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For S = 1 system with generalisotropic nearest-neighbor exchange,we derive the low-energy

description ofthe spin nem atic phase in term s ofthe RP2 nonlinear �-m odel. In one dim ension,

quantum 
uctuationsdestroy long-range nem atic (quadrupolar)ordering,leading to the form ation

ofa gapped spin liquid state being an analog ofthe Haldane phase for a spin nem atic. Nem atic

analog ofthe Belavin-Polyakov instanton with �2 topologicalcharge 1=2 is constructed. In two

dim ensionsthe long-range orderisdestroyed by therm al
uctuationsand at�nite tem perature the

system isin a renorm alized classicalregim e.Behaviorin externalm agnetic �eld isdiscussed.

PACS num bers:75.10.Jm ,75.40.Cx,75.40.G b

Low-dim ensional spin system s have been attracting

perm anentattention ofresearchersoverm ore than half

a century.A rich palette oftheirphysicalpropertiesde-

term ined by theessentialroleplayed by quantum 
uctu-

ationsm akesthem a very attractiveplayground fortest-

ing varioustheoreticalconcepts.In thelasttwo decades,

this interest has got a considerable im pact, m otivated

particularly by the increasing availability ofquasi-low-

dim ensional m agnetic m aterials. A num ber of exotic

\quantum spin liquid" states has been discovered,the

m ost wide known exam ple being the fam ous Haldane

phasein integer-spin antiferrom agnetic(AF)chains.1

A genericexam pleoftheHaldanephaseistheisotropic

Heisenberg spin-1 AF chain. However,the m ostgeneral

isotropic exchange interaction for spin S = 1 includes

biquadratic term s as well,which naturally leads to the

m odeldescribed by the following Ham iltonian:

bH =
X

< n �>

cos�(Sn � Sn + �)+ sin�(Sn � Sn + �)
2
; (1)

where Sn are spin-1 operators at the lattice site n,

and sum m ation over the nearest neighbors is im plied.

There are indications2,3 that m oderate biquadratic ex-

changeispresentin thequasi-one-dim ensionalcom pound

LiVG e2O 6. The points � = � and � = 0 corre-

spond to the Heisenberg ferro-and antiferrom agnet,re-

spectively. In one dim ension (1D), the m odel (1) is

studied rather extensively,and a num ber ofanalytical

and num erical results for several particular cases are

available.1,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19 Itis�rm lyes-

tablished that the Haldane phase with a �nite spectral

gap occupiesthe interval� �=4 < � < �=4,and the fer-

rom agnetic state is stable for �=2 < � < 5�=4,while

� = 5�=4 is an SU(3) sym m etric point with highly de-

generateground state.20

Exactsolution isavailable14 fortheUim in-Lai-Suther-

land (ULS) point � = �=4 which has SU(3) sym m etry.

The ULS point was shown12 to m ark the Berezinskii-

K osterlitz-Thouless (BK T) transition from the m assive

Haldanephaseintoam asslessphaseoccupyingtheinter-

val�=4 < � < �=2 between the Haldane and ferrom ag-

netic phase;thisissupported by num ericalstudies.13

The properties of the rem aining region between the

Haldane and ferrom agnetic phase are m ore controver-

sial. The other Haldane phase boundary � = � �=4

correspondsto the exactly solvable Takhtajan-Babujian

m odel;15 the transition at � = � �=4 is of the Ising

type and the ground state at � < � �=4 is spon-

taneously dim erized with a �nite gap to the lowest

excitations.4,5,6,7,8,9,13 The dim erized phase extends at

least up to and over the point � = � �=2 which has a

twofold degenerateground stateand �nite gap.16,17,18

Chubukov11 used theHolstein-Prim ako�-typebosonic

representationofspin-1operators10 based on thequadru-

polarordered \spin nem atic" referencestatewith hSi=

0,hS2x;yi = 1,hS2z = 0i,and suggested,on the basis of

the renorm alization group (RG )argum ents,thatthe re-

gion with �>� 5�=4 isa disordered nem aticphase.Early

num ericalstudies21 seem ed to haveruled outthispossi-

bility,and acom m on beliefnow22,23 isthatthedim erized

phaseextendsalltheway up to theferrom agneticphase,

i.e.,thatitexistsin theentireinterval5�=4< � < 7�=4.

However, recent num erical results24 indicate that the

dim erized phaseendsatcertain �c > 5�=4,castingdoubt

on the conclusion reached nearly a decadeago.

The aim ofthe presentpaperisto show thatthe low-

energy dynam ics ofthe m odel(1) for � >� 5�=4 can be

e�ectively described by thenonlinear� m odelfora unit

director �eld (i.e.,aunitvectorwhoseoppositedirections
arephysically identical).Thecoupling constantbecom es

sm allin thevicinity oftheferrom agneticphaseboundary

� = 5�=4.Thisform ulation allowsoneto establish m any

propertiesofthenem aticphasebyusingextensiveresults

availableforthestandard (vector�eld)O (3)nonlinear�

m odel. W e also study the e�ect of externalm agnetic

�eld,which can beeasily incorporated in ourform alism .

W e argue that in 1D the ground state is disordered,in

a com plete analogy with the Haldane phase in case of

the vectorO (3) m odel,and its elem entary excitation is

a m assivetriplet.In 2D,long-rangenem aticorderexists

only at T = 0. An explicit solution for the Belavin-
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Polyakov instanton with half-integer charge in a (1+ 1)-

dim ensionalisotropicnem atic ispresented.

W e startby introducing the following setofcoherent

statesforS = 1:

ju;vi=
X

j

(uj + ivj)jtji; j2 (x;y;z); (2)

wherejtjiarethree\cartesian" spin-1 states:

j� i= � (1=
p
2)(jtxi� ijtyi); j0i= jtzi: (3)

The coherent state is characterized by vectors u and v

satisfying thenorm alization constraintu2 + v
2 = 1.The

freedom to choosean overallphasefactorcan be�xed by

setting u � v = 0. Itiseasy to check thatthe resolution

ofidentity 3

4�2

R
D (u;v)ju;vihu;vj= 1 holds.

In whatfollowsweareinterested in theregion around

� = 5�=4,henceitisconvenientto usethe notation

cos� � � J1; sin� � � J2; J2 >� J1 > 0

Usingthestates(2),onecan constructthecoherentstate

path integral,and the e�ective Lagrangian willhavethe

form

Le� = � 2�h
X

n

vn � @tun �
X

< n �>

hbhn ;n + �i; (4a)

wheretheaverageofthelocalHam iltonian fortwoneigh-

boring sites1 and 2 is,up to a constant,given by

hbh12i = � 4J1
�
(u1 � u2)(v1 � v2)� (u1 � v2)(v1 � u2)

	

� J2
�
(u1 � u2 � v1 � v2)

2 + (u1 � v2 + v1 � u2)
2
	

� B � (u1 � v1 + u2 � v2): (4b)

Here we have included the Zeem an term � B �
P

n
Sn

describing externalm agnetic�eld B .

Assum ingauniform ground stateand m inim izinghbH i,

one arrives at the m ean-�eld phase diagram shown in

Fig. 1(a): at zero �eld the ferrom agnetic phase with

u = v = 1=
p
2 isstable forJ2 < J1,and atJ2 = J1 one

has a degenerate �rst-order transition into the nem atic

phasewith v = 0and parallelalignm entofu (actually,u

and v can beused on equalterm s,and wejustvoluntarily

choosev tobezeroin thegroundstate).Notethatvector

u isin thiscasea director sinceu and � u correspond to

the sam e state. In external�eld the system acquires�-

nitem agnetization hSi= B =[Z(J2� J1)],whereZ isthe

coordination num berofthe lattice,while nem atic order

persistsin planeperpendicularto B .Them agnetization

increaseswith the �eld,and atB = Z(J2 � J1)the ne-

m aticundergoesa second orderphasetransition into the

phasewith fully saturated m agneticm om ent.

O urnextaim istostudy how theaboveclassicalm ean-

�eld picture changesdue to quantum ortherm al
uctu-

ations.W epassto thecontinuum lim itin (4),viewing u

and v assm ooth �eld distributions.From them ean-�eld

solution onem ay assum ethatv � u,and from theform

J
1

J
2

J
1

J
2

gapless

disordered
nematic

B

B

(b)

(a)

B

vu
nematic

gapless
magnetized

saturated

saturated

magnetized

gapped
nonmagnetic

FIG .1: Schem atic T = 0 phase diagram ofthe m odel(1)

in the vicinity ofthe criticalpointJ2 = J1:(a)in dim ension

D � 2;(b)in one dim ension.

oftheLagrangian (4a)itisclearthatv playstheroleof

m om entum conjugate to u,so thatv willbe eventually

proportionalto the tim e derivative ofu (later this will

be checked in a self-consistentway). W e willthus keep

only term sup tothesecond orderin v,and derivativesof

v willbe neglected. Doing so,one obtainsthe following

continuum version ofthe Lagrangian:

L[u;v] = V
�1

0

Z

d
D
r

n

� 2�hv � @tu � 2Z(J2 � J1)u
2
v
2

+ 2v � (B � u)� (J2=2)

ZX

�= 1

�
(�� � r )u

�2
o

;(5)

where V0 isthe volum e ofthe elem entary cellofthe D -

dim ensionallattice,�� arevectorsdescribingtheposition

ofZ nearestneighborswith respecttoagiven latticesite,

andconstraintsu2+ v2 = 1,u� v = 0areim plied.In what

follows,we willassum e for sim plicity thatthe lattice is

hypercubic,then Z = 2D ,V0 = aD ,and (�k � r )= ark,

k = 1:::D ,wherea isthe lattice constant.

The \slave" variable v under the assum ption v � u

can be integrated out,yielding

v = [2Z(J2 � J1)]
�1 f(B � u)� �h@tug: (6)

Substituting(6)backinto(5)givesthefollowinge�ective

Lagrangian depending on u only:

Le� =
J2

c2

Z
dD r

aD �2

n�

@tu �
B � u

�h

�2
� c

2

DX

k= 1

(r ku)
2

o

;

(7)
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where c =
�
2ZJ2(J2 � J1)

�1=2
a=�h is the characteristic

lim iting velocity,and u now should be considered as a

unitvector,u2 = 1.Notethataccording to (6)a change

ofsign ofu autom atically m eans a sign change for v,

so that u is in this approxim ation com pletely equiva-

lent to � u. The above description is valid at the en-

ergy scales E < E 0 = 2Z(J2 � J1). O ne readily ob-

servesthat(7)isnothing buttheLagrangian ofthewell-

known nonlinear � m odelused as the e�ective theory

for antiferrom agnets1,25 (without the topologicalterm ).

Even the additionalterm sin the second line ofEq.(7),

describing the e�ect ofthe externalm agnetic �eld,are

identicalto those appearing in the � m odelfor antifer-

rom agnets.Thus,the low-energy dynam icsofm odel(1)

in the nem atic phase is sim ilar to the dynam ics ofan

antiferrom agnet,with the only yetim portant di�erence
thatinsteadoftheunitvectorofsublatticem agnetization

onenow hasthenem aticdirectoru:theorderparam eter

spaceisRP 2 instead ofS2.The�-m odelform ulation,in

contrastto thespinwaveapproach ofChubukov,11 allows

oneto study fullnonlineardynam icsofthe problem .

At zero �eld,one can rewrite the Lagrangian (7) in

a standard notation using dim ensionlessspace-tim evari-

ables x = (x0;x),x = r=a,x0 = ict=a. The e�ective

Euclidean action takesthe following com pactform :

A E

�h
=

1

2g

Z �
@u

@x�

�2
d
D + 1

x; (8)

with the coupling constantg isde�ned as

g = fZ(J2 � J1)=2J2g
1=2

: (9)

Note that sm allness ofthe coupling constant does not

requirea large-S approxim ation,and iscontrolled solely

by the closenessto the ferrom agneticphaseboundary.

In one dim ension (D = 1) continuoussym m etry can-
not be broken, and the ground state of (8) is disor-

dered with exponentially decaying correlations.Thecor-

relation length � for the usualO (3) (vector) � m odel

can be obtained within Polyakov’s RG approach26 as

�O (3) � ae2�=g. In the RP 2 �-m odel, however, there

isa rescaling in 
ow equationsbecause ofthe change in

the m easure:the physical�eld isnotu,butthe bilinear

projectorR = u
T 
 u.The action can be rewritten as

A E

�h
=

1

4g

Z

h@�R;@�Rid
D + 1

x; (10)

wherehA;B i= tr(A T B )denotesthescalarproduct.The

�-function in theleadingorderisthesam easfortheO (3)

m odel,27 �(�)= � 1

2�
�2,with the trivially rescaled cou-

pling constant� = 2g. Thus,forthe correlation length

in the RP 2 �-m odeloneobtains

�R P 2 � ae
�=g = ae

�
p
J2=(J2�J 1); (11)

in agreem entwith Chubukov’sone-loop RG result11 for

interacting spin waves. The elem entary excitation is a
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✂

✂
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FIG .2: Belavin-Polyakov-typesoliton in a spin nem atic:(a)

thesolution isgiven by w 1(z)in theupperhalf-plane(respec-

tive to the line connecting points a and b),and by w 2(z) in

thelowerhalf-plane,with theappropriate branch cutsshown

asthick solid linesand num bersdenoting thephaseofw;(b)

schem aticview ofthesolution,nem aticdirectoru isshown as

an ellipsoid in a projection onto the �gure plane;white spot

indicatesthe end ofellipsoid thatisunderthe �gure plane.

m assive spin-1 triplet,and the gap � = �hc=� opens up

exponentially slow as one m oves away from the phase

transition pointJ2 = J1:

� � 2[J2(J2 � J1)]
1=2

e
��
p
J2=(J2�J 1): (12)

TheRP 2 and O (3)�-m odelsarealsodi�erentwith re-

spectto theirtopologicalexcitations.In theO (3)m odel

there isa localized solution with nonzero �2 topological

charge Q = 1

8�

R
d2� "��u � (@�u � @�u),known as the

Belavin-Polyakov instanton (BPI).28 The sim plest BPI

with Q = 1 is described by w = (z� a)=(z� b),where

thecom plexvariablew(u)= (u1+ iu2)=(1� u3)isde�ned

asafunction ofthecom plex coordinatez = x1+ ix0,and

generallyanyanalyticalfunction w(z)yieldsasolution.28

The BPI action A B P I = 4��hQ =g does not depend on

the param etersa,b which can be interpreted ascoordi-

natesofelem entary entities,m erons,constituting a BPI.
Itwasspeculated,25,29 thatthecorrelationlength �O (3) /

eA B P I=2�h isrelated to the concentration ofm erons.

In theRP 2 casethedirectornatureofthe�eld m akes

possibleBPI-typedefectswith half-integerQ ,whoseac-

tion is exactly one halfofthat for their O (3) � m odel

counterparts: Indeed, consider a solution of the form

w = w1(z)=

q
z�a

z�b
. Forthe O (3)�-m odelsuch a solu-

tion would be invalid,because ithasa branch cut. In a
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nem atic,however,w(u)and w(� u)arephysicallyidenti-

cal,and theabovesolution can bem atched with another

one,w = w2(z) =

q
z�b

z�a
,so that w2(u) = w1(� u) on

som e line. This is easily achieved by choosing the cuts

as shown in Fig.2. This solution has Q = � 1

2
,and its

action is just one halfofthat for the O (3) BPI.Curi-

ously,thisfactcorrelateswith the extra factor 1

2
in the

correlation length exponent(11).

In the RP 2 m odelthere is another type oftopologi-

caldefects,disclinations,characterized by a �1 topolog-
icalcharge(vorticity)q.Itisargued thattheirpresence

could producetheBK T transition in theisotropiccase.30

However,onecan seethatsuch a transition would occur

abovesom ecriticalvalueofthecoupling gB K T oftheor-

derof1,and aslong asg = (1� J1=J2)
1=2 � 1,onem ay

expectthatthe disclinationswillbe bound in pairsand

theire�ectcan be neglected.

O urapproach easily allowsone to incorporate the ef-

fect ofan externalm agnetic �eld. W eak m agnetic �eld

B < � acts on the spectrum only in a trivialway (the

Zeem an shift), but at B = � the gap closes and the

system enters the criticalphase with algebraically de-

caying correlations,which can be characterized as the

Tom onaga-Luttinger liquid.31 The resulting phase dia-

gram for1D caseisshown in Fig.1(b).

For D = 2, at zero tem perature the ground state

should havelong-rangenem aticorder,in agreem entwith

recentnum ericalresults,32 aslongasg issm allcom pared

to som e �nite value gc ofthe order of1 which m arks

the transition into a quantum disordered phase. This

latter transition is expected to be the sam e as a �nite-

tem peraturetransition in thethree-dim ensionalclassical

Lebwohl-Lasherm odel,which is the �rst order suppos-

edly due to the e�ect ofdisclination lines.33 At T = 0

the phase diagram in presence ofm agnetic �eld hasthe

m ean-�eld form ofFig.1(a). At T 6= 0 and B = 0 ne-

m atic order is destroyed by therm al
uctuations,with

the correlation length � � ae2�J2=T (note extra factor 1

2

in the exponent,ascom pared to the standard result26).

In sum m ary,we have shown that the low-energy dy-

nam icsofthe bilinear-biquadratic S = 1 system (1)for

� >� 5�=4 can be e�ectively m apped onto the RP 2 non-

linear � m odel. W e have argued thatin one dim ension

thism odelexhibitsa disordered nem atic state,support-

ingearlypropositionofChubukov11 and recentnum erical

results24 against the com m only adopted21,22,23 point of

view. Using parallels with the extensively studied vec-

tor version ofthe �-m odel,one can easily extract nec-

essary inform ation on the properties ofnem atic phase.

An instanton solution oftheBelavin-Polyakov typewith

half-integertopologicalchargeispresented.
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