce the ‘hourglass’ spectrum of the CDW (‘stripe’) state. Our approach differs from other
theories of the hourglass [46, 47, 48, 49] by using spin S = 1/2 excitations in a background of charge or-
der, whereas the earlier works considered spin S = 1 paramagnon excitations.
We study the spin susceptibility of the underdoped cuprates using the Ancilla Layer Model (ALM) stud-
ied extensively in previous works [27, 50, 51, 9, 10, 12]. The ALM offers a unified description of both the
FL* pseudogap metal with small Fermi surface, and a conventional Fermi liquid with large Fermi sur-
face. It also hosts fractionalized spinon excitations that ensure consistency with the Oshikawa anomaly.
In the following sections, we examine how these excitations affect the spin structure factor and make
predictions for future neutron scattering experiments.
In Section 2 we introduce the ALM, and derive the expressions for susceptibility in the presence of CDW
order. In Section 3 we present our calculation of the spin structure factor, discuss the role of spinons and
compare our calculations to experiments. Finally, we conclude in Section 4 by recalling experimental and
theoretical evidence for FL* in the hole-doped cuprates.

2 Theory

We start this section by formulating the ALM. The model has three layers: the first level consists of elec-
trons described by tight-binding model, while the second and the third layers are filled with spins with
Heisenberg interaction between them. The Hamiltonian of the ALM is [27, 7, 9]:

H =
∑
i,j,α

{
−tijc†i,αcj,α + JKSc,i · S1,i + J1S1,i · S1,j + J⊥S1,i · S2,i + J2S2,i · S2,j

}
, (1)

where i, j ∈ Λ, with Λ = {(x, y) | x, y ∈ Z} being a two-dimensional square lattice. For the first layer we
employ the tight-binding parameters t = 0.22 (nearest neighbor hopping), t′ = −0.034 (second neighbor
hopping), t′′ = 0.036 (third neighbor hopping), t′′′ = −0.007 (fourth neighbor hopping), and a chemical
potential µc = −0.24 (all in units of eV). These values have been extracted by fitting photoemission data
from Ref. [52] in the overdoped regime, where large Fermi surface is clearly visible.
We use the Schwinger-fermion representation for the second (a = 1) and third (a = 2) layer spins:
Sa,i = f †

a,i,ασαβfa,i,β with the imposed constraint
∑

α f
†
a,i,αfa,i,α = 1, satisfied at every lattice site i.

Throughout the paper, we adopt a mean-field approach and neglect all gauge field fluctuations emerging
from the redundancy of the parton construction. Within the mean-field theory, the interacting terms in
the Hamiltonian simplify to:

Hf1,f1+Hc,f1+Hf1,f2 = t1,ijf
†
1,i,αf1,j,α+Φ(f †

1,i,αci,α+c
†
i,αf1,i,α)+

[
iB1,if

†
2,i,αf1,i,α + iB2,if2,i,αεαβf1,i,β + h.c.

]
,

(2)
where Φ ∝ JK⟨f †

1,i,αci,α⟩ ∈ R and B1,i ∝ J⊥⟨f †
1,i,αf2,i,α⟩, B2,i ∝ J⊥⟨f †

1,i,αεαβf
†
2,i,β⟩, with εαβ the unit anti-

symmetric tensor. The second layer is characterized by the hopping parameters t1 = 0.1, t′1 = −0.03, t′′1 =
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2.1 Bare spin susceptibilities for the π-flux spin liquid

−0.01, a chemical potential µf = 0.009, and a hybridization with the first layer Φ = 0.09. The finite hy-
bridization between the first and second layers leads to the emergence of four Fermi pockets in the Bril-
louin zone with area p/8. Moreover, the intensity at back side of the pockets is subdued, which is con-
sistent with Fermi arcs features observed in photoemission experiments. The parameters were chosen to
reproduce the photoemission data for Bi2201 at a doping level of p = 0.206 [7, 52]. The B field would be
discussed later, to incorporate the effects of CDW order. For now we assume Ba,i = 0.
A nonzero value of Φ reconstructs the top layer large Fermi surface, of (hole) volume 1+ p, into four hole
pockets of total volume p. Because no translation symmetry breaking is occurring at this point, this is
at odds with the conventional formulation of Luttinger’s theorem. To account for its violation, we as-
sume the presence of a quantum spin liquid in the bottom layer, hosting fractionalized spinon excitations
that account for the missing Luttinger volume [29, 13, 15]. In particular, we choose a π-flux spin liquid
Ansatz of the form:

Hf2,f2 = itf2f †
2,i,αei,jf2,j,α , (3)

with ei,j = −ej,i and in the chosen gauge ei,i+x̂ = 1, ei,i+ŷ = (−1)x. We also set tf2 = 0.14 eV similar
to Ref. [9]. The chosen gauge is not manifestly translation invariant in the x-direction. In fact, trans-
lations along the x-axis are implemented projectively f2,i,α → (−1)yf2,i,α, implying that all gauge in-
variant quantities computed with Hamiltonian (3) will be translation invariant. The Hamiltonian Hf2,f2

can be diagonalized in the momentum space. We consider a supercell with two sites (δi = 0, 1) in the x-
direction. After Fourier transform f2,δi(r) = eikrf2,δi(k) the Hamiltonian in the basis {f †

2,δi
(k)} is 2 × 2

matrix with with spectrum E±(k) = ±2tf2
√

sin(kx)2 + sin(ky)2 and k is defined in the reduced Brillouin
zone BZ′ = {(kx, ky) | kx ∈ (−π/2, π/2), ky ∈ (−π, π)}. The spectrum features two Dirac cones (per spin
projection α) at (kx, ky) = (0, 0) and (kx, ky) = (0, π).

2.1 Bare spin susceptibilities for the π-flux spin liquid

The bare π-flux spin-z susceptibility in real space is given by the product of two Green functions:

χ0
i,j(iΩn) =

+∞∑
m=−∞

Gi,j(iωm)Gj,i(iωm + iΩn) , (4)

with ωm and Ωn fermionic and bosonic Matsubara frequencies, respectively, and Gi,j(iωn) = [iωn −
itf2ei,j ]

−1. As previously discussed, being χ0
i,j(iΩn) a gauge invariant object, we expect it to be trans-

lation invariant, that is, χi,j(iΩn) = χi−j(iΩn). We define π-flux susceptibility in the momentum basis
as

χ0(ω, q) =
∑
i,j

χ0
i,j(iΩn → ω + i0+)e−iq·(i−j). (5)

After analytically continuing to real frequencies and going to momentum basis, we obtain:

χ0(ω, q) =
∑
ℓ,ℓ′=±

∑
k

nF (Eℓ(k))− nF (Eℓ′(k + q))

ω + i0+ + Eℓ(k)− Eℓ′(k + q)
|⟨Eℓ′(k + q)|Eℓ(k)⟩|2, (6)

with Eα(k) and |Eα(k)⟩ denoting an eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the Hamiltonian in Eq. (3),
∑

k is a
shorthand for

∫
k∈BZ′

d2k
(2π)2

, and nF (x) is the Fermi function.

2.2 Bare susceptibilities in the presence of charge density wave order

We now consider the susceptibilities when Ba,i ̸= 0. As found in Ref. [8], the condensation of the field
Ba,i has both effects of fully Higgsing the SU(2) gauge group associated with the Schwinger fermion de-
composition in the bottom layer, and breaking some physical global symmetries, such as translations,
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2.2 Bare susceptibilities in the presence of charge density wave order

time reversal, or U(1) charge conservation, depending on the spatial pattern of Ba,i. In the following, we
choose an Ansatz for Ba,i that only breaks translation symmetry along the x-axis:

B1,i = 2b ix+y[cos θ + (−1)x sin θ] cos

(
Kxx+ ϕ

2

)
, B2,i = 0 , (7)

with b ∈ R denoting the amplitude of the wave and ϕ a phase shift.
According to [8], the CDW order parameter is given by:

ρi = B†
iBi = 2b2[1 + (−1)x sin 2θ][cos (Kxx+ ϕ) + 1] . (8)

One can check that the above Ansatz gives vanishing current and superconducting order parameters,
ℜ[B†

iei,jBj ] = 0, Ba,iεabei,jBb,j = 0. In the following, we restrict ourselves to a period-4 bond-centered
CDW, given by Kx = π

2
, ϕ = π

4
.

We consider two different effects of the Ba,i condensate on the fermionic degrees of freedom: one is given
the last terms in Eq. (2), which couple the bottom layer spinons to the top two layers, making them in-
distinguishable from physical electrons; a second effect is that it could modify the π-flux Ansatz into

Hf2,f2 = itf2(1 + λQi,j)f
†
2,i,αei,jf2,j,α, (9)

with

Qi,i+x̂ = ℑ[B†
iei,i+x̂Bi+x̂] = 2b2 cos 2θ [cos(Kx(x+ 1/2) + ϕ) + cos(Kx/2)] ,

Qi,i+ŷ = ℑ[B†
iei,i+ŷBi+ŷ] = 2b2[(−1)x + sin 2θ][cos (Kxx+ ϕ) + 1] .

(10)

Note that this last term cannot be derived with the sole use of mean-field theory, but it can be thought
of as emerging upon integrating out of some high-energy degrees of freedom. Similarly to the previous
case, we introduce a unit cell consisting of four sites δi = 0, 1, 2, 3 with basis {f †

2,δi
(k)} and the follow-

ing Fourier transform between real and Fourier space: f2,δi(r) = eikrf2,δi(k) The Hamiltonian in Eq. (9)
becomes a 4 × 4 matrix. On site constraint ⟨f †

2,if2,i⟩ = 1 is also satisfied since the Hamiltonian remains
particle-hole symmetric. Eq. (4) is readily generalized in the new basis:

χ0
i,j(iqn) =

∑
ωn,k,q

Gδiδj(iωn + iqn,k + q)Gδj ,δi(iωn,k)e
iq(i−j) = χ0

δiδj
(iqn, q)e

iq(i−j). (11)

After analytically continuing to real frequencies, we obtain:

χ0
δi,δj

(ω, q) =
∑

α,β=1,..,4

∑
k

nF (Eα(k))− nF (Eβ(k + q))

ω + iδ + Eα(k)− Eβ(k + q)
Fα
δi
(k)F α

δj
(k)∗F β

δj
(k + q)F β

δi
(k + q)∗, (12)

with the form factors Fα
f2,δi

(k) = ⟨f2, δi| |Eα(k)⟩ and |Eα(k)⟩ being eigenvectors of the Hamiltonian in
Eq. (9).
Now, the interacting part of the Hamiltonian is:

Hint =
∑
ij

Jij(1 + gQb
ij)f

†
iαfjαf

†
jβfiβ =

∑
ij

J̃ijf
†
iαfjαf

†
jβfiβ, (13)

where Jij is a Heisenberg coupling. We will include RPA corrections from this interaction, following the
application of such methods to the triangular lattice antiferromagnet [53, 54, 55]. After using the Fourier
representation with Jij =

∑
q Jδiδj(q)e

iq(i−j) and summing up the series, the RPA result in the spin-spin
channel in matrix notation reads:

χRPA(ω, q) = χ0(ω, q)(1− J̃(q)χ0(ω, q))−1. (14)

Although χRPA(ω, q) is 4× 4 matrix, Eq. (5) provides an efficient route to extract an experimentally rel-
evant expression. Noting that χRPA

δi,δj
(ω, q + nKx)e

inKx(δi−δj) = χRPA
δi,δj

(ω, q) and accounting for charge den-
sity wave (CDW) order along both spatial directions, the experimentally observable susceptibility can be
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written as: χexp(ω, q) =
∑

δi,δj

(
χRPA
δi,δj

(ω, qx, qy) + χRPA
δi,δj

(ω, qy, qx)
)
. For the expression of the Hamilto-

nian, and J̃ in the matrix notation see Appendix A.
The full Hamiltonian, including couplings to electrons, could be written as:

H = ψ∗
k

 Hc,c(k) Φ† 0
Φ Hf1,f1(k) −igeB†

0 igeB Hf2,f2(k)

ψk, (15)

where ψk = (ck,δ1,↑, . . . , ck,δ4,↑, f1,k,δ1,↑, . . . , f1,k,δ4,↑, f2,k,δ1,↑, . . . , f2,k,δ4,↑) consists of three layers in the ex-
tended CDW basis and ge determines the strength of hybridization between the third and second layers.
The bare susceptibility is determined analogous to Eq. (11):

χf2,f2
δi,δj

(iqn, q)
0 =

∑
k,iωn

Gf2f2
δi,δj

(iqn + iωn,k + q)Gf2f2
δj ,δi

(iωn,k) (16)

And after performing Matsubara summation and analytically continuing to real frequencies:

χf2f2
δi,δj

(ω, q)0 =
∑

α,β=1,..,12

∑
k

nF (Eα(k))− nF (Eβ(k + q))

ω + iδ + Eα(k)− Eβ(k + q)
Fα
f2,δi

(k)F α
f2,δj

(k)∗F β
f2,δj

(k+ q)F β
f2,δi

(k+ q)∗, (17)

with the form factors Fα
f2,δi

(k) = ⟨f2, δi| |Eα(k)⟩ and |Eα(k)⟩ being eigenvectors of the Hamiltonian in
Eq. (15). Eqs. (14,17) provide the most general expressions for the susceptebility and we use them in the
next section to analyze the spin structure factor near optimal doping.

3 Discussion

In this section, we analyze the spin-structure factor obtained from our model and compare it with exper-
imental observations in various cuprate compounds. We assume that the dominant contribution to the
spin-structure factor comes from the third layer which is a π-flux spin liquid described by the Hamilto-
nian in Eq. (3). The system is treated within the mean-field approximation, neglecting the SU(2) fluctu-
ations of the gauge field. Fig. 1 shows the imaginary part of the spin susceptibility for the third layer. A
similar calculation was previously done in Ref. [4]. As shown, there is a gapless spinon continuum cen-
tered at (π, π) in momentum space, exhibiting a Dirac-like dispersion.

Figure 1: Bare π-flux spin structure factor −ℑχ0(ω, q) on a logarithmic scale along high-symmetry directions in the Bril-
louin zone. The regions of strong intensity correspond to a spinon continuum, having a Dirac-like shape near (π, π).

As discussed in the previous section, the condensation of the B-field Higgs the SU(2) gauge field and
leads to CDW order. We assume that the CDW order is bond-centered and has a period of four unit
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cells. The CDW potential opens a gap in the π-flux Dirac-like spectrum and moves a spinon continuum
to higher energies. This gap directly manifests in the spin-structure factor, as illustrated in Fig. 2. The
spectral intensity also varies in a complex way inside the spinon continuum, reflecting scattering between
different bands. Throughout this work, we use b = 1.3, λ = 1, and θ = 0.45 to measure the amplitude
and phase of the CDW order.

Figure 2: Bare π-flux spin structure factor −ℑχ0(ω, q) on a logarithmic scale in the presence of CDW order, averaged
over the x and y-directions. As a result of CDW order, the gap opens throughout the Brillouin zone, moving the spinon
continuum to higher energies.

We examine the effect of the interacting part of the Hamiltonian using the results of the previous sec-
tion, see Eq. (13). Incorporating interactions within the RPA framework leads to a renormalized spin
susceptibility given by Eq. (14). Fig. 3 demonstrates that the including interactions leads to an emer-
gent collective excitation (a triplon branch) below the spinon continuum. We choose Heisenberg cou-
plings J = 0.235, J ′ = −0.3J, J ′′ = 0.6J ,J ′′′ = 0.02J , J ′′′′ = 0.45J to achieve the dispersion that
reproduces the characteristic hourglass-shaped spectrum. This type of spectrum has been observed in
numerous neutron-scattering experiments on cuprate materials[33, 34, 35].
Although the model contains several phenomenological parameters, we note that the hourglass-shaped
spectrum can be reproduced using only the J , J ′, and J ′′ couplings. However, in that case, the charac-
teristic features appear at lower energies and are less distinct. The CDW order affects the Heisenberg
couplings as well, see Eq. (13), and we chose g = 0.1 to control the relative amplitude.
Importantly, the hourglass profile arises from averaging the CDW order over both spatial directions. With-
out this averaging, two distinct triplon branches appear, as illustrated in Fig. 4. Panels (a) and (b) cor-
respond to the CDW order along the x and y directions correspondingly. In panel (a), the triplon branch
exhibits a minimum at (π, π), whereas in panel (b) the minimum is shifted away from (π, π). The combi-
nation of the two produces the characteristic hourglass-shaped dispersion.
In Appendix B we analyze RPA renormalized spin structure factor without the CDW order. While the
triplon branch is observable, it does not have a typical hourglass shape and the spinon continuum spreads
all the way to zero energies, making it harder to relate to the experimental observations.
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Figure 3: RPA π-flux spin structure factor −ℑχRPA(ω, q) on a logarithmic scale in the presence of CDW order, averaged
over the x and y-directions. RPA corrections to the susceptibility introduce a triplon line-shape of high intensity, having an
hourglass-like form near (π, π).

Figure 4: RPA π-flux spin structure factor on a logarithmic scale in the presence of CDW order along the x-direction (a)
and along the y direction (b). The minimum of the triplon branch is centered at (π, π) when the CDW order is set along
the x-direction, and it is shifted from (π, π) when the order is along the y-direction, producing a famous hourglass-like
spectrum after averaging over both directions.

So far, we have considered only the contribution of the third layer to the spin structure factor, neglect-
ing contributions from the other layers. In principle, however, the full Hamiltonian is given by Eq. (15),
and the contribution from the remaining layers is non-negligible. In particular, the first two layers host
gapless excitations near the Fermi energy, forming hole pockets, or so-called Fermi arcs. Consequently,
their presence is expected to modify the low-energy part of the structure factor, introducing additional
spectral weight and damping effects in this regime. Fig. 5 shows that at a finite hybridization strength
between the third and second layers (ge = 0.4) the triplon branch and the spinon continuum become no-
ticeably broadened, while the gapped region in the spectrum is softened.
Fig. 6 shows a zoomed-in view of hourglass shaped dispersion when qy varies from π/2 to 3π/2. We ob-
serve a clear hourglass shaped triplon excitation, centered around (π, π). The minimum of the hourglass
occurs at the incommensurate momenta slightly displaced from (π, π). Notably, in contrast to experi-
mental observations, our calculations show that when the momentum is tuned further away from these
minima, the excitation branch rises again. This discrepancy may come from limitations of the theoretical
model or from various experimental factors that enhance the magnetic response near (π, π).
We also examine constant-energy cuts across the Brillouin zone, with non-averaged (a)-(d) and averaged
(e)-(h) CDW order, see Fig. 7. In particular, panels (a),(b),(e), and (f) demonstrate that below the neck
of the hourglass, the intensity maxima are displaced from (π, π). Around ω ≈ 80meV a pronounced
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Figure 5: RPA spin structure factor on a logarithmic scale in the presence of CDW order averaged over the x and y-
directions, when all three ancilla layers hybridize and contribute to the overall susceptibility. The presence of hole pockets
and gapless excitations in the first two layers result in the finite spectral weight inside the CDW gap and broadens the
triplon branch.

Figure 6: RPA π-flux spin structure factor on a logarithmic scale in the presence of CDW order averaged over the x and
y-directions. The triplon branch exhibits a characteristic hourglass-like shape, centered around 80meV . Dashed lines rep-
resent constant energy cuts along the 2D Brillouin zone in Fig. 7.

peak emerges at (π, π) indicating that this energy corresponds to the center of the hourglass dispersion.
At higher energies, the central intensity weakens again and the triplon branch forms a complex pattern.
It is worthwhile to additionally explore the cut along the (π, 0) direction in the Brillouin zone. The bare
spin structure factor shows a strong gap at low energies and broad spinon continuum at higher energies.
In contrast, RPA spin structure factor demonstrates an additional peak inside the gap, coming from the
triplon branch, while the overall intensity of the spinon continuum is reduced.
Motivated by neutron-scattering experiments in a magnetic field [56], we calculate the spin susceptibil-
ity in our model in the presence of a finite magnetic field in Appendix C. We find that the hourglass-like
triplon branch splits into two branches, which are shifted in opposite directions by an energy of 2∆Ez

due to Zeeman coupling. Although experiments require strong magnetic fields to resolve this splitting,
such conditions may become possible in the future.
Finally, we comment on an alternative theoretical approach capable of reproducing the hourglass-shaped
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Figure 7: Energy cuts of RPA π-flux spin structure factor in the presence of CDW order. Panels (a)-(d) correspond to
energies of 20, 50, 80 and 120meV (compare to dashed lines in Fig. 6) with the CDW order along the x-direction, while
panels (e)-(h) correspond to CDW order averaged over the x and y-directions, and the resulting plots have C4 symmetry.

Figure 8: 1D bare (a) and RPA (b) π-flux spin structure factor at fixed momentum (qx, qy) = (π, 0) in the presence of
CDW order averaged over the x and y directions. Panel (a) shows a spinon continuum starting at 140meV , while panel
(b) shows an additional high-intensity triplon branch around 80meV and a redistribution of the spectral weight inside the
spinon continuum.

magnetic response, discussed in Appendix D. In particular, we employ the phenomenological theory of
coupled spin and charge fluctuations introduced in Ref. [47], to obtain an hourglass-shaped triplon branch
outside the spinon continuum. Although this approach is valuable for its simplicity, the RPA-based sus-
ceptibility calculated in the main text offers a more direct and microscopic route to reproduce the exper-
imental observations.
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4 Conclusions

We have provided a detailed view of the spin structure factor in the ground state of a doped antiferro-
magnet with period 4 charge density wave order. It is assumed that the intermediate scale spin physics
is that of the a particular spin liquid, as is required for consistency with the structure of the interme-
diate temperature pseudogap. The spinons eventually confine at low energies, by the condensation of a
Higgs field, B, which produces the CDW order and simultaneously quenches the emergent gauge field.
Near the charge-ordering wavevector, a RPA analysis of the interaction between the spinons produces
the ‘hourglass’ spectrum observed by neutron scattering [33, 34, 35]. Above the hourglass we obtain ad-
ditional scattering from the spinon continuum which we hope will be studied in subsequent experiments.
The spinons are also visible in at other momenta, both in the form of RPA bound states and two-particle
continua. This spectrum is a plausible explanation [45] for the high energy scattering observed by RIXS
experiments [42, 43, 44], and is present at similar energies. But the detailed form of our high energy spec-
trum appeares different from current observations e.g. the high intensity scattering disperses downwards
from (π, 0) to (0, 0) in the RIXS observations [43, 42], while that in Fig. 3 disperses upwards. We believe
this is a consequence of the rather simple condensed form of the Higgs field, B, in a period 4 CDW state
in our computation. It will be of interest to extend our study to the case of fluctuating CDW states us-
ing B and SU(2) gauge fields, along the lines of Ref. [11].
We close by summarizing some of the recent arguments for the FL* state with fermionic spinons in the
under-hole-doped cuprates:

• The FL* theory accounts for the dispersion of the gapped electronic excitations near momentum
(π, 0) (the ‘antinode’), with the spinons contributing to the broad linewidth [7].

• The existence of the FL* state allows the possibility of an underlying quantum phase transition to a
Fermi liquid (FL) without any symmetry-breaking order parameter [13, 27]. Both FL* and FL have
instabilities to the same d-wave superconductor, and so there is no quantum criticality within the
superconducting state. But a strange metal state appears above the superconducting Tc from FL*-
FL quantum criticality in the presence of random interactions [57]: such a state matches transport
[58], thermopower [59], and Hall angle [60] observations.

• The nodal quasiparticles of the low temperature d-wave superconducting state have strongly anisotropic
velocities, with vF ≫ v∆, where vF is the velocity along the zone diagonal, while v∆ is the veloc-
ity along the orthogonal direction. This is difficult to understand from a d-wave superconductor de-
scending from a spin liquid with massless Dirac fermion spinons [61, 62, 63, 64], as the spinons have
nearly isotropic velocities. However, anisotropic nodal quasiparticles are obtained naturally by con-
fining the FL* state with such a spin liquid background [65, 9]: the spinons annihilate the Bogoli-
ubov quasiparticles on the ‘backsides’ of the pockets, and observed Bogoliubov quasiparticles of the
d-wave superconductor are those on the ‘front side’ of the pockets.

• The hole-doped quasiparticles display quantum oscillations at low temperatures and high magnetic
fields. These oscillations are associated with electron pockets, as indicated by the negative Hall co-
efficient in this regime. These oscillations are compatible with a model of electron pockets induced
by bi-directional charge density wave order [66] only after accounting for the influence of spinons
[10].

• The observed structure of the vortex core in the underdoped cuprates is clearly distinct from that
of the BCS theory of a d-wave superconductor emerging from a Fermi liquid [67]. The key differ-
ences can be described by a theory of the BCS d-wave superconductor emerging from a confinement
transition of the FL* state [68, 11].

• The hole pockets survive in a T = 0 FL* state with a non-zero quasiparticle residue around the
hole pocket, even in the presence of the coupling to spinons [7]. Recent work [11] examined thermal
fluctuations of a SU(2) gauge theory describing the spinons, at temperatures above a superconduct-
ing or charge-ordered ground state (the spinons are confined in these low temperature states). They
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showed that such thermal fluctuations do indeed convert the photoemission spectral weight to that
of the observed ‘Fermi arcs’ in the intermediate temperature pseudogap regime.

• Finally, we note the evidence from ADMR and the Yamaji effect [30, 31, 32], which was discussed
in Section 1.
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A Theoretical details

In the basis F2,q = (f2,q, f2,q+Kx , f2,q+2Kx , f2,q+3Kx), the Hamiltonian in Eq. (9) becomes a 4× 4 matrix:

Hf2,f2 = −tf2F †
2,q


ε0(q) ε1(q) ε2(q) ε∗1(q + 3Kx)
ε1(q)

∗ ε0(q +Kx) ε1(q +Kx) ε2(q +Kx)
ε2(q)

∗ ε1(q +Kx)
∗ ε0(q + 2Kx) ε1(q + 2Kx)

ε1(q + 3Kx) ε2(q +Kx)
∗ ε1(q + 2Kx)

∗ ε0(q + 3Kx)

F2,q, (18)

with the matrix elements:

ε0(q) = 2 sin qx(1 + 2λb2 cos 2θ cos(Kx/2)) + 4λb2 sin qy,

ε1(q) = iλb2 cos 2θ(e−iqx−iϕ−iKx/2 − eiqx−iϕ+iKx/2) + 2λb2 sin 2θ sin qye
iϕ + 2λb2 sin qye

−iϕ,

ε2(q) = 2 sin qy(1 + 2λb2 sin 2θ).

(19)

To go to a different basis F̃q = (f2,q,δ1 , f2,q,δ2 , f2,q,δ3 , f2,q,δ4) with δi being a sublattice site, one can use the
unitary transformation:

Hδiδj(q) = UδinHnm(q)U
†
mδj

, Uab = (1/2)eiKxab (20)

The Heisenberg coupling is represented by a matrix J̃ . In the basis Fq = (fq, fq+Kx , fq+2Kx , fq+3Kx), it
reads

J̃ = F ∗
n(q)JnmFm = JF ∗

q


J0(q) J1(q) J2(q) J1(q + 3Kx)

∗

J1(q)
∗ J0(q +Kx) J1(q +Kx) J2(q +Kx)

J2(q)
∗ J1(q +Kx)

∗ J0(q + 2Kx) J1(q + 2Kx)
J1(q + 3Kx) J2(q +Kx)

∗ J1(q + 2Kx)
∗ J0(q + 3Kx)

Fq, (21)

J0(q) = 2 cos qx
(
1 + 2gb2 cos 2θ cos(Kx/2)

)
+ 2 cos qy(1 + 2gb2 sin 2θ),

J1(q) = gb2 cos 2θ(e−iqx−iϕ−iKx/2 + eiqx−iϕ+iKx/2) + 2gb2 sin 2θ cos qye
−iϕ + 2gb2 cos qye

iϕ,

J2(q) = 4gb2 cos qy,

(22)

We can also add the second,third, and fourth nearest neighbor coupling to reproduce the hourglass fea-
tures: J̃0(q) = J0(q) + 4J ′ cos qx cos qy + 2J ′′(cos 2qx + cos 2qy) + 4J ′′′(cos 2qx cos qy + cos qx cos 2qy).
To produce Fig. 5, we account for the coupling between the π-flux state and other layers of Ancilla model.
The full three-layer Hamiltonian is defined in the basis (Cq, F1,q, F2,q), where each operator corresponds
to a certain level. In the presence of CDW order, all operators are defined in the reduced Brillouin zone
Cq = (cq, cq+Kx , cq+2Kx , cq+3Kx) and similarly for F1,q, F2,q. The full Hamiltonian consists of three blocks:
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Hc,c(q) = diag(ϵc(q), ϵc(q + Kx), ϵc(q + 2Kx), ϵc(q + 3Kx)) and Hf1,f1 has the same structure with
ϵf instead of ϵc. The coupling between the first and second layers is described via a hybridization field
Hc,f1 = ΦI4×4. The block Hf2,f2 corresponds to the Hamiltonian of the π-flux state introduced earlier.
The B field is defined according to Eq. (7). For convenience, we redefine the operator f̃2†(k) = eiϕ2f †

2(kx−
Kx/2 + π/2, ky + π/2) to absorb the prefactor appearing in B. The matrix form of B reads:

igeB = ibge


S1 S2e

iϕ S2 S1e
iϕ

S1e
iϕ S1 S2e

iϕ S2

S2 S1e
iϕ S1 S2e

iϕ

S2e
iϕ S2 S1e

iϕ S1

 , (23)

The Hamiltonian block Hf2,f2 should also be modified

Hf2,f2(q) = tf2(F2)
∗
q


ε0(q) 0 ε2(q) 0
0 ε0(q +Kx) 0 ε2(q +Kx)

ε2(q)
∗ 0 ε0(q + 2Kx) 0

0 ε2(q +Kx)
∗ 0 ε0(q + 3Kx)

 (F2)q, (24)

ε0(q) = 2 sin(qx + π/4), ε2(q) = 2 sin(qy + π/2). (25)
After diagonalizing the Hamiltonian, we use Eq. (17) to compute the susceptibility. It can be seen from
Eq. (17) that the susceptibility is invariant with respect to going from f2(k) to the f̃2(k) basis.

B RPA π-flux

In this Appendix we compute RPA susceptibility of the π-flux state without the CDW order, see Fig. 9.
The spectrum remains gapless and Dirac-like spinon continuum near (π, π) is still visible. An additional
triplon branch emerges at higher energies and merges with the spinon continuum near (π, π). Therefore,
including the CDW is crucial in obtaining the hourglass-like spin-structure factor.

Figure 9: RPA π-flux spin structure factor, shown on a logarithmic scale, without CDW order. The spinon continuum re-
tains a Dirac-like shape near (π, π), while a triplon branch at high energies merges with the spinon continuum near (π, π).

C Adding magnetic field

In this Appendix we analyze how the spin structure factor changes in the presence of a magnetic field,
applied perpendicularly to the sample. The energy bands experience a Zeeman splitting, since the Hamil-
tonian becomes HB = H0 + µBSz. Spin susceptibilities are defined in the standard way:

χzz(ω, q) =
1

2
(χ↑↑(ω, q) + χ↓↓(ω, q)) χ+−(ω, q) = χ↓↑(ω, q). (26)
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The χ↑↑ component of susceptibility could be written by generalizing Eq. (12):

χ0
δi,δj ,(↑↑)(ω, q) =

∑
α,β=1,..,4

∑
k

nF (Eα(k) + ∆Ez)− nF (Eβ(k + q) + ∆Ez)

ω + iδ + Eα(k)− Eβ(k + q)
Fα
δi
(k)F α

δj
(k)∗F β

δj
(k+q)F β

δi
(k+q)∗,

(27)
, where ∆Ez is the Zeeman splitting. Since the scattering occurs between the same spin species, shifted
by the same energy, χ↑↑ component of susceptibility is not affected by the magnetic field. The χ↑↓ com-
ponent is defined in the following way:

χ0
δi,δj ,(↑↓)(ω, q) =

∑
α,β=1,..,4

∑
k

nF (Eα(k) + ∆Ez)− nF (Eβ(k + q)−∆Ez)

ω + iδ + Eα(k)− Eβ(k + q) + 2∆Ez

Fα
δi
(k)Fα

δj
(k)∗F β

δj
(k+q)F β

δi
(k+q)∗.

(28)
The χ↑↓ component of susceptibility accounts for scattering between opposite spin orientations, there-
fore, the resulting triplon branch is shifted by 2∆Ez. Similarly, the triplon branch coming from χ−+ com-
ponent would be shifted by 2∆Ez in the opposite direction, as shown in Fig. 10. In practice the splitting
is hard to observe since it requires both good energy resolution and strong magnetic fields. However,
our prediction could guide future experiments in confirming the triplon spin character of the hourglass-
shaped branch.

Figure 10: RPA π-flux spin structure factor −ℑ (χ+−(ω, q) + χ−+(ω, q)) in the presence of a magnetic field B = 60T with
a Zeeman splitting ∆Ez ≈ 0.007 eV . Two triplon branches with Sz = ±1 are shifted by ±2∆Ez in energy.

D Alternative approach

In the main part of the paper we obtained the hourglass-like triplon branch as a collective mode of the
RPA susceptibility. In this Appendix, we demonstrate that similar features exist in a model of fluctu-
ating stripe charge order, proposed in [47]. We use a phenomenological Lagrangian to describe the cou-
pling between spin and charge fluctuations, which takes the following form:

L = ρiφ
2
i + λ2(φiφi+x + φiφi+y) +Qb,ijφiφj, (29)
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where φ-field describes the spin fluctuations and Q-field measures the fluctuations of charge density. Sim-
ilar to the main text, we choose CDW order with a period of four unit cells:

ρi = λ1 + 2λ3 cos
(π
2
x+ ϕ

)
, Qb,i−x,i+x = Qb,i−y,i+y = 2λ4 cos

(π
2
x+ 2ϕ

)
. (30)

The phase ϕ = π/4 ensures that CDW order is bond centered. We define a reduced unit cell operator
Φq = (φq, φq+π/2, φq+π, φq+3π/2), with the period Kx = (π/2, 0). In this basis, the Hamiltonian is

H(q) = tf2Φ∗
q


ε0(q) ε1(q) 0 ε∗1(q + 3Kx)
ε1(q)

∗ ε0(q +Kx) ε1(q +Kx) 0
0 ε1(q +Kx)

∗ ε0(q + 2Kx) ε1(q + 2Kx)
ε1(q + 3Kx) 0 ε1(q + 2Kx)

∗ ε0(q + 3Kx)

Φq, (31)

where the components of the Hamiltonian are

ε0(q) = λ1 + λ2(cos qx + cos qy)

ε1(q) = λ3e
−iϕ + λ4(e

−i(2qx+π
2
+ϕ) + e−i(2qy+ϕ)).

(32)

The eigenenergies satisfy ω2Φ = H(q)Φ and the Green’s function of spin fluctuations is:

GR(ω, q)0 = ((ω + iδ)2 −H(q))−1. (33)

We also assume that in the real material there is CDW order in both x and y directions, so for the ex-
perimental purposes we compute averaged Green’s function Ḡ(ω, qx, qy) = (G(ω, qx, qy) + G(ω, qy, qx))/2.
The spectral function is defined as A11(ω, q) = ℑḠ11(ω, qx, qy). The π-flux spinons modify the Green’s
function in the RPA fashion:

GR(ω, q) = ((ω + iδ)2 −H(q)− g2χ(ω, q))−1, (34)

where χ(ω, q) is the π-flux susceptibility in the presence of CDW order, introduced in Eq. (12). Fig. 11
shows the resulting spectral function. We see the hourglass-like dispersion near (π, π) coming from the
effective Hamiltonian and the spinon continuum at higher energies arising from the RPA corrections.

Figure 11: Imaginary part of the retarded Green’s function of spin fluctuations, shown on a logarithmic scale. Parame-
ters λ1 = 4.15, λ2 = 1.54, λ3 = 0.07, λ4 = 0.66. The spectral function demonstrates both a spinon continuum and an
hourglass-like triplon branch originating from the spin fluctuations.
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