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C riticality in the 2+ 1-dim ensionalcom pact H iggs m odeland fractionalized insulators
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W eusea novelm ethod ofcom puting thethird m om entM 3 oftheaction ofthe2+ 1-dim ensional

com pact Higgs m odelin the adjoint representation with q = 2 to extract correlation length and

speci�c heat exponents � and � without invoking hyperscaling. Finite-size scaling analysis ofM 3

yieldsthe ratios(1+ �)=� and 1=� separately.W e �nd that� and � vary along the criticalline of

the theory,which howeverexhibitsa rem arkable resilience ofZ2 criticality. W e propose thisnovel

universality class to be thatofthe quantum phase transition from a M ott-Hubbard insulator to a

charge-fractionalized insulatorin two spatialdim ensions.

PACS num bers:05.10.Ln,05.50.+ q,11.15.H a,71.10.H f

M odelling ofstrongly correlated system splaysa cen-

tralrolein trying to understand unconventionalm etallic

states in cuprate perovskites and other system s,which

do not conform to the Landau Ferm i-liquid paradigm

[1]. O ne avenue ofresearch attem pting to establish a

theory of non-Ferm i liquids in m ore than one spatial

dim ension,focuses attention on e�ective gauge theories

ofm atter �elds representing the charge ofdoped M ott-

Hubbard insulators, coupled to com pact gauge �elds

em erging from strong constraintson thedynam icsofthe

ferm ions [2,3,4,5,6]. Com pact U (1) gauge �elds ex-

hibit topologicaldefects in the form ofm onopole con-

�gurations. It has been suggested that the unbind-

ing ofsuch m onopoles m ay be relevant for spin-charge

separation in strongly correlated system s [3, 6,7]and

for describing quantum antiferrom agnets when 
uctua-

tions around the 
ux-phase are taken into account [8].

O ne often arrives at a description in term s of three-

dim ensionald = 3 com pact Q ED (cQ E D 3). A form u-

lation of charge-fractionalization in term s of a Z2 lat-

ticegaugetheory coupled to m atter�elds,hasalso been

putforth [9,10,11].The aboveprovidesa link between

im portantphenom ena in condensed m atter physicsand

deep issuesin high-energyphysics,such ascon�nem entin

Q CD,with which cQ E D 3 sharestwo essentialfeatures,

nam ely con�nem entand chiralsym m etry breaking.

O ne lattice m odel arrived at in this context is the

com pact Higgs m odelde�ned by the partition function

[3,6,12,13,14]
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where N is the num ber oflattice sites,
P

P
runs over

the plaquettes ofthe lattice,��j � � ��j � qA j�,and

A �j � "���� �A j�. W e use the variables (x = 1=[� +

1];y = 1=[�+ 1])in discussing thepossiblephasesofthis

m odel[12].In Eq.(1),� isthe phase ofa scalarm atter

�eld with unitnorm representingholons,� � isa forward

lattice di�erence operatorin direction �,while A j� isa


uctuating gauge �eld enforcing the onsite constraints

from strong correlationsin the problem .

W hen q= 0,them atter�eld decouplesfrom thegauge

�eld. The m odelhasone criticalpointin the universal-

ity classofthe 3D X Y m odel,yc = 0:688 (yc = 0:75 in

the Villain-approxim ation),while the pure gaugetheory

is perm anently con�ned for allvalues of� [15]. W hen

q = 1,Eq. (1) is trivialon the line x = 1;0 < y < 1,

with no phase transition forany value ofy.O n the line

0 < x < 1;y = 1 the m atter�eld isabsentand the the-

oryisperm anently con�ned [15].Thephase-structurefor

q = 2;d = 3 wasbrie
y discussed in Ref. 13 and subse-

quently investigated num erically [16],thephasediagram

isknown,cf.Fig.5 ofRef.16.W hen y ! 0 there isan

Ising transition at xc = 0:5678,when x ! 0 there is a

3D X Y criticalpointatyc = 0:688.M oreover,a critical

line�c(�)connectsthesetwo criticallim its.Above�c(�)

thesystem residesin a decon�ned-Higgsphase,whilebe-

low �c(�) it resides in a con�ned phase. W e also note

thatthe m odelin Eq. (1)with q = 2 recently waspro-

posed asan e�ective theory ofa m icroscopic boson lat-

tice m odelexhibiting charge-fractionalized phases [14].

The con�ned phase ofEq. (1)isinterpreted asa M ott-

Hubbard insulating phase, while the decon�ned-Higgs

phaseisinterpreted asa charge-fractionalized insulating

phase[10,11,14].

No ordinary second orderphasetransition takesplace

in the case d = 3;q = 1 [13,17]. However,two ofus

haverecently shown [18]thatwhen m atteriscoupled to

a com pactgauge-�eld in a continuum theory and treat-

ing the topologicaldefectsofthe gauge-�eld in an anal-

ogous m anner to that done in Ref. 15,the perm anent

con�nem ent ofthe pure gauge theory is destroyed. A

con�nem ent-decon�nem enttransition m ay takeplacevia

a K osterlitz-Thoulesslikeunbinding ofm onopolecon�g-

urations[18]in three dim ensions due to the appearance

ofan anom alousscaling dim ension ofthe gauge-�eld in-
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duced by criticalm atter-�eld 
uctuations[19].The role

ofan anom alousscaling dim ension hasalso been studied

recently at�nite tem perature,in pure com pactQ ED in

d = 3 with no m atter �elds present[20]. In both Refs.

18,20,the appearance ofan anom alous scaling dim en-

sion is crucial. The authors ofRef. [20]recently also

considered Eq. (1)with q = 1 num erically,[21],�nding

a recom bination ofm onopolesinto dipolesconnected by

m atterstrings,consistentwith Ref.[18].

G iven the relevance ofthe case q = 2 to currentcen-

tralissues in condensed m atter physics [9,10,11,14],

the universality class ofthe phase transition across the

criticalline for q = 2 warrantsattention. W e therefore

com pute the criticalexponents � and �. O ur results i)

dem onstratethatthecriticalbehaviorfound in thelim its

� ! 1 (Z2) and the lim it � ! 1 (U (1)) are not iso-

lated points,and ii)on balance suggestthatEq.(1)isa

�xed-linewith non-universal� and � dependingon (�;�)

ratherthan exhibiting a Z2-and a X Y universality class

separated by a m ulticriticalpoint.

W e expressEq.(1)asfollows[6,12]

Z = Z0(�;�)
X

fQ jg

X

fJj� g

�� � Jj� ;qQ j
exp

2

4� 4�2�
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�
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where � isthe K ronecker-delta,D (j� k;m 2)= (� � 2
� +

m 2)� 1 �jk,and m 2 = q2�=�. Z0(�;�) is the partition

function for m assive spin waves and will hereafter be

om itted. Note the constraint� �Jj� = qQ j in the func-

tionalintegral. Here Q j is the m onopole charge on the

duallatticesitenum berj,whileJj� aretopologicalcur-

rentsrepresenting segm entsofeitheropen-ended strings

term inating on m onopoles,orclosed loops[12].

In the lim it� ! 1 at�xed �,Eq.(2)takesthe form

Z =
X

fQ g

X

fJj� g

�� � Jj� ;qQ j
exp
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q2

X

j

J2j�
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A : (3)

Thisisthe loop-gasrepresentation ofthe globalZq spin

m odelin the Villain approxim ation [22]. From Eq. (3),

it is seen that the cases q = 1 and q 6= 1 are funda-

m entally di�erent. For q = 1, the sum m ations over

fQ ig m ay be perform ed to produce a unit factor at

each duallattice site,elim inating the constraint.Hence,

Z =

�

#3(0;e
� 2�

2
�)

�N

where#3 isan ellipticJacobifunc-

tion. No phase transition occurs at any value of� for

q = 1 when � ! 1 . For q = 2, a phase transition

survives[13]. In the language ofEq. (3),this crucially

dependson the presenceofthe constraint� �Jj� = qQ j.

For q 6= 1,sum m ing over allvalues offQ jg stillpro-

videsa rem nantconstraintensuring a theory sustaining

a phasetransition.

W e com pute the third m om ent M 3 ofthe action Eq.

(3),S = (2�2�=q2)
P

j
J2j� � (2�2�=q2) H ,with M n

given by

M n = h(H � hH i)
n
i: (4)

Using �nite-size scaling (FSS) at the criticalpoint,the

peaksin M n scalewith system sizeL asL(n� 2+ �)=�.The

width between thepeaksin M 3 scalesasL
� 1=�,seeFig.

1. Thus both � and � are found from com puting one

quantity without using hyperscaling. Also,FSS ofM 3

providessuperior quality scaling com pared to M 2 (spe-

ci�c heat),which unfortunately often is m arred by sig-

ni�cant con
uent singularities. W e have used m ultihis-

togram reweighting [23]ofrawdata and jackkni�ng for

errorestim ation in M 3 toperform FSS ofthepeak height

and width between peaks.

L

L

Coupling constant

M3

−1/ν

(1+α)/ν

FIG .1: G eneric third m om entofaction,M 3,showing how

FSS isused to extract� and �.

Before com puting M 3 ofEq. (3), and Eq. (1), we

perform benchm ark M onte-Carlo sim ulations(M CS)on

three well-known m odels. In Fig. 2 a) we show FSS

resultsforthe heightofthe peaksin M 3,de�ned analo-

gously to Eq. (4),forthe 3D Ising-and 3D X Y -m odels

forL = 8;12;16;20;32;40;64,with standard M etropolis

updating. These are lim iting cases ofEq. (1) (see be-

low). M oreover(see below) the 3D Ising spin m odelis

dualto the 3D Ising gauge theory (IG T) [24],and we

have thus also com puted M 3 forIG T.Any action m ust

have� and � identicalwith thoseofitsdualcounterpart,
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since� and � can beobtained directly from scalingofthe

free energy,and are independent ofthe degreesoffree-

dom onechoosesto describethesystem in term sof.O ur

sim ulations bear this out with precision,cf. Fig. 2 a),

providing a nontrivialquality check on them .

The system sizes we have used for the M CS on Eq.

(3) are L3,with L = 8;12;16;24;32;48;64,results are

shown in Fig.2 b)(� -sym bols).Theallowed M C m oves

using Eq.(3)are i)insertionsofelem entary loopsm ade

ofvortex segm entsJj� = � 1 and ii)insertionsofopen-

ended vortexsegm entsJj� = � qsatisfyingtheconstraint

in Eq.(3).Up to4� 106 sweepsoverthelatticehavebeen

used,with periodicboundary conditionsin alldirections.

From Eq.1,thelim it� ! 1 ,� �xed leadsto thecon-

straint� ��j � qA j� = 2�lj� wherelj� isintegervalued.

Substituting thisinto thegauge-�eld term in Eq.(1),we

�nd

Z =

NY

j= 1

1X

lj;� = � 1

exp

"

�
X

P

�

1� cos(
2�L�j

q
)

�#

; (5)

where L�j = "���� �lj� 2 Z. For q = 1 the m odelis

again seen to betrivial.SinceEqs.(3)and (5)aredual,

and Eq. (3) is a loop-gas representation ofthe global

Zq theory while Eq. (5) is the Zq lattice gauge theory,

itfollowsthatthe globaland localZq theoriesare dual

in d = 3 [25]. Hence,the m odelEq. (1) in the lim it

� ! 1 ,� �xed,should havea ratio (1+ �)=� consistent

with theZq spin m odeluniversalityclass,ifthetransition

iscontinuous.

For q = 2,we have perform ed large-scale M CS and

FSS analysisofM 3 ofthe action S in Eq. 1,written as

S = � H � + � H A ,with H � =
P
[1� cos(��j)],cf. Eq.

(1). A criticalline �c(�) separatesa con�ned (� < �c)

and a Higgs-decon�ned (� > �c) state [16]. W e have

used L = 8;12;16;20;24;32;40,and up to 9� 106 sweeps

overthe lattice with periodic boundary conditionsin all

directions. The criticalline is crossed along the trajec-

tory �(�)= �c + a (� � �c),where(�c;�c)isa pointon

the criticalline. Forthe points atwhich (1+ �)=� has

extrem a,weusea = (� 1;1;1 )tocheck thatvaluesfor�

and � arenotartifactsofhow thecriticallineiscrossed.

In Fig.2 b)we show scaling plotsofthe peaksin M 3

forEq. (1)with q = 2 forvariousvaluesof�=� on the

criticalline,Fig.2c)showscorrespondingscalingplotsof

thewidth between thepeaks.From the�nite-sizescaling

ofthefeaturesin M 3,Fig.1,weextractthecom bination

(1 + �)=� as wellas the exponent 1=� (and hence �)

along thecriticalline,theresultsareshown in Fig.3.In

Fig.3 c),wealso givevaluesof� obtained directly from

M 3 aswellasusing (1+ �)=� togetherwith hyperscaling

� = 2� d�.W ehavechecked thattheextrem ain (1+ �)=�

are notchanged when the criticalline iscrossed in three

verydi�erentdirections,usinga = � 1,a = 1and a = 1 .

Theresultsseem to ruleoutthatZ2-and X Y -critical
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FIG .2: Log-log scaling plots of peak-heights in M 3. a)

3D Ising-,Ising gauge-,and X Y -m odels. b) Eq. (1) with

q = 2,�=� = 0:303 (
 ),�=� = 1:00 (4 ),�=� = 2:88 (N),

�=� = 3:47 (�),�=� = 4:05 (� ),�=� = 5:14 (�).Also shown

are resultsforEq.(3)(�).c)Scaling plotsofwidth between

peaksin M 3 forEq.(3),and Eq.(1)forq = 2,legendsasin

b).

behaviorsare isolated pointsatthe extrem e endsofthe

criticalline. However,from Fig. 3,itisfeasible to sug-

gesttwo typesofuniversality,Z2 and X Y ,separated at

a m ulticriticalpoint. W e believe this to be ruled out

by the strong deviation in (1+ �)=� from Z2-and X Y -

values at interm ediate �=�,which are insensitive to a.

O n balance,wethusconcludethatthem odelEq.(1)de-

�nesa �xed-line theory,ratherthan exhibiting two scal-

ing regim esseparated by a m ulticriticalpoint.However,

theZ2 characterofthecon�nem ent-decon�nem enttran-

sition persiststo surprisingly large valuesof�=� on the

criticalline,cf. Fig. 5 ofRef. 16. Fixed-line theories
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FIG .3: a) � � (1 + �)=� from FSS �nite-size ofM 3 for

Eq. (1) for q = 2. b) Sam e for the exponent �,com puted

directly from M 3 (4 ) and using results for (1 + �)=� with

hyperscaling (
 ). c) � as com puted directly from M 3 (4 )

and using hyperscaling (
 ).Them axim um and m inim um in

a) have been obtained by crossing the criticalline along the

trajectory �(�)= � c+ a (�� �c)with a = 1 (4 ),a = 1 (�),

and a = � 1 (N) using �c = 0:665;�c = 2:125 (m ax.),and

�c = 0:525;�c = 5:0 (m in.). Atthe m axim um ,�(a = 1 )=

2:25� 0:05,�(a = 1)= 2:23� 0:03,�(a = � 1)= 2:19� 0:06.

At the m inim um , �(a = 1 ) = 1:30 � 0:04, �(a = 1) =

1:31� 0:05,�(a = � 1)= 1:29� 0:03.D otted horizontallines

indicateZ2-values,solid horizontallinesindicateU (1)-values.

in 2 + 1 dim ensions are known [26],and non-universal

exponents im ply the existence ofm arginaloperators in

Eq.(1),yetto be identi�ed.

Recently,Eq. (1) with q = 2 was proposed as an ef-

fectivetheory foram icroscopicm odelexhibiting a quan-

tum phase transition from a M ottHubbard insulatorto

acharge-fractionalized insulatorin twospatialdim ension

[14]. W e thus propose thatthe zero tem perature quan-

tum phase transition from a M ott-Hubbard insulatorto

a charge-fractionalized insulator[11,14]ischaracterized

by a�xed-linetheoryasgiven in Fig.3,butwith rem ark-

ableZ2 resilience.
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