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C riticality in the 2+ 1-dim ensional com pact H iggs m odel and fractionalized insulators
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W e use a novelm ethod of com puting the third m om ent M 3 ofthe action ofthe 2+ 1-din ensional
com pact H iggs m odel in the ad pint representation wih g = 2 to extract correlation length and

speci ¢ heat exponents and
yvieds the ratios 1+ )= and 1=

w ithout invoking hyperscaling. F inite-size scaling analysis of M 3
separately. W e nd that and

vary along the critical line of

the theory, which however exhibits a rem arkable resilience of Z, criticality. W e propose this novel
universality class to be that of the quantum phase transition from a M ott-H ubbard insulator to a
charge-fractionalized insulator in two spatial din ensions.

PACS numbers: 05.10Ln, 0550+ g, 11.15Ha, 71.10H £

M odelling of strongly correlated system s plays a cen—
tralrole in trying to understand unconventionalm etallic
states In cuprate perovskites and other system s, which
do not conform to the Landau Fem iliquid paradigm
'E:]. O ne avenue of research attem pting to establish a
theory of non-Fem i liquids in m ore than one spatial
din ension, focuses attention on e ective gauge theories
ofm atter elds representing the charge of doped M ott—
Hubbard insulators, coupled to com pact gauge elds
an erging from strong constraints on the dynam ics of the
ferm ions E_Z:, -'j, :ﬁf, "_6, '§]. Compact U (1) gauge elds ex—
hibit topological defects in the form of m onopole con—

gurations. It has been suggested that the unbind-
Ing of such m onopoles m ay be relevant for spin-charge
separation iIn strongly correlated system s B, :_é, :j] and
for describing quantum antiferrom agnets when uctua—
tions around the ux-phase are taken into account [3_3:].
One often arrives at a description In tem s of three—
dinensionald = 3 compact QED (QED3). A omu-—
lation of charge-fractionalization in term s of a Z, lat-
tice gauge theory coupled to m atter elds, has also been
put forth Eg, :_l-(j, :_I]_:] T he above provides a link between
In portant phenom ena In condensed m atter physics and
deep issues in high-energy physics, such ascon nem ent in
QCD, with which QQED 3 shares two essential features,
nam ely con nem ent and chiral sym m etry breaking.

One lattice m odel arrived at in this context is the
com pact H iggs m odel de ned by the partition finction

g, 6, 14,13,14]
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where N is the number of lattice sites, rins over
the plaquettes of the lattice, ;5 A5, and
A " A5 . Weuse the varables (x = 1=[ +
1y = 1=[ + 1]) in discussing the possbl phases ofthis

P

m odel t_l-g:]. In Eqg. @), is the phase of a scalarm atter
eld w ith uni nom representing holons, isa forward
lattdce di erence operator in direction ,whileA ; isa
uctuating gauge eld enforcing the onsite constraints
from strong correlations in the problem .

W hen g= 0, them atter eld decouples from the gauge
eld. The m odel has one critical point in the universalt
ity classofthe 3D X Y model, y. = 0:688 (. = 075 In
the V illain-approxin ation), while the pure gauge theory
is pem anently con ned for all values of I:_L-E_x'] W hen
g= 1, Eqg. @) istrivialon the Inex = 1;0< y < 1,
w ith no phase transition for any value ofy. O n the line
0< x< 1;y= 1thematter eld is absent and the the-
ory ispem anently con ned tl-ﬂ] T he phasestructure for
g= 2;d= 3 wasbrie y discussed in Ref. :L3 and subse—
quently investigated num enca]Jy th], the phase diagram
is known, cf. Fig. 5 ofRef. 16. W hen y ! 0 there is an
Ising transition at x. = 05678, when x ! 0 there is a
3D X Y criticalpoint at y. = 0:688. M oreover, a critical
Ine . ( ) connectsthese two criticallim its. Above ()
the system resides in a decon ned-H iggs phase, while be-
Iow () it resides In a con ned phase. W e also note
that themodelin Eqg. @:) wih g= 2 recently was pro-—
posed as an e ective theory of a m icroscopic boson lat-
tice m odel exhbiting charge-fractionalized phases {L4].
The con ned phase ofEq. @) is interpreted as a M ott—
Hubbard insulating phase, whilke the decon ned-H iggs
phase is interpreted as a charge-fractionalized Insulating
phase ([0, 3, 4.

N o ordinary second order phase transition takes place
nthecased = 3;9=1 i_l-g, :_fj] However, two of us
have recently shown f_l-gl] that when m atter is coupled to
a ocom pact gauge- eld in a continuum theory and treat—
Ing the topological defects of the gauge- eld in an anal-
ogous m anner to that done in Ref. :_2[5, the pem anent
con nem ent of the pure gauge theory is destroyed. A
con nem ent-decon nem ent transition m ay take place via
a K osterlitz-T houless like unbinding ofm onopole con g—
urations l_l-g] In three dim ensions due to the appearance
of an anom alous scaling dim ension of the gauge- eld In—
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duced by criticalm atter- eld uctuations [[9]. T he rok
ofan anom alous scaling dim ension has also been studied
recently at nite tem perature, n pure compact QED in
d= 3wih nomatter eldspresent 0]. In both Refs.
:_1-§', :_2-(_]', the appearance of an anom alous scaling dim en—
sion is crucial. The authors of Ref. 1_2-(_5] recently also
considered Eqg. {_]:) wih g= 1 num erically, I_Z-]_;], nding
a recom bination ofm onopoles into dipoles connected by
m atter strings, consistent w ith Ref. ﬂ_l-g']

G iven the relevance of the case g= 2 to current cen—
tral issues in condensed m atter physics {, |G, 11, 141,
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Z=1720(;)
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where isthe K roneckerdelta,D (§ k;m?)= ( 2+

m?) ' y,andm?= & = . Zo(; ) is the partition
function for m assive soin waves and w ill hereafter be
om itted. Note the constraint ~ Jy = 9@y in the func-
tional integral. Here Q § is the m onopole charge on the
dual Jattice site num ber j, while J; are topologicalcur-
rents representing segm ents of either open-ended strings
term inating on m onopoles, or closed loops E[g]

mthelmit ! 1 at xed ,Eq. {) takesthe om
0 1
X X 22 X
7 = 3, w0, exp @ Z JgSA @)
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This is the loop-gas representation of the globalZ 4 spin
m odel in the V illain approxin ation Q-Z_i] From Eq. ('_3),
i is seen that the casesg= 1 and g 6 1 are funda-
mentally di erent. For g = 1, the summ ations over
fQ ;g may be perform ed to produce a unit factor at
each dual Jattice site, elin Inating the constraint. Hence,
N

Z = #:0;e 2 ) where#; isan elliptic Jacobifiinc—
tion. No phase transition occurs at any value of for
g = 1 when ! 1 . Forqg= 2, a phase transition
survives t_lj] In the lJanguage of Eq. (-r;"), this crucially
depends on the presence of the constraint Jy = Q.
For g 6§ 1, summ ing over all values of £Q jg still pro-
vides a rem nant constraint ensuring a theory sustaining
a phase transition.

W e com pute the
@, s =

given by

ird moment M 3 of the action Eqg.
Q?=g) ,J5 @2?=)H,withM,
M,=hH Wi i: 4)

Usihg nitesize scaling ESS) at the critical point, the
peaksn M , scalew ith system sizeL asL ® 2% )= . The

the universality class of the phase transition across the
critical line for g = 2 warrants attention. W e therefore
com pute the critical exponents and . Our resuls i)
dem onstrate that the criticalbehavior found in the lim is
' 1 (Zy)andthelmi ! 1 @U (1)) are not iso—
lated points, and i) on alance suggest that Eq. (:!.') isa
xed-line w th non-universal and dependingon ( ; )
rather than exhbiinga Z,—and a X Y universality class
separated by a m ulticritical point.

W e expressEqg. @') as follow s [§, :_1-_']
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w idth between the peaks n M 3 scalsasL = , seeFi.
-:I:. Thus both and are found from com puting one
quantity w ithout using hyperscaling. A lso, FSS of M 3
provides superior quality scaling com pared to M , (spe—
ci ¢ heat), which unfortunately often is m arred by sig-
ni cant con uent singularities. W e have used m ultihis-
togram rew eighting [_ig'] of rawdata and ‘pckkni ng for
errorestin ation In M 3 to perform FSS ofthe peak height
and w idth betw een peaks.
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FIG.1l: Generic third m om ent of action, M 3, show Ing how
FSS isused to extract and

Before computing M ;5 of Eq. ;3), and Eqg. @:), we
perform benchm ark M onteC arlo sin ulations M CS) on
three welkknown models. ITn Fig. g a) we show FSS
results for the height of the peaks n M 3, de ned analo—
gously to Eq. @), fr the 3D Ising-and 3D X Y -m odels
forL = 8;12;16;20;32;40;64, w th standard M etropolis
updating. These are lim iting cases of Eq. @) (see be-
Iow ). M oreover (see below) the 3D Ising soin m odel is
dual to the 3D Ising gauge theory (IGT) [_2-1_;], and we
have thus also computed M 3 for IG T . Any action must
have and identicalw ith those of its dualcounterpart,



sihce and can be obtained directly from scaling ofthe
free energy, and are independent of the degrees of free—
dom one chooses to describe the system in term sof. Our
sim ulations bear this out w ith precision, cf. Fi. -_2 a),
providing a nontrivial quality check on them .

The system sizes we have used for the MCS on Eq.
6'_3) are L3, with L = 8;12;16;24;32;48;64, results are
shown in Fig. u_Z b) ( symbols). The allowed M C m oves
using Eq. {_3) are i) Insertions of elem entary loopsm ade
of vortex segments J; = 1 and i) insertions of open—
ended vortex segm ents J5 g satisfying the constraint
NnEq. {).Uptod 10 sweepsoverthe Jattice have been
used, w ith periodic boundary conditions in alldirections.

From Eq.:}',the]jmjt 1, xed leads to the con—
straint 3 QA3 =2 1 wherel; isintegervalued.
Substituting this into the gauge- eld term In Eqg. @),we
nd

" #
¥ ® X 2 L
- 3
7 = exp 1 cos( ) )
=1L, = 1 P k!
whereL = " L 2 2. Forg= 1themodelis

again seen to be trivial. Since Egs. (-':q’) and (:5) are dual,
and Eq. ('_3) is a loop-gas representation of the global
Z 4 theory whilk Eqg. (-"_3) is the Z4 lattice gauge theory,
it ollow s that the global and local Z 4 theories are dual
ind= 3 [P5]. Hence, themodelEq. () in the lim i

1, xed, should havea ratio (1+ )= consistent
w ith the Z 4 spin m odeluniversality class, ifthe transition
is continuous.

For g = 2, we have perform ed largescale M CS and
FSS analysis ofM 5 of the actjog S in Eqg. :lj,wrjtten as
S = H + Hp,wihH = I  cos( 4)], cf Eq.
@'). A critical line () separatesa con ned ( < ()
and a Higgsdecon ned ( > ) state [_l-g] W e have
used L = 8;12;16;20;24;32;40,and up to 9 10 sweeps
over the lattice w ith periodic boundary conditions in all
directions. The critical line is crossed along the tra c—
tory ()= ctal c)rwhere ( ¢; C)jsapojnton
the critical line. For the points at which 1+ )= has
extrem a,weusea= ( 1;1;1 ) to check that values for
and are not artifacts ofhow the critical line is crossed.

In Fig. -_Z’ b) we show scaling plots ofthe peaks In M 3
forEq. ('_]:) wih g= 2 for various values of = on the
criticalline, F ig. 1_2 c) show s corresponding scaling plotsof
the w idth betw een the peaks. From the nite-size scaling
ofthe features n M 3, Fi. :!:,we extract the com bination
@1+ )= aswell as the exponent 1= (and hence )
along the critical line, the results are shown in Fig. -_3 In
Fig.id c), we also give values of  obtained directly from
M ;3 aswellasusing (1+ )= togetherw ith hyperscaling

= 2 d .W ehave checked thattheextrema in (1+ )=
are not changed when the critical line is crossed in three
very di erentdirections, usinga= 1,a= landa=1 .

The results seem to rule out that Z,—and X Y —critical

5

10 T T T —
a) /,E/@
41 - .
10 /E/,/g ”//é/,,
7 =70 7
Jota | @,.,g’ B
10% F e .
e
,‘"@/
/"9/(‘
10% F _ .
3D Ising —8—
3D IsingGauge :--4---
3DXY i@
101 1 . P
10 100
T
,—E’/
b) & ,.5"
4l L |
10 .
el
& : " g
10% - %} |
g | B
S
e |
10°F &, =
10 100
% T T
o
%
101 g i
- @
8 -
L \@‘*@
T 3 g
2L ) 4
10 - - )
LI
X
| |
107 I ' ' —
10 100
L
FIG.2: Logdog scaling plots of peak-heights in ["/II3 . a)
3D Ising—, Ising gauge— and X Y -models. b) Eq. (L) wih
q=2, = = 0303 (), = =100 4), = = 288 W),
= =347 (), = ‘=4:05( ), = = 544 ( ).Also shown
are results forEq. @)' ().0 Sca]jpg plots of w idth between

peaksin M ; forEq. @'),and Eqg. (_]:) forg= 2, legends as in
b).

behaviors are isolated points at the extrem e ends of the
critical line. However, from Fig. 4, i is feasble to sug-
gest two types of universality, Z, and X Y , separated at
a mulicritical point. W e believe this to be ruled out
by the strong deviation n 1+ )= from Z,—-and X Y —
values at interm ediate = , which are Insensitive to a.
O n balance, we thus conclude that them odelEg. 6'_]:) de—

nesa xed-line theory, rather than exhbiting two scal-
ing regin es separated by a m ulticritical point. H ow ever,
the Z, character ofthe con nem ent-decon nem ent tran—
sition persists to surprisingly large values of = on the
critical line, cf. Fig. 5 of Ref. [l6. Fixed-lhe theories
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FIG.3: a) 1L+ )= from FSS niew=size of M ; for
Eqg. Cl:) for g = 2. b) Sam e for the exponent , com puted
directly from M 3 (4 ) and using results for (1 + )= wih
hyperscaling ( ). ¢) as computed directly from M 3 4 )
and using hyperscaling ( ). Them axinum and m ininum in
a) have been obtained by crossing the critical line along the

trafctory ()= <+ a( )witha=1 @),a=1¢(),
and a = 1 N) using . = 0:665; c = 2125 Mmax.), and
c= 0525; ¢ = 50 min.). Atthemaximum, @=1)=
225 005, @= 1)= 223 003, @= 1)= 219 O0D6.

At theminimum, @= 1) = 130 004, @= 1) =
131 005, @= 1)= 129 0:03. D otted horizontal lines
indicate 7, <alues, solid horizontal lines indicate U (1)-values.

in 2+ 1 dinensions are known Q-E: and non-universal
exponents Inply the existence of m arginal operators in
Eqg. ¢]. yet to be identi ed.

Recently, Eq. @') wih g= 2 was proposed as an ef-
fective theory foram icroscopicm odelexhibiting a quan—

tum phase transition from a M ott Hubbard insulator to
a charge—fractionalized insulator in two spatialdin ension
f_l-é_j]. W e thus propose that the zero tem perature quan—
tum phase transition from a M ott-H ubbard insulator to
a charge-fractionalized insulator fl]; :14] is characterized
by a xed-line theory asgiven in F ig. d butw ith rem ark-
able Z , resilience.
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