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A largeN expansion technique,based on sym plectic(Sp(N ))sym m etry,forfrustrated m ag-

neticsystem sisstudied.Thephasediagram ofa squarelattice,spin S,quantum antiferro-

m agnetwith �rst,second and third neighborantiferrom agneticcoupling(theJ1-J2-J3 m odel)

isdeterm ined in thelarge-N lim itand consequencesof
uctuationsat�niteN forthequan-

tum disordered phasesarediscussed.In addition to phaseswith long rangem agneticorder,

twoclassesofdisordered phasesarefound:(i)statessim ilartothosein unfrustrated system s

with com m ensurate,collinearspin correlations,con�nem entofspinons,and spin-Peierlsor

valence-bond-solid ordercontrolled by the value of2S (m od 4) or2S (m od 2);(ii)states

with incom m ensurate,coplanar spin correlations,and uncon�ned bosonic spin-1=2 spinon

excitations.Theoccurrenceof\orderfrom disorder"atlargeS isdiscussed.Neitherchirally

ordered norspin nem aticstatesarefound.Initialresultson superconductivity in thet� J

m odelatN = 1 and zero tem peraturearealso presented.
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1. Introduction

Spurred by thediscovery ofhigh tem peraturesuperconductivity [1],thelastfew yearshave

seen intense activity in the subjectoftwo-dim ensionalquantum antiferrom agnets. In par-

ticular,m uch attention has been focussed upon understanding the structure ofquantum

disordered phasesofsuch antiferrom agnets[2]and theirpossible relationship to high tem -

perature superconductivity [3]. Large N expansions [4]on unfrustrated antiferrom agnets

found colum nar spin-Peierls order in the disordered state for half-integer spins [5,6,7].

\Chiral" [8]and \spin-nem atic" [9]states are am ong the new structures that have been

proposed asground statesoffrustrated quantum antiferrom agnets.

This paper presents details ofa new system atic analytic technique for frustrated and

doped antiferrom agnets(AFM s)which hasbeen proposed recently [10].The m ethod relies

on alargeN expansion based upon m odelswith sym plecticsym m etry (Sp(N )).Them ethod

isapplied in thispaperto two m odels:

(i)A square lattice AFM with �rst,second and third neighborantiferrom agnetic coupling

-the J1-J2-J3 m odel. Thism odelhasbeen studied elsewhere by num erical[11,12],series-

expansion [13],and m ean-�eld [14]m ethods;wewillcom pareourresultswith thesestudies

later. A particular strength ofour approach is that it m akes the connection between the

structure oftheknown classically ordered phasesand thequantum disordered phasesespe-

cially clear. Itwillalso clarify the appearance of\order-from -disorder" [15]from quantum


uctuations form odels which are classically disordered. W e will�nd new quantum disor-

dered phaseswhich haveuncon�ned bosonicspin-1/2 spinon excitations.

(ii)Thesquarelatticet� J m odel.W ewillpresentinitialresultsin them ean �eld N = 1

lim it at T = 0. W e �nd superconducting ground states sim ilar in structure to those of

Ref[16].
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W ebegin by m otivating theuseofa sym plecticlargeN expansion forfrustrated AFM s.

Previous large N m ethods have been based on the SU(N ) generalization of the SU(2)

AFM [4,6,7]and havebeen restricted tounfrustrated AFM swith atwosublatticestructure

(labeled A,B )forreasonswe now explore. \Spins" are placed on sublattice A form ing an

irreducible representation ofSU(N ) while those on B form the conjugate representation.

Thus e.g. totally sym m etric representations on sublattice A can be can be form ed [4]by

placing nb bosons created by b
y

i� where � = 1:::N and i 2 A;the b� bosons transform

under the fundam entalrepresentation ofSU(N ). The conjugate representation is placed

on sublattice B by nb bosonscreated by �by�j forj 2 B ;the�b� bosonstransform underthe

representation conjugate to the fundam ental. The use ofconjugate representationsensures

a naturalpairing between directionsin spin spaceon thetwo sublattices.Theonly possible

coupling between siteson oppositesublatticeswhich isinvariantunderSU(N )and bilinear

in thespin operatorsis

� (byi��b
y�

j )(b
�

i
�bj�) (1)

(ForSU(2)thisreducesto theusualSi� Sj plusa constant).In theclassicallim it(nb ! 1 )

thiscoupling willinducea N�eelground state

Y

i2A

�

b
y

i1

�nb Y

j2B

�
�b1yj

�nb
j0i: (2)

In a system with strong quantum 
uctuations,thiscoupling triesto m axim ize the num ber

ofvalencebonds
�

b
y

i�
�by�j

�

j0i (3)

between pairsofsiteson opposite sublattices. The only bilinearcoupling between siteson

thesam esublatticeisthe‘ferrom agnetic’coupling

� (byi�b
�
i0)(b

y

i0�b
�

i) (4)
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which dem andsthatthespinson sitesiand i0pointin thesam edirection.Reversingthesign

ofthisterm willfavorstatesin which thespinspointin any two unequaldirections;thisis

quite di�erentfrom the antiferrom agnetic coupling which explicitly pairsdirectionsin spin

space. Interactions between sites on the sam e and opposite lattices are thus inequivalent

and thereisno naturalway ofintroducing a dem ocraticantiferrom agneticcoupling between

any two sites.Only forSU(2)do the ferrom agnetic and antiferrom agnetic couplingsabove

becom eequivalent.

A properdescription ofa frustrated AFM thereforerequiresthatallthespinstransform

underthesam erepresentation ofa group,and thattwo spinscan com bineto form a singlet.

For SU(2) we can write �bj� � "��b
�

j ("��
0

= �"�
0� and ""# = 1);the boson annihilation

operators on allthe sites now have an upper index. Singlet bonds "��
0

b
y

i�b
y

j�0 can now be

form ed between any two sites.Thisstructurehasa naturalgeneralization to thesym plectic

groupsSp(N )forallN .Thesearethegroupsof2N � 2N unitary m atricesU such that

U
TJ U = J (5)

where

J�� = J �� =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

1
�1

1
�1

...
...

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

(6)

isthegeneralization ofthe" tensor(noteSp(1)�= SU(2)).Thistensorcan beused to raise

orlower indices on othertensors;allrepresentations are therefore self-conjugate. \Spins"

can becreated on each siteby nb bosonsb
y

i� where�= 1:::2N .Theb�i bosonstransform as

thefundam entalrepresentation ofSp(N );the\spins" on thelatticethereforebelong to the

sym m etric productofnb fundam entals,which isalso an irreducible representation.Valence
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bonds

J
��
b
y

i�b
y

j� (7)

can beform ed between any two sites;thisoperatorisa singletunderSp(N )becauseof(5).

An antiferrom agneticcouplingshould m axim izethenum berofsuch bondsbetween twosites;

wewillthereforeconsiderm odelsdescribed by thefollowing Ham iltonian

H A F = �
X

i> j

Jij

N

�

J ��
b
y

i�b
y

j;�

��

J
�b



ib
�
j

�

(8)

where i;j run overthe sitesofan arbitrary lattice,and Jij are antiferrom agnetic exchange

constants.W erecalltheconstraint

b
y

i�b
�
i = nb (9)

which m ustbe im posed atevery site. Forthe group Sp(1)thisgeneratesstateswith spin

S = nb=2 atevery site.

W enow sum m arizetheresultsobtained in ourstudy ofH A F forthem odelwith nearest

(J1),second (J2) and third (J3)neighbor interactions on the square lattice. The large N

lim itwastaken with theratio nb=N �xed;theresultsdepend strongly on thevalueofnb=N .

Thephasesfound (Figs1,2,3,4)can beseparated into two distincttypes:

1. C om m ensurate,collinear phases

These are closely related to those found in unfrustrated SU(N ) AFM s [6,7]. For large

valuesofnb=N thesestateshavem agneticlong rangeorder(LRO)with thespinspolarized

paralleloranti-parallelto each other. Upon reducing nb=N a transition eventually occurs

to a corresponding shortrange ordered (SRO)phase,with a �nite spin-correlation length.

AlltheSRO phasesaredescribed atlong distancesand long tim esby thefollowing e�ective

action when thecorrelation length isnottoo sm all:

Seff =
Z

d
2
r

Z c�

0

d~�

(
1

g

"

j(@� � iA �)z
�j2 +

� 2

c2
jz�j2

#)

+ � � � ; (10)
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where � isthe M atsubara tim e,cisthe spin-wave velocity,~� = c�,and �runsoverx;y;~�.

Spatialanisotropy can bealso bepresentbuthasbeen neglected forsim plicity.The action

describes a com plex �eld z� which transform s under the fundam entalofSp(N ) and has

a U(1) charge +1;this �eld is related to the lattice boson b�,although the form ofthe

relationship variesin di�erentphases. The U(1)gauge �eld A � isrelated to the phasesof

certain link-variables,and thegaugesym m etry iscom pact.In theSRO phase,the m ass�

is�niteand isproportionalto theinverse spin-correlation length.Thecom pactU(1)gauge

�eld leadstocon�nem entofthez quanta and Berry phasesofitsinstantons(m onopoles)[5]

induce spin-Peierls order for specialvalues ofnb [7]. The LRO phase is reached when �

vanishesand z quanta condensein thek0 = 0 state[17].To characterizetheLRO phasesby

a gauge-invariantorderparam eter,weconsidertheexpectation valueofthe‘spin’operators

sa =
D

z��S
�
a�z

�
E

(Sa isa generatorofSp(N ))acrossthetransition.In theSRO phase these

vanishasaresultofSp(N )invariance.IntheLRO phase,theorderparam eterm anifold,M coll

willbegiven by Sp(N )m odulo thesubgroup which leave thesa invariant.Any orientation

ofthe z condensate can be rotated by Sp(N )transform ationssuch thathz�i= �z��1. Now

thesa areinvariantunderthegroup Sp(N � 1)acting on com ponents�> 2.An additional

factorofU(1)isobtained from thesym m etry associated with rotationsaboutthe‘z’axisin

the�= 1;2 subspaceunderwhich z1 ! z1ei� and z2 ! z2e� i�.W ehavetherefore

M coll=
Sp(N )

U(1)� Sp(N � 1)
(11)

in directanalogy with U(N )=(U(1)� U(N � 1))�= CP N � 1 fortheSU(N )m odels[6,18];for

N = 1 werecoverCP 1 (theunitsphere,S2).Thetransition from LRO to SRO isexpected

to be described by a non-linearsigm a (N L�)m odelon M coll.W enote that�2(M coll)= Z,

the group ofintegers,so that topologically stable point defects in spacetim e (hedgehogs)

existforallN when thespatialdim ension d = 2,while�1 = 0 so thereareno linedefects.
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2. Incom m ensurate phases

Frustration induces phases with LRO and SRO in incom m ensurate helicalspin con�gura-

tions. Allofthe phases found favor planararrangem ent ofspins and there is no \chiral"

order.In regionsnottoo farfrom a com m ensurate phase thesestatesaredescribed atlong

distancesand long tim esby thefollowing e�ective action:

Seff =
Z

d
2
r

Z c�

0

d~�

(
1

g

"

j(@� � iA �)z
�j2 +

� 2

c2
jz�j2

#

+ ~��
�

J��z
� ~r z�

�

+ c.c.+ V (~�)

)

+:::;

(12)

The new featureisthepresence ofa charge �2 two-com ponentscalar~� = (� x;�y)related

to lattice link �eldswhich induce incom m ensurate order. The coupling between the z and

~� isthe sim plest one consistentwith globalSp(N )sym m etry and isU(1)gauge invariant

dueto theantisym m etry ofJ (a coupling with no gradientsoftheform ~�J ��z
�z� vanishes

identically).ThepotentialV (~�)isinduced by shortwavelength 
uctuations;in theincom -

m ensuratephasesV (~�)willhavem inim a ata non-zero valueof ~� leading to a Higgsphase

with
D
~�
E

6= 0.Allofphasesfound in thispaperhaveatleasttwo gaugeinequivalentm inim a

related toeach otherby asquarelatticesym m etry;thisleadstoatwo-fold degeneracy which

can only be lifted by explicitly breaking the square lattice sym m etry in H A F . The m inim a

are also such thath�xiand h�yican sim ultaneously be m ade realin a suitable gauge. In

such a gauge we see from Eqn (12)thatthe m inim a ofthe dispersion ofthe z� quanta are

at wavevectors k0 = �g(h�xi;h�yi)=2. For �nite � this leads to incom m ensurate SRO.

The z� quanta have unitcharge and willtherefore be uncon�ned [19]in thisHiggsphase:

these SRO phasestherefore possessuncon�ned bosonic spinonswhich transform underthe

fundam entalofSp(N )[20]forallvaluesofthe on-site ‘spin’nb. In m odelswhich have the

two-fold degeneracy lifted by sm allexplicitsym m etry breaking term sin H A F these results

appeartocontradictthe‘fractionalquantization principle’ofLaughlin [21].As�! 0,thez
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quanta willcondenseatk0 leading to incom m ensurateLRO.Theorder-param eterm anifold

isnow

M noncoll=
Sp(N )

Z2 � Sp(N � 1)
(13)

because the U(1) invariance about the ‘z’axis has now been reduced to Z2 as the spins

are no longercollinear. Thisgeneralizesthe resultforN = 1,SO (3)�= SU(2)=Z2 pointed

out previously [22,23]. For M noncoll, �2 = 0 but �1 = Z2,so there are line defects in

spacetim e (vortex worldlines)ford = 2 in thiscase.Instantonsand vorticesaresuppressed

in the Higgs phase,so their Berry phases are not expected to lead to spin-Peierls order.

However the Berry phases could induce additionalinterm ediate phases between the Higgs

and con�nem entphases:thiswillbebrie
y discussed later.

The sym plectic groups also have interesting applications to doped AFM s as described

e.g. by a t� J m odel. In such a m odel,the hopping term transfersspin from site to site

and so resem bles the ferrom agnetic coupling (4). Thus in SU(N ) m odels with conjugate

representations on neighboring sites there is no sim ple SU(N )-invariant hopping term for

N > 2;ifinstead onechosesallsiteswith thesam erepresentation,hopping can beincluded

butnotantiferrom agnetic exchange. Oursym plectic approach allowsinclusion ofboth ex-

change and hopping forallN . In particular,using ferm ions with Sp(N )indices forspins

and bosons for holes,the large N lim it justi�es the decoupling ofRef[16]and produces

superconductivity;phase separation into an insulating AFM and hole-rich superconductor

is also present. Detailsofthis analysis atN = 1 and zero tem perature are presented in

Section 4.

The outlineoftherestofthispaperisasfollows.In Section 2 weintroduce thegeneral

form alism ofthe Sp(N ) large N lim it for frustrated AFM s. Section 3 presents detailed

resultson theJ1-J2-J3 m odel.Finally Section 4 discussesinitialresultson thet-J m odel.
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2. Frustrated A ntiferrom agnets

W ebegin by settingup thegeneralfram ework forthelarge-N expansion ofantiferrom agnets

with Ham iltonian H A F (Eqn (8)).Thelarge-N lim itistaken with nb=N �xed toan arbitrary

value.Dependingupon thevaluesoftheJij and ofnb=N ,theground stateofH A F m ayeither

break globalSp(N )sym m etry and possessm agnetic long-range-order(LRO)orbe Sp(N )

invariantwith only short-range m agnetic order(SRO).The structure ofthe large-N lim it

isvery sim ilarto the SU(N )case,and hasbeen discussed extensively before [4,7]forthe

SRO states. W e willtherefore present details m ainly in the LRO phases. The large N

lim it for these states is m ost conveniently taken by adapting the m ethod ofBrezin and

Zinn-Justin [24].W ebegin by introducing theparam etrization

b
m �
i �

 p
N x�i
~b~m �
i

!

(14)

W e have introduced a naturaldouble-index notation � � (m ;�) with m = 1:::N and

� =";#.The index ~m = 2;:::N . The x� �eld hasbeen introduced to allow fora non-zero

condensate hbm �
i i=

p
N �m

1
x�i;we willonly considerm odelsin which the condensate in the

LRO phasecan betransform ed by auniform globalSp(N )rotation intothisform .W einsert

(14)into H A F ,decouple the quarticterm sby Hubbard-Stratanovich �eldsQ ij,and enforce

theconstraintsby theLargrangem ultipliers�i.Thisyields

H M F =
X

i> j

 

N JijjQ ijj
2
� JijQ ij"��0

 

N x
�
ix

�0
j +

X

~m

~b~m �
i
~b~m �0

j

!

+ H.c.

!

+
X

i

�i

 

N jx
�
ij
2 +

X

~m

~byi;~m �
~b~m �
i � nb

!

(15)

ThelargeN lim itisobtained byintegratingoverthe2(N � 1)~b�elds.Theresultinge�ective

action,expressed in term softheQ ij,�i and x�i �elds,willhavea prefactorofN (and som e

term soforder1 which aresub-dom inant)and isthereforewellapproxim ated by itssaddle-

point value. The Q;�;x �elds are expected to be tim e-independent at the saddle-point

9



and thisisim plicitly assum ed in the following. The functionalintegraloverthe~b requires

knowledgeoftheeigenm odesofH M F .Thiscan bedonealong standard lines:we�rstsolve

theeigenvalueequation

�iUi� �
X

j

JijQ
�
ijVj� = !�Ui�

X

i

JijQ ijUi� � �jVj� = !�Vj� (16)

fortheN s (= num berofsitesin thesystem )positive eigenvalues!� and thecorresponding

eigenvectors(Ui�;Vj�).Thebosoniceigenoperators
~m �
�



~m �
� =

X

i

�

U
�
i�
~b~m �
i � �

~m ~m 0

"
��0
V
�
i�
~byi~m 0�0

�

(17)

willdiagonalizeH M F .Theinverse relation is

~b~m �
i =

X

�

�

Ui�

~m �
� � �

~m ~m 0

"
��0
V
�
i�


y

� ~m 0�0

�

(18)

Consistency ofthese relationsim posescertain orthogonality requirem entson (U;V ).Itcan

beshown using Eqn (16)thatthesecan alwaysbesatis�ed.Finally theground stateenergy,

E M F ofH M F isshown to be

E M F

N
=

X

i> j

�

JijjQ ijj
2
� JijQ ij"��0x

�
ix

�0

j + H.c.
�

�
X

i

�i

�

1+
nb

N
� jx�ij

2

�

+
X

�

!�(Q;�)

(19)

In the last term we have em phasized that the !� depend upon Q;�. Finding the ground

state ofH A F in the large N lim itisnow reduced to the problem ofm inim izing E M F with

respectto theindependentvariablesQ ij,x�i with the�i chosen such thattheconstraints

@E M F

@�i
= 0 (20)

are always satis�ed. It is instructive to exam ine the equations obtained by dem anding

stationarity ofE M F w.r.tx�i:

X

j

"��0JijQ ijx
�0

j + �ix
�
i� = 0 (21)
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Thisequation hastwo possiblesolutions:(i)x�i = 0:thisgivestheSRO phases(ii)x�i 6= 0:

com paring Eqn (21)with Eqn (16)we see thatthis condition is equivalent to dem anding

thatEqn (16)possessatleastonezero eigenvalue.For�nite nb,thiswillonly occurin the

lim it N s ! 1 ,and im plies the existence ofgapless excitations. These are the Goldstone

m odesassociated with theSp(N )sym m etry breaking.

W enow exam ine thelargenb=N lim itofH M F ;itiseasy to show thatQ ij � �i � nb=N

while x�i �
q

nb=N .From Eqn (19)we observe thatthe sum over!� can be neglected and

forlargenb=N ,E M F reducesto

E c
M F

N
=

X

i> j

�

JijjQ ijj
2
� JijQ ij"��0x

�
ix

�0

j + H.c.
�

�
X

i

�i

�
nb

N
� jx�ij

2

�

(22)

Them inim ization ofE c
M F w.r.t.Q ij can now beeasily carried outand theproblem reduces

tothatof�nding theclassicalground stateofH A F .Thusthelargenb=N lim itofthepresent

large N equations is equivalent to the classicallim it which involves nb ! 1 at �xed N .

Thefactthatthesetwo lim itscom m utegivesusfurthercon�denceon theusefulnessofthe

presentlargeN procedure.

Finally we indicate how thisform alism can be used to evaluate the spin-sti�nessofthe

LRO phasesin thelargeN lim it.Onetakesvaluesofx�i which m inim izeE M F and perform s

a slowly varying rotation:

x
�
i !

 

exp

 

i
~n � ~�

2
~k�~R i

! !

��0

x
�0

i (23)

where~n isthedirection in spin-spaceaboutwhich therotation hasbeen perform ed,~� arethe

Paulim atrices,and ~k isa sm allwavevector.W einsertthisvalueofx�i in E M F ,rem inim ize

w.r.t.theQ ij whilem aintaining theconstraintsand determ inethechangein energy �E M F

forsm all~k.W eexpectin general

�E M F =
N s

2
���(~n)k�k� + � � � (24)
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Theco-e�cient�isthespin-sti�nesstensoroftheLRO phaseaboutthedirection ~n.

3. T he J1-J2-J3 M odel

W enow applytheform alism developed intheprevioussectiontoafrustratedantiferrom agnet

on the square lattice with �rst(J1),second (J2)and third (J3)neighborinteractions. This

m odelhasbeen exam ined by num erical[11,12],series[13]and m ean-�eld [14]m ethodsin

theliterature;theirresultswillbecom pared with oursin section 3.D.W ebegin bypresenting

the resultsofthe N = 1 m ean �eld theory (section 3.A).The e�ective actionscontrolling

the long-wavelength,long-tim e 
uctuations at �nite N willbe considered in section 3.B.

Berry phasesand thespin-Peierlsorderthey inducewillbedisussed in section 3.C.

3.A M ean Field T heory

Theenergy E M F forthism odelwasm inim ized overall�eldsQ ij and �i which wereperiodic

with a
p
2 �

p
2 unit cell. Allofthe globalm inim a found in fact turned out to have a

periodicity with onesiteperunitcell:wewillthereforerestrictouranalysisto thissim pler

lim it.In addition,fullwavevector-dependentstability m atricesinvolving quadratic
uctua-

tionsofE M F on them anifold speci�ed by Eqn (20)wereevaluated atrepresentativepoints,

and alleigenvaluesfound to bepositive.Thisgivesusreasonablecon�dencethatthestates

described below arein facttheglobalm inim a ofE M F .

W ith one site per unit cell, the link variationalparam eters are the nearest neighbor

�eldsQ 1;x;Q 1;y,the diagonal2nd neighbor�eldsQ 2;y+ x;Q 2;y� x and the 3rd neighbor�elds

Q 3;x;Q 3;y.Thebosoniceigenm odescan becalculated exactly and we�nd theeigenenergies:

!k =
�

�
2 � 4jA kj

2

�
1=2

A k = J1(Q 1;x sinkx + Q 1;y sinky)+ J2(Q 2;y+ x sin(ky + kx)+ Q 2;y� x sin(ky � kx))

12



+ J3(Q 3;x sin(2kx)+ Q 3;y sin(2ky)) (25)

Thewavevectork extendsoverthe�rstBrillouin zoneofthesquarelattice.

OurresultsforJ3 = 0 aresum m arized in Fig 1.W ebegin by discussing thestructureof

theground stateatN = 1 .W e�nd 3 distincttypesofphases:

1. (�;�)

These stateshave Q 1;x = Q 1;y 6= 0,Q 2;y+ x = Q 2;y� x = Q 3;x = Q 3;y = 0 and are the analogs

ofthe statesfound in SU(N )system s. Inserting these valuesinto Eqn (25)we see that!k

hasitsm inim a at�(�=2;�=2): thisim plies thatthe spin-spin correlation function,which

involvestheproductoftwo bosonicpaircorrelation functions[4],willhavea peak at(�;�).

W e have a state with x�i 6= 0 (LRO)forN =nb < 2:5 and the corresponding SRO state for

N =nb > 2:5. The boundary between LRO and SRO is independent ofJ2=J1,but this is

surely an artifactofthe large N lim it. Finite N 
uctuations should be strongeras J2=J1

increases,causing the boundary to bend a little downwardsto the right. W hile properties

ofthese statescan be calculated num erically forallvaluesofJ2=J1 and N =nb,we tabulate

a few analytic resultsforthe LRO phase in an expansion in powersofN =nb. The ground

stateenergy is

E M F = �N N s

�
nb

N

�
2
�

2J1 + 4(1� I1)J1

�
N

nb

�

+ � � �

�

(26)

where I1 = 0:84205 isobtained from an integraloverthe Brillouin zone. The spin-sti�ness

forspin rotationsaboutan axisperpendicularto theN�eelaxisisfound to be

��� = ���N

�
nb

N

�
2 1

2

�

J1 � 2J2 + [4J2(I2 � 1)� J1(I1 + I2 � 2)]
�
N

nb

�

+ � � �

�

(27)

with I2 = 1:39320.
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2. (�;0)or (0;�)

The (0;�)stateshave Q 1;x = 0,Q 1;y 6= 0,Q 2;y+ x = Q 2;y� x 6= 0,and Q 3;x = Q 3;y = 0 and

occurwith LRO and SRO.Thedegenerate(�;0)stateisobtained with them apping x $ y.

ForJ2=J1 > 1=2,the classicallim it,has independent N�eelorder on each ofthe A and B

sublattices;quantum 
uctuations,which areautom aticallyincluded in thepresentapproach,

causetheN�eelorderparam etersto align (\orderfrom disorder")leading to theLRO states.

To understand thenatureofthetransition between LRO at(�;�)to LRO at(�;0)or(0;�)

weneed theenergy and sti�nessofthelatterstatesforsm allN =nb.W e�nd

E M F = �N N s

�
nb

N

�
2
�

J1 + 2J2 + (2J1 + 4J2 � 4J1I3)
�
N

nb

�

+ � � �

�

(28)

whereI3 isa Brillouin zoneintegralwhosevaluedependsupon J2=J1;wewillonly need its

valueatJ2=J1 = 0:5:I3 = 0:88241.Thesti�nessofthe(0;�)stateissoftatsm alln b=N for

wavevectorsin thex-direction:

�xx = N

�
nb

N

�
2 1

2

�

2J2 � J1 + 2[J2(2+ I5 � 2I4)+ J1(I4 � 1)]
�
N

nb

�

+ � � �

�

(29)

whereI4;I5 areBrillouin zoneintegralsdependentupon J2=J1.Again wewillonlyneed their

valuesatJ2=J1 = 0:5 which are I4 = 1:28576 and I5 = 0:32767.Com paring Eqns(26)and

(28)weseethattheenergiesofthe(�;�)-LRO and (0;�)-LRO statesbecom eequalat

J2 = J1

�
1

2
+ 0:08072

�
N

nb

�

+ � � �

�

(30)

AtthisvalueofJ2=J1 thesti�nessofthe(�;�)stateisfound to be

���(�;�)= 0:1949N
�
nb

N

�

��� + � � � (31)

whilethesti�nessofthe(0;�)stateis

�xx(0;�)= 0:2446N
�
nb

N

�

+ � � � (32)
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Thusboth sti�nessesarepositiveand indicatethatthetransition between thestatesis�rst

order. Note thatin both sti�nesses the leading N (nb=N )2 term isabsent;these sti�nesses

thus vanish classically and have appeared directly as a result ofquantum 
uctuations|

anotherexam ple of\orderfrom disorder". These resultscontradictargum entsin Ref.[25]

thatanother‘spin liquid’phaseexistsatarbitrarily sm allN =nb nearJ2=J1 = 0:5.W hilewe

agreethatquantum 
uctuationsarevery im portantin a ‘fan’em anating from J2=J1 = 0:5,

N =nb = 0,wehavefound thatthese
uctuationsjustreinforcetheclassicalorder.Atlarger

valuesofN =nb wehavea continuous(atN = 1 )transition to the(0;�)-SRO or(�;0)-SRO

state.Thetransition between thisstateand (�;�)-SRO rem ains�rst-order.

3. \D ecoupled"

ForJ2=J1 and N =nb both large,wehave a \decoupled" statewith Q 2;y+ x = Q 2;y� x 6= 0 and

Q 1 = Q 3 = 0. In thiscase Q p is non-zero only forsites on the sam e sublattice. The two

sublatticeshaveN�eeltypeSRO which willbecoupled by �niteN 
uctuations.TheN = 1

statedoesnotbreak any latticesym m etry.

W enow turn to J3 6= 0 (Figs2,3,4),wherewe�nd a new classofphases:

4. Incom m ensurate phases

Itisknown thatfor�nite J3,the classicalm agnethasphaseswith incom m ensurate helical

(coplanar) order [13]. Our phase diagram for a sm allvalue ofN =nb (N =nb = 1,Fig 2a)

is sim ilar to the classicalone. Allofthe LRO phases undergo continuous transitions to

SRO with the sam e spatialdistribution ofthe Q p and the accom panying broken rotational

sym m etry ofthe lattice. These SRO phases are shown in Fig 2b. The two new classes

ofphases which did not appear at J3 = 0 are: (i) �(q;�) phases with Q 1;x 6= Q 1;y 6= 0,

Q 2;x+ y = Q 2;y� x 6= 0,Q 3;x 6= 0 and Q 3;y = 0; the degenerate �(�;q) helix is obtained
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by the m apping x $ y. (ii)�(q;q)phaseswith Q 1;x = Q 1;y 6= 0,Q 2;x+ y 6= 0,Q 2;y� x = 0,

Q 3;x = Q 3;y 6= 0;thisisdegeneratewith (q;�q)phases[26].Thewavevectorqvariessm oothly

from 0 to � and is determ ined by doubling the wavevector at which ! k has a m inim um ;

itiscontinuousacrosssecond-orderphase boundaries(Fig 2a). In contrastto the classical

lim it[13],forN =nb�niteitrequiresa�niteJ3 toinducehelicalorder;the�rstordertransition

from (�;�)to (�;0)orderpersistsforsm allJ 3 asshown in theinsetofFig2a.Thissuggests

thatquantum 
uctuationsinduceane�ectiveferrom agneticJ3 inthem odelwith bareJ3 = 0;

a �nitebareantiferrom agneticJ3 isrequired to com pensateforthis.

The broken discrete sym m etries in states with SRO at (0;�) and (q;�) are identical:

both are two-fold degenerate due to a breaking ofthe x $ y sym m etry. The states are

only distinguished by a non-zero value ofQ 3 in the (q;�) phase and the accom panying

incom m ensurate correlations in the spin-spin correlation functions. However Q 3 is gauge-

dependentand sosom ewhatunphysicalasan orderparam eter.In theabsenceofany further


uctuation-driven lattice sym m etry breaking (see below),the transition between SRO at

(0;�)and (q;�)isan exam pleofadisorderline[27];thesearelinesatwhich incom m ensurate

correlations�rstturn on.

Fig 3 shows the transition from LRO to SRO as a function ofN =nb for J3 = 0:35J1.

Sim ilar transitions also appear in Fig 4 which has J3 = J2=2. There are severalnotable

featuresofthesetwo phasediagram s:

(i)Aninterm ediatestateinwhichSp(N )sym m etryisonlypartiallyrestored(spin-nem atic[9])

doesnotappearin thelargeN lim it.W eexpectthetransition from (q;q)-LRO to(q;q)-SRO

tobedescribed by aN L�m odelon them anifold M noncoll.A d = 1+ �expansion ofasim ilar

N L� m odel[28]forN = 1 hasbeen recently carried outand doesnotshow any tendency

towardssuch ordering.
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(ii)TheQ p variablescan allbechosen realin allthephases,indicating theabsence of\chi-

ral" [8]order.

(iii)Thecom m ensuratestatessqueezeouttheincom m ensuratephasesasN =nb increasesin

both phasediagram s.W eexpectthatthissuppression ofincom m ensurateorderby quantum


uctuationsisa generalfeatureoffrustrated AFM s.

3.B Fluctuations -long wavelength e�ective actions

This section willexam ine the form ofthe e�ective action controlling the long-wavelength


uctuationsoftheb� quantaand thelink �eldsQ p.W ewillfocusm ainly on theSRO phases

in theregion closeto thetransition to theLRO phases.

W e begin by exam ining the (�;�)-SRO phase;thisphase hasalready been exam ined in

considerable detailin Ref[7]forthe SU(N )AFM ;here we adaptthe resultsto the Sp(N )

AFM .Asnoted above,thisphase hasthe m ean �eld valuesQ 1;x = Q 1;y = �Q 1,and !k has

m inim a at� ~G,with ~G = (�=2;�=2). Close to the LRO phases,
uctuationsofthe b � will

bestrong at� ~G.W ethereforeparam etrize

b
�
i = ’

�
+
(~ri)e

i~G � ~ri + ’
�
� (~ri)e

� i~G � ~ri (33)

where ’� are assum ed to have slow spatialvariations. The m ostim portantcom ponentof

the 
uctuationsofthe Q ij are those oftheirphases. In particular,asnoted in Ref[7],the

m ean-�eld theory hasan unbroken gaugesym m etry;thetransform ation

b
�
i ! b

�
ie

i
i� (34)

where
i= 1(�1)forrix + riy even (odd),leavesallhQ ijiinvariant.A staggered com ponent

ofthe phasesofthe Q ij actsasthe vectorpotentialassociated with thisgauge sym m etry.

W ethereforewrite

Q i;i+ x̂ = �Q 1exp(i
iA x(~ri+ x̂=2)) (35)
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where again A x isslowly varying;a sim ilarequation holdsforA y. The tim e-com ponentof

thegauge-�eld isthe
uctuation in theLagrangem ultiplier:

�i= ��+ i
iA �(~ri) (36)

W enow inserttheansatzes(33),(35)and (36)into theLagrangian L associated with H A F

and perform a gradient expansion on allthe term s. The �nalresult is m ost com pactly

expressed in term softhe�elds

 
�
1

= (’�
+
+ ’

�
� )=

p
2

 2� = �iJ��(’
�
+ � ’

�
� )=

p
2 (37)

and hastheform

L =
Z
d2r

a2

"

 
�
1�

 
d

d�
+ iA �

!

 
�
1
+  

��
2

 
d

d�
� iA �

!

 2� + ��
�

j �
1
j2 + j 2�j

2

�

�4J1 �Q 1( 
�
1
 2� +  

�
1� 

��
2
)+J1 �Q 1a

2

h�
~r + i~A

�

 
�
1

�
~r � i~A

�

 2� +
�
~r � i~A

�

 
�
1�

�
~r + i~A

�

 
��
2

i
#

(38)

W enow introducethe�elds

z
� = ( �

1
+  

��
2
)=
p
2

�
� = ( �

1
�  

��
2
)=
p
2:

From Eqn (38),itisclearthatthe the� �eldsturn outto have m ass ��+ 4J1
�Q 1,while the

z �eldshave a m ass ��� 4J1
�Q 1 which vanishesatthe transition to the LRO phase. The �

�eldscan thereforebesafely integrated out,and L yieldsthefollowing e�ectiveaction,valid

atdistancesm uch largerthan thelatticespacing:

Seff =
Z

d2r
p
8a

Z c�

0

d~�

(

j(@� � iA �)z
�j2 +

� 2

c2
jz�j2

)

; (39)
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Herec=
p
8J1 �Q 1a isthespin-wavevelocity,�= (� 2� 16J2

1
�Q 2

1
)1=2 isthegap towardsspinon

excitations,and A ~� = A �=c;thisaction isoftheform (10)quoted in theintroduction.Thus,

in its�nalform ,thelong-wavelength theory consistsofa m assivez� scalar(spinon)coupled

to a com pactU(1)gauge�eld.

W enow exam inethechangesintheaboveactionsasonem ovesfrom the(�;�)-SRO phase

intothe(q;q)-SRO phase(Fig2b)(avery sim ilaranalysiscan beperform ed attheboundary

between the (�;�)-SRO and the (�;q)-SRO phases). Thistransition ischaracterized by a

continuous turning on ofnon-zero values ofQ i;i+ ŷ+ x̂,Q i;i+ 2x̂ and Q i;i+ 2ŷ. Itis easy to see

from Eqn (34)thatthese�eldstransform asscalarsofcharge2
iundergaugetransform ation

associated with A �.Perform ingagradientexpansion upon thebosonic�eldscoupled tothese

scalarswe�nd thattheLagrangian L ofthe(�;�)-SRO phasegetsm odi�ed to

L ! L +
Z
d2r

a

�
~�A �

�

J�� 
�
1
~r  

�

1

�

+ ~�B �
�

J ��
 2� ~r  2�

�

+ c.c.
�

(40)

where ~�A ;B � (J3Q 3;x + J2Q 2;y+ x;J3Q 3;y + J2Q 2;y+ x)with the siteson the endsofthe link

variableson sublatticesA;B .Finally,asbefore,wetransform tothez;�variables,integrate

outthe� 
uctuationsand obtain

Seff =
Z

d2r
p
8a

Z
c�

0

d~�

(

j(@� � iA �)z
�
j
2 +

� 2

c2
jz
�
j
2 + ~��

�

J��z
� ~r z

�
�

+ c.c.+ V (�)

)

+ :::;

(41)

Here ~� = (~�A + ~��
B )=(2J1 �Q 1a)isa scalarofcharge�2;term shigherorderin ~� have been

dropped.W ehavealsoadded aphenom enologicalpotentialV (�)which isgenerated byshort

wavelength 
uctuations ofthe b� quanta. This action is ofthe generalform (12),and as

noted earlier,isthesim plestoneconsistentwith therequirem entsofU(1)-gaugeand global

Sp(N )invariance.In aphasewith
D
~�
E

6= 0and real,weseefrom Eqn (41)thatthem inim um

ofthe dispersion ofthe z� quanta isata wavevectork0 = (h�xi;h�yi)=2:thiswilllead to
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incom m ensurate order. The action (41)thusdem onstratesclearly the intim ate connection

between theHiggsphenom enon and theappearanceofincom m ensurate correlations.

W enow turn to the(0;�)-SRO phase;wewill�nd thatitspropertiesarequitesim ilarto

the(�;�)-SRO phase.W erecallthatthisphasehasthem ean-�eld valuesQ 2;y+ x = Q 2;y� x =

�Q 2,Q 1;y = �Q 1 and Q 1;x = 0. The excitation energies !k now have m inim a at � ~G with

~G = (0;�=2). W e therefore param etrize the b� �elds as in Eqn (33),but using the new

value of ~G. Thisphase also hasan unbroken U(1)gauge sym m etry;the m ain di�erence is

in the staggering pattern ofthechargesofthe b� quanta.W ith thechoice ofthe constants


i= 1(�1)forriy even (odd)in Eqn (34)itiseasily veri�ed thatallm ean-�eld expectations

hQ ijirem ain invariant.Thephasesofthelink�eldsareparam etrized asin Eqn (35)in term s

ofavectorpotentialA butwith thenew 
i;thediagonallink �eldshavetheparam etrization

Q i;i+ ŷ+ x̂ = �Q 2exp[i
i(A y(~ri+ ŷ=2+ x̂=2)+ A x(~ri+ ŷ=2+ x̂=2))] (42)

and sim ilarly for Q i;i+ ŷ� x̂. The rem aining analysis is essentially identicalto that for the

(�;�)-SRO phase and we obtain the sam e �nale�ective action S eff (Eqn (39)) with an

additionalspatialanisotropy.Theconnection between thez� quanta and thelatticebosons

and between A � and thephasesofthelink �eldsarenow ofcoursedi�erent.

Thetransition from (0;�)-SRO to (q;�)-SRO followsthetreatm entaboveofthetransi-

tion from (�;�)-SRO to (q;q)-SRO;the �nalaction forthe incom m ensurate phase hasthe

sam eform asEqn (41).

3.C B erry Phases

For the unfrustrated SU(N ) m agnets, Berry phases associated with instanton tunneling

events had particularly strong consequences in the SRO phase [5,7]. Very sim ilar e�ects

occur in the com m ensurate SRO phases ofthe J1-J2-J3 m odel. W e consider the various
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phasesin turn:

1. (�;�)

Thisphaseisessentially identicalto theSU(N )case[7].TheinstantonshaveBerry phases

nb�s�=2 where �s = 0;1;2;3 on duallattice pointswith (even,even),(even,odd),(odd,odd),

(odd,,even) co-ordinates. Condensation ofthe instantons leads to spin-Peierls order of

colum n (shown in Fig 1)orlinetype(notshown)fornb = 1;3 (m od 4) and 2 respectively,

ora featurelessVBS state[29]fornb = 0 (m od 4),throughoutthe(�;�)SRO phase.The

b� quanta are con�ned by the com pact U(1)gauge force,with a con�nem ent length scale

determ ined by theinstanton density [30].

2. \D ecoupled"

W e can apply the analysisofsubsection 3.C.1 to each sublattice separately,giving e.g. for

nb = 1 (m od 4) the type ofspin-Peierls correlations shown in Fig 1. There is a totalof

4� 4 = 16 states for this case but coupling between the sublattices willreduce this to 8

states,allofoneofthetwo typesshown.Thestatewith the‘dim ers’parallelto oneanother

hasm orepossibilitiesforresonanceusing theJ1 bondsand islikely to betheground state.

Fornb = 2 (m od 4),therewillbe2� 2=2= 2 states,and fornb = 0 (m od 4),justone.

3. (0;�)

Asin the othercollinearphases,thisstate possessesinstantonswhich are the rem nantsof

hedgehogsin theLRO phase.A naturallocation fortheseinstantonsisatthecenterofthe

horizontallinkswhich haveQ 1;x = 0;thespinsattheendsoftheselinksareferrom agnetically

aligned and arem ostsusceptibleto largedeform ations.TheBerry phasefora con�guration

ofwellseparated instanton chargesm s atco-ordinatesR s can becalculated asbefore[7,5]
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and we�nd

SB = inb
X

s

X

i

[m s
i�s(ri)] (43)

where �s(ri)isan anglewhich windsby 2� asri m ovesaround R s,thesum overiextends

overallthe sitesofthe lattice and 
i isthe staggering associated with the (0;�)phase i.e.


i = 1(�1) for riy even (odd). The sum over ican be evaluated in a m anner sim ilar to

Ref[5].Consider�rstan isolated instanton ofunitchargeatR s;rewritethesum m ation in

(43)asoneoververticallinksofthesquarelattice:

SB = inb
X

i


i

2
[�s(ri)� �s(ri+ ŷ)] (44)

The sym m etry ofthe m ean-�eld (0;�)state with one instanton now requiresthatthe con-

tribution ofthelinksbeodd underre
ection acrossthehorizontallinerunning through R s.

The m ajority ofthe links willcancelagainsttheirre
ection partners,the only exceptions

being thelinkswhich intersectthecutin theangle�eld �s(ri);thesewillyield an additional

contribution ofi�nb.W eexpectthatthesesym m etry considerationswillalso bevalid fora

con�guration ofwellseparated instantons.Com bining thecontributionsofalltheinstantons

weobtain �nally

SB = i�nb

X

s

m s[R sx] (45)

where [R sx]is the integer part ofR x. In the SRO phase the instantons interact with a

Coulom bic 1=R potential;the instanton plasm a can therefore be m apped onto a dualsine-

Gordon m odel[7]in which theinstanton Berry phasesappearasfrustrating phase-shiftsin

theargum entsofthecosineterm [7].Thism odelcan beanalyzed in a m annerwhich closely

parallelsRef[7].TheBerry phaseslead tocondensation oftheinstanton chargesand tospin-

Peierlsorderofthetypeshown in Fig 1 fornb odd,and a VBS statefornb even.Com bined

with thechoice(0;�)or(�;0)thisgivesdegeneracies2;4;2;4 forn b = 0;1;2;3 (m od 4).
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4. Incom m ensurate Phases

Astheaction (41)m akesclear,thesephasesrequirean additionalcharge�2�eld ~�fortheir

description.In theSRO phases,thez� quanta can beintegrated outand weareleftwith a

latticegaugetheory ofa com pactU(1)gauge�eld and a charge�2 scalar.Thescalar�elds

can form vortices with 
ux quantum �: instantons can change this 
ux by 2�,so only a

Z2 quantum num beristopologically stable[31],in agreem entwith theanalysisoftheLRO

phase.Ifthevorticesproliferateitwillbenecessary toconsiderBerry phasesassociated with

them and the instantonsto understand the SRO phase. The following phasescan occurin

such a latticegaugetheory [19]:

(i)A Higgsphase in which the vorticesand instantonsare suppressed;Berry phase e�ects

arethereforeunim portantand thisphasewillbeinsensitive to theprecise valueofnb.The

b� quanta carry charge1 and areuncon�ned [19]:thesearespinonstransform ing underthe

fundam entalofSp(N ).No such excitationswerefound in thecom m ensuratephases.Gauge

excitationshavea gap controlled by them agnitudeoftheHiggs�eld
D
~�
E

.Theincom m en-

suration isalso controlled by
D
~�
E

,ashasbeen noted earlier.Thereisno breaking oflattice

sym m etriesbeyond thosefound atN = 1 .Howeverwith periodicboundary conditionsthe

ground state hasan additionalfactorof4 degeneracy forallnb: the additionalstates are

obtained by changing thesign ofallQ p �eldscutby a loop wrapped around thesystem [31].

Thisphaseisexpected to survive in ourphasediagram at�niteN .

(ii)A con�nem entphasewithproliferationofvorticesandinstantons,con�nem entofspinons,

and a gap towardsgauge excitations controlled by the instanton density [30]. A plausible

scenario isthatthisphase in factcoincideswith the (�;�)-SRO phase and possesses spin-

Peierlsorderdriven by theBerry phasesofinstantons.

(iii) Additional interm ediate phases driven by the Berry phases of the instantons and
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vortices| thispossibility isunderinvestigation.

3.D C om parison w ith num ericaland series results

M any num erical[11]and series analyses[13]have appeared on the m odelwith J3 = 0 for

thespin-1/2SU(2)m odeli.e.N = 1,nb = 1in thenotation ofthispaper.They �nd (�;�)-

LRO at sm allJ2=J1,(�;0)-LRO at large J2=J1 and an interm ediate SRO phase around

J2=J1 = 1=2.Thisisin agreem ent(see Fig 1)with ourprediction in section 3.A.1 thatthe

phase boundary between (�;�)-LRO and (�;�)-SRO bends downwards at �nite N with

increasing J2=J1.Analysesofthisinterm ediatephaseatJ2=J1 [11,13]showsclearevidence

ofcolum narspin-Peierlsordering[7],alsoin agreem entwith theresultsofRef[7]and section

3.C.1.An additionalinterm ediatephasewith (0;�)-SRO hasnotbeen ruled out.

It would clearly be interesting to �nd the new incom m ensurate SRO phases with un-

con�ned spinons ofthis paper in num ericalwork on m odels with N = 1,nb = 1. Our

results suggest that such phases willonly occur in m odels with a �nite J3. A num erical

analysisofthe J1-J2-J3 m odelalong the line J3 = 0:5J2 hasrecently been perform ed [12].

Forcom parison,wedisplay thelargeN resultsforthesem odelsin Fig 4.Asin Fig 4,these

investigators[12]�nd correlationsat(�;�)atsm allJ 2=J1 and at(0;�)atlargeJ2=J1.Their

resultsatinterm ediateJ2=J1 areinconclusivebutsuggestiveofa (�;q)phase.A system atic

analysisto resolvethisissueand to distinguish SRO from LRO would beuseful.

4. T he t-J M odel

Thissection willextend ourresultsto a lim ited classofdoped AFM s.These aredescribed

by the t-J m odels in which electrons hop with m atrix elem ent t,have a nearest-neighbor

antiferrom agneticexchangeJ,and haverestrictionson theiroccupation num berateach site
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due to the strong Coulom b interactions. Ideally one would like to dope AFM swhich have

spinsin therepresentationsexam ined above,i.e.transform ingunderthesym m etricproduct

ofnb fundam entalsofSp(N ),and take the large N lim itwith nb=N constant. Param eters

can then bechosen toobtain theexperim entally observed [2]N�eelLRO statein theundoped

lim it.Thesem odelsrequiretheintroduction ofbosonsb� carrying Sp(N )spin,and spinless

ferm ionsto representtheholes[26].ThePauliexclusion principlenow restrictsthedensity

offerm ionsto beorder1 and itappearsthata sim plelarge-N lim itdoesnotexist.

W eexam ineherethedoping ofAFM swhich havespinstransform ing undertheantisym -

m etricproductofm fundam entalsofSp(N )(thisrepresentation isnotirreducible);thelarge

N lim itwillbe taken with m =N constant. Such spins are m ostconveniently described by

introducing ferm ionsf� transform ing underthefundam entalofSp(N ).The holesarenow

represented by spinlessbosonsb.Thephysical‘electron’istherefore

c
�
i = f

�
i b

y

i (46)

Thelocalconstraintofthet-J m odelis

f
y

i�f
�
i + b

y

ibi= m (47)

forevery site i. W e willfocusexclusively on the case in which the statesare half�lled at

zero doping:m = N .Thisapproach isan adaptation ofthelargeN lim itsofRef[32,33]for

SU(N )t-J m odels.UnliketheSU(N )case,thestateson each sitedonotform an irreducible

representation ofSp(N )atzero doping.Two ferm ionscan com bineto form on-sitesinglets

J ��f
y

i�f
y

i�. There is,however,no energy gained out ofform ing such states;they in fact

reducetheability ofthesiteto form energetically favorablesingletbondswith othersites.

For undoped AFM s with exchange interactions ofthe type (8),the large N lim it can

be taken following the SU(N ) case. Forweak frustration [34]the ground states are fully
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dim erized into pairsofsitesform ing singletbonds.(NotethatthebosoniclargeN theories

ofSection 3 also giveonly dim erized ground statesin thelim itoflargeN =nb fornb odd:see

Figs1,3,4.) N�eel-type stateswhich are im portantforN = 1 are notfound. Howeverat

large dopings,the presentlarge-N o�ersa naturalway ofdescribing m etallic stateswith a

Ferm isurfacesatisfying Luttinger’stheorem ,theexistenceofwhich appearsto besuggested

by som e experim ents on the high-Tc m aterials [35]. Thus the following calculation,while

probably notexperim entally relevantatsm alldoping,m ightcapture thecorrectphysicsat

m oderateand largedopings.

W ewillconsiderthefollowing Ham iltonian

H tJ = �
t

N

X

< ij>

bif
y

i�f
�
j b

y

j �
J

N

X

< ij>

�

J ��
f
y

i�f
y

j�

��

J
�f
�
jf




i

�

+
X

i

�i

�

f
y

i�f
�
i + b

y

ibi� N
�

+ �
X

i

�

b
y

ibi� N �
�

(48)

Thelasttwo term senforcethelocalconstraint(47)and �x theaverageholedensity atN �.

Here we willfocus exclusively on the N = 1 lim it at zero tem perature. This requires a

com pletecondensation ofthebbosonshbii=
p
N �bi and introduction ofthelink-�eld

� ij =
1

N

D

J ��
f
y

i�f
y

j�

E

(49)

which perform sthe Hubbard-Stratanovich decom position ofthe exchange interaction. W e

note that this decoupling is very sim ilar to that perform ed in Refs [16]; in the present

calculation howeveritisuniquely enforced by the large N lim it. Asin Ref[16],atT = 0,

oursolutionshave�bi 6= 0 (for� 6= 0)and � ij 6= 0 which describe a superconducting state.

W ehave exam ined m ean-�eld equationsnum erically with two sitesperunitcell(with both

the2� 1and
p
2�

p
2unitcells)and determ ined theglobalground statesoverthism anifold.

The resultsare sum m arized in Fig 5. A large partofthe phase diagram in factturnsout
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to have a unitcellofjustone site. In thiscase�bi =
p
�,� i;i+ x̂ � � x,� i;i+ ŷ � � y and the

quasi-particleenergy spectrum �k is

�k =
h

(�� 2t�(coskx + cosky))
2 + 4J2j� x coskx + � y coskyj

2
i
1=2

(50)

W e�nd 4 di�erenttypesofsuperconducting stateswhich aredescribed below.W ith the

exception ofthe�rstphasewhich hascoexistingspin-Peierlsorder,allphasesarecom bination

ofextended s (s�)and d wavepairing with no on-sitepairing.

(i)Coexistenceofspin-Peierlsorderand superconductivity:Thisphaseoccursforsm alltor

sm all�and hasa 2� 1 unitcellwith thespatialdistribution ofthe� ij shown in Fig 5.All

three � 1;� 2;� 3 cannotbe m ade realin any gauge so thisphase also breakstim e-reversal

invariance.Att= 0and �arbitrary,or�= 0and tarbitrary,wehave� 1 6= 0,� 2 = � 3 = 0:

thesystem isnow a fully dim erized insulator.Thequasi-particlespectrum isfound to have

a gap overtheentireBrillouin zone.Thisistheonly phasewhich hasa unitcelllargerthan

onesite.

(ii) s� + id-wave superconductor: Occurs around t=J � 1 and � � 0:5 and has � x =

ei�� y where thephase � variessm oothly with t=J and �.Such a statehasbeen considered

previously by Kotliar [36]. The quasi-particle spectrum is fully gapped and tim e-reversal

sym m etry isbroken.

(iii)d-wavesuperconductor:Thisphaseoccursform oderateand larget=J atsm all�and has

� x = �� y and hasbeen considered previously by Kotliarand Liu [37]. The quasi-particle

gap vanishesat4 isolated points(�k0;�k0)in theBrilluoin zone.

(iv)s�-wavesuperconductor:Finally forlarge�weobtain an extended s-wavesolution with

no on-site pairing which has� x = � y. There isagain a fully gapped excitation spectrum ;

forlarget�=J,thegap vanishesast�exp(�ct�=J)wherecisa constantoforderunity.

Finally weaddresstheissueofthestability ofthephasesdiscussed abovetowardsphase
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separation. A realistic m odelofthe high-Tc m aterials should also include the long-range

Coulom b interactions between the electrons and between the rare-earth ionsand the elec-

trons.Theseinteractionswillreduceany tendency towardsphaseseparation.Itisneverthe-

lessinteresting to exam ine thisissue forH tJ alone. The resultsofa M axwellconstruction

on the energy-versus-doping curve are shown in Fig 5. The region below the dotted line

is susceptible to separation into an insulating antiferrom agnetwith � = 0 and a hole-rich

phasewith �on thedotted line.Theboundarytowardsphaseseparation approaches�= 0as

t=J ! 1 ,in agreem entwith Ref[38].Howeveratsm allvaluesoft=J,in particularatt= 0,

we �nd no phase separation,unlike Em ery et. al.[38].The absence ofphase separation at

t= 0 in the present calculation is due to the extra stability acquired at large N by fully

dim erized solutionswith every sitelessthan half-�lled.

5. C onclusions

This paperhas presented details on the application ofa new large N expansion based on

the sym plectic groups Sp(N ) which was introduced recently [10]. These groups naturally

generalize to allvaluesofN thephysicsofSU(2)�= Sp(1)antiferrom agnetism :the pairing

ofspinswith oppositedirectionsin spin space.They lead to a particularly appealing treat-

m entoffrustrated antiferrom agnetswith allantiferrom agneticexchangeinteractionstreated

dem ocratically.ThelargeN lim itwastaken by placingspinson each sitewhich transform as

nb sym m etricproductson thefundam entalofSp(N ),and �xing nb=N atan arbitrary value

(nb = 2S for SU(2)). For large nb=N the ground states becom e identicalto the classical

solutionsand possessm agnetic long range order(LRO).Upon reducing nb=N allthe LRO

statesundercontinuoustransition to shortrangeordered (SRO)stateswhosepropertiesare

closely connected to the LRO states. In particularforthe square lattice m odelwith �rst,
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second,and third neighbor interactions (Figs 1,2,3,4) we found two distinct classes of

states:

(i) LRO states with com m ensurate,collinear order led at sm aller values ofnb=N to SRO

stateswith a gap to allexcitations,spinons con�ned by a com pactU(1)gauge force,and

spin-Peierlsorvalence-bond-solid ordercontrolled by thevalueofnb (m od 4).

(ii)LRO stateswith incom m ensurate,coplanarorderled atsm allervaluesofnb=N to SRO

stateswith a gap to allexcitations,uncon�ned spinonsand no spin-Peierlsorder.A charge

�2scalarinaHiggsphasewasresponsibleforliberatingthespinons[19].Theseincom m ensu-

rateSRO statesappearto contradictthe‘fractionalquantization principle’ofLaughlin [21].

Thisprincipleassertsthatspin-1/2excitationsofanon-degenerate‘spin-liquid’ground state

m ust interact with a gauge force which endows them with fractionalstatistics. The SRO

statesfound in thispaperhavea two-fold degeneracy butthiscan easily belifted by adding

sm allexplicitsym m etry breaking term sto H A F (thiscan bedoneforthe(q;�)-SRO phase

by m odifying J3 on justthex-directed links,and forthe(q;q)-SRO phaseby changing J2 on

thelinksin the(1;1)direction).Them odi�ed m odelnow hasanon-degenerateground state,

no gapless excitations,and uncon�ned spin-1/2 spinon excitations with bosonic statistics,

contradicting Ref[21].

Additionalinterm ediatephasesbetween theHiggsand con�nem entSRO phasesarepossible

and arepresently underinvestigation.No chirally ordered [8]orspin-nem atic[9]stateswere

found.

An initialdiscussion oftheapplication ofthe sym plectic groupsto doped antiferrom ag-

netswasalso presented.In thiscasethey allow a naturalim plem entation ofboth antiferro-

m agneticexchange and holehopping term s,and em phasize thenaturalconnection between

antiferrom agnetism and singlet superconductive pairing [3]. In particular a study ofthe
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T = 0,N = 1 lim it ofa t� J m odelwith spins represented by ferm ions and holes by

spinless bosonsyieldssuperconducting ground states(Fig 5)in m uch the sam e m anneras

Ref[16]. Extension ofthese results to �nite tem perature and �nite N is clearly ofgreat

interestand iscurrently in progress.
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Figure 1: Ground states ofH forJ3 = 0 as a function ofJ2=J1 and N =nb (nb = 2S for
Sp(1)� SU(2)).Thick (thin)linesdenote�rst(second)ordertransitionsatN = 1 .Phases
are identi�ed by the wavevectors atwhich they have m agnetic long-range-order(LRO)or
short-range-order(SRO).The linkswith Q p 6= 0 in each SRO phase are shown. The large
N =nb,large J2=J1 phase hasthe two sublatticesdecoupled atN = 1 ;each sublattice has
N�eel-type SRO.Spin-Peierls order at�nite N forodd nb is illustrated by the thick,thin
and dotted lines.The(�;�)-SRO and the\decoupled" stateshaveline-type[7]spin-Peierls
orderfornb = 2(m od 4)and areVBS fornb = 0(m od 4).The(0;�)-SRO stateisa VBS for
alleven nb.
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Figure 2: As in Fig 1 but as a function ofJ2=J1 and J3=J1 for (a) N =nb = 1 and (b)
N =nb = 5. The inset in (a) shows the region at the tip ofthe arrow m agni�ed by 20: a
direct�rst-ordertransition from (�;�)-LRO to (0;�)-LRO occursup to J 3=J1 = 0:005.
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Figure3: Asin Fig 1 butforJ3=J1 = 0:35.
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Figure4: Asin Fig 1 butforJ3=J2 = 0:5.
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Figure5: Ground stateofthet� J m odelH tJ atN = 1 asa function oft=J and thehole
concentration �. Allphasesexcepton the linest= 0 and � = 0 are superconducting. The
region below the dotted line issusceptible to separation into an insulating antiferrom agnet
with � = 0 and a hole-rich phase with � on the dotted line. The boundary towardsphase
separation approaches�= 0 ast=J ! 1
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