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E xact ground state of the generalized three-dim ensional Shastry-Sutherland m odel

Shu Chen and H . Buttner
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W e generalize the Shastry-Sutherland m odel to three din ensions. By representing the m odel as
a sum of the sem ide nite positive projction operators, we exactly prove that the m odel has ex—
act din er ground state. Several schem es for constructing the three-din ensional Shastry-Sutherland

m odel are proposed.
PACS numbers: 75.10.Jm

There has been an In ing interest in the
Shastry-Sutherland (S-S) m odeH since it can describe
m any aspects the two-din ensional spin gap system
SrCu, BO3)2 g In a series of theoretical nvestigati
various aspects of the S-S m odelhave been descrbetilcﬁl{ﬁ

The S-S m odelisa two din ensional square lattice anti-
ferrom agnet w ith additional diagonal interactions in ev—
ery second square with altemating directions, see Fig.
1. For the square Jattice interaction J and the diagonal
interaction Jg4, the H am iltonian can be w ritten as

X X
H=2J S;i §+ Jg Si § @)
hijji hijjig

Shastry and Sutherland have shown that the product of
singlet pairs (din ers) along the diagonal bonds is the
ground state of the system forJdgy 2J.

FIG .1. The Sharstry-Sutherland lattice.

In this paper we generalize the S-S m odel to three di-
m ensions w ith various types of Interactions. Between
the di erent planes we can construct the exact ground
states of three-din ensionalm odels and by this ncrease
the num ber of three-din ensionalm odels w ith the exactly
known ground states. W e consider a three-din ensional
cubic lattice Fig[) constructed from basic cubic units
shown In Fng. Each layer in this cubic system isa S-S
lattice which is coupled to the next layer by the perpen—
dicular interlayer Interaction J, and the diagonal inter—
action J oonnected the diagonalend points to those In
the next layer. T hat m eans that the Sharstry-Sutherland
diagonals are on top of each other. If we label the dif-

ferent layersby = 1; ;L and have N M sitesper
layer, the H am iltonian can be w ritten as
X X
H=J S; §+ Ja S; §
hi;ji; hi;jig;
+1 +1
+ J Si § " +585; 8§
hi;jijo;
+3J, S, s$'t; @)
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Periodic boundaries In each layer are assum ed and M
and N have to be even, whilk L can be even or odd.
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FIG .2. The generalized 3D Sharstry-Sutherland m odel.

Tt is instructive to consider two di erent param eter
Iim its of our m odel @): @{d ForJd, = J = 0, the 3D
model reduces to L independent S-S8 layers. (i) For
J = 0 wihin each layer, the three-din ensional system
decouples to independent 2N M two-keg spin ladders
oflength L . T he structure ofthis ladder is shown in Fig[f
@). It is known that such a spin adderwih J, = J
has exact ground state posed of a product of din ers
along the rungs of ladd as long as the exchange inter—
action along the rung satis es the condition Jg 235 .
T hism eans that in both ofthe special cases, the product
of singlet pairs along the inlayer diagonal bonds is the
exact ground state ofthe m odel E) . In the ollow ing, we
w ill prove that for the generalcase put J, = J ) the
ground state of the three-dim ensionalm odel is given by
the product of all diagonal singlet pairs
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FIG. 3. The basic cubic uni wih mnlayer and inter-
Jayer diagonal exchange interactions which constructs the 3D
Sharstry-Sutherland m odel. (See text for fiirther discussion)

T he rigorous proof is m ade by representing the above
m odelasa sum ofthe positive sam ide nite pro fction op—
erators and the above condition @) guarantees that p
is the ground state ofthe system . T he proof furthem ore
em ploys the fact that the globalH am ittonian E) can be
w ritten asa sum ofm any localsub-H am iltoniansde ned
on the basic cubic uni (see F ng) . There are altogether

Q=iIN M L unitsaslbcalsub-Ham iltoniansh. This
part of the Ham ittonian can be w ritten as
h=J4S] $+J61+83) G+ 5Sp)
+ J, 61+ S3) €+ S3); G)

which is just the sum of spin exchange interactions along
the bonds represented by bold lines in Fig. E Those
soin Interactions represented by thin lines belong to the
neighboring cubes.
W e now de ne a proction operator P com posed of
three one half spins as
P [B17S2:83]= )2

3
(S1+ Sz + S3 2 ; (6)

Wl

w hich profcts a state into the subspace w ith total spin
3=2. Using the profction operators, we can transfom
our Ham iltonian part h which is represented as

3 1
h= J@I+23)+ Ua 27 23:)8; $
+J P (S71;S3;S3)+ P (S71;S5:S3)
+J, P (53;S1;S%)+ P (S1;S3;S%) : )
It is obvious that, for Jg = 2(J + J, ), certain termm s in
Eqg. ﬁ) vanish and thereby the Ham iltonian is a sum

of four positive sam ide nite pro fction operators. The
singlet state

s1iSy = I'LBLE  BLME 3 @®)
has the lowest eigenvalue 0 for each of the four profc-
tion operators and thus is the ground state of this sub—
Ham iltonian. For larger Jq this singlet is also the lowest
energy eigenstate of the tem SI  §, and hence i is
the ground state of the total sub-Ham iltonian h wih
the ground state energy E, =  2J4. All the other
sub-H am iltonians de ned on other basic units of cube
have the sam e properties as the one explicitly shown
in Fig. [§. Therebre, the glbal ground state of this
three-din ensionalm odel is jist a product of dim ers for
each layer. Such a ground state is essentially an optim um
ground state of the globalH am ittonian, since it is sinu
taneously ground state of every local sub-H am iltonian

T he corresponding ground state energy is then given by

E= 20d.: ©)
i
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FIG .4. The soin ladders correspond to the 3D S-S5 m odel
wih J = 0.

T his general proof actually does not depend on the
special coupling param eters between the layers we dis-
cussed s0 far. W e see that them ain condition is that the
din er along the diagonals in the layer should be also the
din ersalong the rungsofthe corresponding ladders. And
as long as the vertical spin ladders have dim ers along the
rungs asground states, we can put them together in three
din ensions. T herefore, generalization ofthe m odel @) is
straightforw ard by changing the inter-layer coupling way.
The rst exampl is that we couple the di erent layers
only along one interlayer diagonal CE‘ng. ©)). In this
case we require J = 2J,; which means ﬁat the indi-
vidual ladders are M ajum dar6G osh chainsk T he second
exam ple is given when the tw s of ladder have di er—
ent Interactions CFjg.E. ©) Ifwe callthem J, and
J9, we should have the conditions

J =J, + 39 (10)

and



Jg 2T+ Jo + 30 11)

Even the limi J = 0 is allowed axﬂ e have verti-
cal saw tooth chains coupled together ;E In the thid
exam ple, we m ay couple the di erent layers by som e in—
term ediate spins shown in Fig.5. If this coupling has a
strength J° we should have the condition

Jg 27+ J° 12)

and the ground state is still a product of dim ers each
layer. There could be of course other constructions.
Them ain point is that we have shown that the Shastry—
Sutherland layer could be coupled to other layers by dif-
ferent m echanian s which only have to m ake sure that
these ladders have dim ers on the rungs as ground state.

FIG .5. The din ers on neighboring layers (rungs) have no
direct coupling, but couple to an interm ediate spin between
them with exchange strength of J°.

W e have lin ited our discussion to hom ogeneous m od—
els in which every basic unit has the sam e structure and
exchange strength . W e can also generalize our discussion
to inhom ogeneous cases, eg. to a m odel where the in—
layer coupling strengths, J and J, , aredi erent in each
layer. In this case we only have to m ake sure that the
constraint

Jqg 2@ + 3J7) @3)

is still 1l Tled.

To conclude, w e extend the two din ensional S-S m odel
to three din ension and nd the exact ground state ofthe
generalized three-dim ensional S-S m odel. A n exact proof
based upon the representation of pro fction operators is
given. W e also discuss severalways of extending the 3D
S-S m odel.
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