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1. Introduction

Spurred by the discovery of high tem perature superconductivity [I], the last few years have
Seen Intense activity in the sub fct of two-din ensional quantum antiferrom agnets. In par-
ticular, much attention has been focussed upon understanding the structure of quantum
disordered phases of such antiferrom agnets P] and their possble relationship to high tem -
perature superconductivity B]. Large N expansions B] on unfrustrated antiferrom agnets
found colum nar spin-Peferls order in the disordered state for halfinteger spins [, 4§, 7].
\Chiral" B] and \spin-nem atic" [3] states are am ong the new structures that have been
proposed as ground states of frustrated quantum antiferrom agnets.

T his paper presents details of a new system atic analytic technigque for frustrated and
doped antiferrom agnets @FM s) which has been proposed recently {[(]. The m ethod relies
on a largeN expansion based upon m odelsw ith sym plectic symm etry Sp® )). Them ethod
is applied in this paper to two m odels:

(1) A square httice AFM wih rst, second and third neighbor antiferrom agnetic coupling
—the J;-J,-J; model Thism odel hasbeen studied elsew here by num erical {1, 12], series-
expansion [[3], and m ean— eld [4]m ethods; we w ill com pare our results w ith these studies
later. A particular strength of our approach is that it m akes the connection between the
structure of the known classically ordered phases and the quantum disordered phases espe-
cially clear. Tt will also clarify the appearance of \order-from disorder" {1§] from quantum
uctuations for m odels which are classically disordered. W e will nd new quantum disor-
dered phases which have uncon ned bosonic spin-1/2 spinon excitations.
(i1) The square latticet J model. W ewillpresent initial results in themean edN =1
Imit at T = 0. We nd superconducting ground states sin ilar In structure to those of

Ref [L4].



W e begin by m otivating the use of a sym plectic large N expansion for frustrated AFM s.
Previous large N m ethods have been based on the SU (N ) generalization of the SU (2)
AFM H,§,7]and have been restricted to unfrustrated AFM sw ith a two sublattice structure
(labeled A B ) for reasons we now explore. \Spins" are placed on sublattice A formm ing an
irreducble representation of SU (N ) while those on B form the conjigate representation.
Thus eg. totally symm etric representations on sublattice A can be can be formed ] by
placing ny, bosons created by b/ where = 1:::N and i2 A; theb bosons transfom
under the flindam ental representation of SU N ). The conjugate representation is placed
on sublattice B by ny bosons created by b;’ for 2 B; theb bosons transform under the
representation conjugate to the findam ental. The use of conjugate representations ensures
a natural pairing betw een directions in soin space on the two sublattices. The only possbl
coupling between sites on opposite sublattices which is mvariant under SU (N ) and bilinear
in the spin operators is
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ForSU (2) this reduces to theusualS; $§plusa constant). In theclassicallimit n, ! 1)
this coupling w ill induce a N eel ground state
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In a system wih strong quantum uctuations, this coupling tries to m axin ize the number
of valence bonds
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between pairs of sites on opposite sublattices. T he only bilinear coupling between sites on

the sam e sublattice is the Yerrom agnetic’ coupling
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which dem ands that the spins on sites i and i point in the sam e direction. R eversing the sign
of this tem w ill favor states in which the spins point In any two unequal directions; this is
quite di erent from the antiferrom agnetic coupling which explicitly pairs directions in spin
goace. Interactions between sites on the sam e and opposite lattices are thus nequivalent
and there isno naturalway of ntroducing a dem ocratic antiferrom agnetic coupling betw een
any two sites. Only for SU (2) do the ferrom agnetic and antiferrom agnetic couplings above
becom e equivalent.
A proper description ofa frustrated AFM therefore requires that all the spins transform

under the sam e representation of a group, and that two soins can combine to form a singlet.
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For SU (2) we can write b " b " = " and ""# = 1); the boson annihilation

operators on all the sites now have an upper index. Singlt bonds " Ob‘i’ b;’ 0 can now be

fom ed between any two sites. T his structure has a natural generalization to the sym plectic

groups SpWMN ) orallN . These are the groups of 2N 2N unitary m atrices U such that

ulgu=yg o)
w here 0 1
1
B 1 &
B
B 1
J =J =38 1 ©)
B
B
E C
A

is the generalization ofthe " tensor (nhote Sp(l) = SU (2)). This tensor can be used to raise
or lower indices on other tensors; all representations are therefore selfconjigate. \Spins"
can be created on each site by np bosonsk where = 1:::2N . Theb,; bosons transform as
the findam ental representation of Sp N ); the \gpins" on the lattice therefore belong to the

sym m etric product of ny, findam entals, which is also an irreducible representation. Valnoe



bonds
J B o)
can be form ed between any two sites; this operator is a singlet under Sp N ) because of ).

A n antiferrom agnetic coupling should m axin ize the num ber of such bondsbetween two sites;

we w il therefore consider m odels described by the follow ing H am iltonian

q

Hap = XN—jJ b, J bb ®)
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where i; j run over the sites of an arbitrary lattice, and J;; are antiferrom agnetic exchange
oconstants. W e recall the constraint
B b =ny ©)
which must be inposed at every site. For the group Sp (1) this generates states w ith spin
S = ny=2 at every site.
W e now summ arize the results obtained in our study ofH pr for them odelw ith nearest
(J1), seond (J2) and third (J3) neighbor interactions on the square lattice. The large N

lin it was taken w ith the ratio n,=N xed; the resuls depend strongly on the value ofn,=N .

The phases ound Figsi, 2,3, '4) can be ssparated into two distinct types:

1. Com m ensurate, collinear phases

These are closely related to those found in unfrustrated SU N ) AFM s [§, 7]. For large
valies of ny=N these states have m agnetic long range order (LRO ) with the soins polarized
parallel or antiparallel to each other. Upon reducing ny=N a transition eventually occurs
to a corresponding short range ordered (SRO ) phass, wih a nite spin—correlation length.
A llthe SRO phases are described at long distances and long tin es by the follow ng e ective

action when the correlation length is not too sn all:
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where istheM atsubara tin e, c is the sopin-wave velocity, ~= c , and runsover x;y;~.
Spatial anisotropy can be also be present but has been neglected for sim plicity. T he action
describes a complx eld z which transform s under the findam ental of SpM ) and has
a U (1) charge + 1; this eld is related to the lattice boson b , although the form of the
relationship varies In di erent phases. The U (1) gauge eld A is related to the phases of
certain link-variables, and the gauge symm etry is com pact. In the SRO phass, the m ass
is nite and is proportional to the inverse soin-correlation length. The com pact U (1) gauge
eld leads to con nem ent ofthe z quanta and B erry phases of its instantons m onopoles) |§:]
induce spin-Peierls order for special values of ny, []]. The LRO phase is reached when
vanishes and z quanta condense in the kg = 0 state {[1]. To characterize the LRO phasesby
a gauge-invariant order param eter, we consider the expectation value of the yoin’ operators

D E
Sa= z S,z (S, is a generator of Sp (N )) across the transition. In the SRO phase these

a

vanish asa result ofSp (N ) nvariance. In the LRO phase, the orderparam eterm anifold, M
willbe given by Sp N ) m odulo the subgroup which lave the s, Invariant. Any orientation
of the z condensate can be rotated by Sp® ) transform ations such thathz i= z . Now
the s, are nvariant under the group SpMN 1) acting on com ponents > 2. An additional

factor of U (1) is obtained from the symm etry associated w ith rotations about the %’ axis in
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the = 1;2 subspace underwhich z* ! z'e' and z z’e * . W e have therefore

M oon = 5pi) 1)

U@ spN 1)

in direct analogy with U N )=@U (1) UN 1))= CPY ! fortheSU N ) models [§,18]; or
N = lwerecover CP ! (the unit sphere, S?). The transition from LRO to SRO is expected
to be described by a non-linear sigma WL ) modelon M . Wenotethat M 1) = 2,
the group of Integers, so that topologically stable point defects in spacetin e (hedgehogs)

exist orallN when the spatialdin ension d= 2, while ;= 0 so there are no line defects.



2. Incom m ensurate phases

Frustration Induces phases wih LRO and SRO in incomm ensurate helical spin con gura—
tions. A 1l of the phases found favor planar arrangem ent of soins and there is no \chiral"
order. In regions not too far from a com m ensurate phase these states are described at long

distances and long tin es by the follow ing e ective action:

7 7 ( 1] ) # )
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The new feature is the presence of a charge 2 two-component scalar ¥ = ( ,; ) related
to lattice Iink elds which nduce Incom m ensurate order. The coupling between the z and
~ is the sin plest one consistent w ith global Sp M ) symm etry and is U (1) gauge invariant
due to the antisym m etry ofJ (a coupling w ith no gradients ofthe form ~J z z vanishes
dentically). The potentialV (V) is Induced by short wavelength uctuations; In the inocom -
m ensurate phasesV (¥) willhave m inin a at a non—zero value of ~ leading to a H iggs phase
w ih v.E & 0. A llofphases found in thispaper have at least two gauge nequivalent m Inin a
related to each otherby a square lattice sym m etry; this leads to a two—fold degeneracy which
can only be lifted by explicitly breaking the square lattice symmetry In Har . Them nina
are also such that h yiand h (i can sinultaneously be m ade real in a suitabl gauge. In
such a gauge we see from Egqn (12) that the m inin a of the dispersion of the z quanta are
at wavevectors kg = gh 4i;h (i)=2. For nite this leads to lncomm ensurate SRO .
The z quanta have unit charge and w ill therefore be uncon ned f19] in this H iggs phase:
these SRO phases therefore possess uncon ned bosonic spinons which transform under the
fundam ental of SpM ) P0] for all values of the on-site Ypin’ n,. Th m odels which have the

two—fold degeneracy liffted by an all explicit sym m etry breaking term s in H p» these resuls

appear to contradict the Yractionalquantization princip®’ of Laughlin R1]1.As ! 0,thez



quanta w ill condense at ky lrading to lncom m ensurate LRO . T he orderparam eter m anifold

is now

SpMN )
M honcon = 13
"z, spw 1) )

because the U (1) Invariance about the %’ axis has now been reduced to Z, as the spins
are no longer collinear. This generalizes the resul forN = 1, SO (3) = SU 2)=Z, pointed
out previously -Q:Z, :'2:3] ForM ponconir 2 = 0 but ; = Z,, so there are line defects In
soacetin e (vortex worldlines) ford = 2 in this case. Instantons and vortices are suppressed
In the Higgs phass, so their Berry phases are not expected to lad to soin-Peierls order.
H owever the Berry phases could Induce additional interm ediate phases between the H iggs
and con nem ent phases: thiswillbe brie y discussed later.

T he sym plectic groups also have interesting applications to doped AFM s as described
eg. byat J model. In such a model, the hopping temm transfers spin from site to site
and so ressmbles the ferrom agnetic coupling (4). Thus in SU (N ) m odels w ith conjigate
representations on neighboring sites there is no sinpl SU (N )-nvariant hopping tem for
N > 2; if nstead one choses all sites w ith the sam e representation, hopping can be inclided
but not antiferrom agnetic exchange. O ur sym plectic approach allow s lnclusion of both ex—
change and hopping for allN . In particular, using fem ions with Sp N ) indices for spins
and bosons for hols, the lJarge N lin it jisti es the decoupling of Ref [16] and produces
superconductivity; phase ssparation into an nsulating AFM and holerich superconductor
is also present. D etails of this analysisat N = 1 and zero tem perature are presented n
Section 4.

T he outline of the rest of this paper is as ollow s. In Section 2 we Introduce the general
form alisn of the SpMN ) large N lim it for frustrated AFM s. Section 3 presents detailed

resuls on the J;-J,-J3; m odel. F inally Section 4 discusses Iniial results on the tJ m odel



2. Frustrated A ntiferrom agnets

W e begin by setting up the general fram ew ork for the lJargeN expansion of antiferrom agnets
with Ham itonian Har Eqn §)). The largeN lim it istaken with ny=N xed to an arbitrary
value. D gpending upon the values ofthe J;; and ofny=N , the ground state ofH o m ay either
break global SpMN ) symm etry and possess m agnetic long-range-order (LRO) orbe SpN )
Invariant w ith only short-range m agnetic order (SRO ). The structure of the largeN Iim it
is very sin ilar to the SU MV ) case, and has been discussed extensively before {§, 7] for the
SRO states. W e will therefore present details m ainly in the LRO phases. The large N

Iim it for these states is m ost conveniently taken by adapting the m ethod of Brezin and

Zinn-Justin P4]. W e begin by itroducing the param etrization

" Nx, "
Bi”
W e have Introduced a natural double-index notation fm; )wihm = 1:::N and
=";#. Theindexm = 2;:::N . Thex eld hasbeen introduced to allow for a non-zero
condensate i) 1= P N Ix,;wewillonly considermodels in which the condensate in the
LRO phase can be transform ed by a uniform globalSp (N ) rotation into this form . W e insert

@4) into H 4 , decouple the quartic temm s by Hubbard-Stratanovich elds Q 5, and enforce

the constraints by the Largrange multipliers ;. Thisyields

X X '
Hyr = N Jij :Qijjz J5Q 3" o NXin0+ Bf B;r Coy H.c.
i>j 3 \
X X '
+ s Ny, f+ BB n (15)
i m

The largeN lim it isobtained by integrating overthe2(N 1) B elds. The resulting e ective
action, expressed in tetm softhe Q 45, ; and x; elds, willhave a prefactor ofN (and som e
tem s of order 1 which are sub-dom inant) and is therefore well approxin ated by its saddle-

point valuie. The Q; ;x elds are expected to be tim e-independent at the saddlepoint



and this is in plicitly assum ed in the ollow Ing. The finctional integral over the b requires
know ledge of the eigenm odes of H y ¢ . This can be done along standard lines: we rst solve

the elgenvalue equation
X
Ui JQVy = Uy
J
Jj_jQ j_jUj_ jVj = ! Vj (16)

X
i

forthe Ng = number of sites In the systam ) positive eigenvalies ! and the corresponding

eigenvectors U; ;V5 ). The bosonic eigenoperators ™

"= U, B SRR A < AP @7

Bo= Ut ey Y 18)

C onsistency of these relations im poses certain orthogonality requirem entson ({U;V ). It can

be shown using Eqn (1§) that these can alwaysbe satis ed. F inally the ground state energy,

Eur OfHy ¢ isshown to be

Eur X 2 0 X Np : X
= Jij:Qijj Jj_ij_j" 0X; X + H.c. s 1+ — }(lj2 + ' ©Q;)

>3 i

19)
In the last tetm we have em phasized that the ! depend upon Q; . Finding the ground
state of H pr In the large N Iin it is now reduced to the problm ofm Inin izing Ey » with
respect to the Independent variables Q ;4, x; with the ; chosen such that the constraints

CEy p
@

=0 (20)

are always satis ed. It is lnstructive to exam ine the equations ocbtained by dem anding

stationarity of Ey r W XL X; :

X 0
"o le le] + Xy = 0 (21)
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T his equation has two possible solutions: (i) x; = 0: this gives the SRO phases (ii) x; € O:
com paring Eqn 1) wih Eqn (L6) we see that this condition is equivalent to dem anding
that Eqn (1§) possess at Jeast one zero eigenvalue. For nite ny, thiswillonly occur in the
Imi Ny ! 1 , and implies the existence of gapless excitations. These are the G oldstone
m odes associated w ith the Sp N ) symm etry breaking.

W e now exam ne the lJarge n,=N lin it of Hy ¢ ; it is easy to show that Q i i npg=N

q -
while x; ny=N . From Eqn {19) we observe that the sum over ! can be neglected and

for brgen,=N , Ey r reduces to

X
0
JijQij" 0X; Xy + H.c. i
>3 i

Ny .
— . 22
S *, 5 22)

Them Inim zation of E; . w rt. Qi can now be easily carrded out and the problem reduces
to that of nding the classical ground state ofH 57 . Thusthe large ny,=N I it ofthe present
large N equations is equivalent to the classical lin it which mvolvesn, ! 1 at xed N .
T he fact that these two lim its com m ute gives us further con dence on the ussfilness of the
present large N procedure.

Finally we indicate how this form alisn can be used to evaliate the spin-sti ness of the
LRO phases in the JargeN Iim it. O ne takes values ofx; which m nin ize Ey r and perfom s
a slow Iy varying rotation:

a o~ ' 0

X; ! exp i > K Ry X4 23)
0

where n isthe direction in spin-goace about w hich the rotation hasbeen perfomm ed, ~ are the
Paulim atrices, and K is a an allwavevector. W e insert this value of x; In Ey ¢ , ram inin ize
w rkt. the Qi; while m aintaining the constraints and determ ine the change in energy E y r

foran allk. W e expect In general

EMF=%- @k k + 24)

11



The coe cient isthe soin-sti ness tensor of the LRO phase about the direction n.

3. The J;-J,-Jd3 M odel

W enow apply the form alisn developed In the previous section to a frustrated antiferrom agnet
on the square lattice with st (1), second (J,) and third (J3) neighbor interactions. This
m odel has been exam ined by num erical {11, 12], series 3] and m ean—- eld [14] m ethods In
the literature; their results w illbe com pared w ith ours in section 3D .W ebegin by presenting
the results ofthe N = 1 mean eld theory (section 3A).The e ective actions controlling
the long-wavelength, long-tine uctuations at nie N will be considered in section 3B.

Berry phases and the soin-P elerls order they induce w illbe disussed In section 3C .

3A M ean Field Theory

Theenergy Ey r forthism odelwasm inim ized overall eldsQ ;5 and ; which were periodic
wih a p§ pE unit cell. A1l of the globalm nin a found in fact tumed out to have a
periodicity w ith one site per unit cell: we w ill therefore restrict our analysis to this sin pler
Iim it. In addition, full wavevectordependent stability m atrices involving quadratic uctua-
tions of Ey ¢ on them anifold speci ed by Eqn ©@0) were evaluated at representative points,
and all eigenvalues found to be positive. T his gives us reasonabl con dence that the states
described below are In fact the globalm inina ofEy ¢ .

W ih one site per uni cell, the link variational param eters are the nearest neighbor

elds Q 1,470 1,y, the diagonal 2nd neighbor elds Q 2,1 x7Q 2,y x and the 3rd neighbor elds

Q379 3;y - The bosonic eigenm odes can be calculated exactly and we nd the eigenenergies:

1=2

by = 2 4ﬁkj2

Ak = Jl (Ql,'xszlnkx+ Ql;y Sjnky)+ J2 (QZ;y+ijn(ky+ kx)+ Q2;y xsm(ky kx))

12



+ J3 Q3x sin @ky) + Q 35 sin 2ky)) @5)

T he wavevector k extends over the st Brillbuin zone of the square lattice.
Our results or J; = 0 are summ arized in Fig 1i. W e begi by discussing the structure of

the ground stateat N = 1 . W e nd 3 distinct types of phases:
1..(7)

These stateshave Q1x = Q1 6 0,Q2y+x = Q2 x = Q3x = Q3 = 0 and are the analogs
of the states found In SU N ) system s. Inserting these values Into Egn (-_2:5) we see that !
has ftsmnina at (=2; =2): this in plies that the soin-soin correlation function, which

Involves the product of two bosonic pair correlation fiinctions f4],wjllhave apeak at (; ).

Wehave a statewih x; € 0 LRO) rN=n, < 25 and the coresponding SRO state for
N=n, > 2:5. The boundary between LRO and SRO is independent of J,=J;, but this is
surely an artifact of the large N lim it. Finite N uctuations should be stronger as J,=J;
Increases, causing the boundary to bend a little downwards to the right. W hile properties
of these states can be calculated num erically for all values of J,=J; and N =n,, we tabulate
a few analytic results for the LRO phase In an expansion in powers of N =n,. The ground
state energy is

n
Eyr = NNg - 20, + 41 I;)J + (26)

N
Np
where I; = 0:84205 is cbtained from an integral over the B rillouin zone. T he soin-sti ness
for spin rotations about an axis perpendicular to the N eel axis is found to be

2

N
J 20+ @B 1) J@OG+IL, 2)] — + 7)
Np

oy M
N

N

wih I, = 1:39320.

13



2. (;0)or ©;)

The (0; ) stateshave Q 1x = 0,Q1 6 0,Q2,1x = Q2 x 6 0, and Q35 = Q3 = 0 and
occurw ith LRO and SRO . The degenerate ( ;0) state is cbtained w ith them appingx $ vy.
For J,=J; > 1=2, the classical lim i, has independent Neel order on each of the A and B
sublattices; quantum uctuations, which are autom atically included In the present approach,
cause the N eel order param eters to align (\order from disorder") leading to the LRO states.
To understand the nature of the transition between LRO at (; ) to LRO at ( ;0) or O; )

we need the energy and sti ness of the latter states for an allN=n,. W e nd

2

n N
Eyr = NN, N Ji+ 20, + QI+ 43, 4J3.13) — + @8)
Np

where I3 is a Brillouin zone integralwhose value depends upon J,=J;; we willonly need its
value at J,=J; = 0:5: I3 = 0:88241. The sti nessofthe (0; ) state issoft at analln,=N for

w avevectors In the x-direction:

2
2, Ht20,0+ T 2+ @ 1] N 4 29)
Ny

Np
XX N N_

NI

where I;; Is are B rilloudn zone integrals dependent upon J,=J; . Again we w illonly need their
values at J,=J; = 05 which are I, = 128576 and Is = 0:32767. Com paring Eqns €8) and

@8) we see that the energies of the ( ; )-LRO and (0; )-LRO states becom e equalat

1 N
J,=J; —+ 008072 — + (30)
2 Ny

At this value of J,=J; the sti ness ofthe ( ; ) state is found to be

Np
(; )= 01949N N + (31)
while the sti ness of the (0; ) state is
Ny
«x (0; )= 02446N N + (32)

14



T hus both sti nesses are positive and indicate that the transition between the states is st
order. Note that in both sti nesses the kading N (=N )2 tem is absent; these sti nesses
thus vanish classically and have appeared directly as a result of quantum uctuatjons|

another exam ple of \order from disorder". These results contradict argum ents in Ref. R3]
that another Yoin liquid’ phase exists at arbitrarily sm allN =ny, near J,=J; = 05. W hikewe
agree that quantum uctuations are very in portant in a ‘fan’ em anating from J,=J; = 035,
N =n, = 0, we have found that these uctuations jist reinforce the classical order. At larger
values of N =n, we have a continuous @t N = 1 ) transition to the (0; )-SRO or ( ;0)-8RO

state. T he transition between this state and ( ; )-SRO ram ains rstorder.

3. \D ecoupled"

For J,=J; and N =n,, both large, we have a \decoupled" statewih Q,,+x = Q2 x 6 0 and
Q1= Q3= 0. In this case Q, is non-zero only for sites on the sam e sublattice. The two
sublattices have Neeltype SRO which willbe coupled by niteN uctuations. TheN = 1
state does not break any lattice symm etry.

1
[

Wenow tumto J; 6 0 Figs?Z,3,4), wherewe nd a new class of phases:

4. Incom m ensurate phases

Tt isknown that for nite Js, the classicalm agnet has phases w ith incom m ensurate helical
(coplanar) order [13]. Our phase diagram for a snall value of N=n, N=n, = 1, Fig Za)
is sim ilar to the classical one. A 1l of the LRO phases undergo continuous transitions to
SRO with the sam e spatial distribution of the Q , and the accom panying broken rotational
symm etry of the Jattice. These SRO phases are shown In Fig Zb. The two new classes
of phases which did not appear at J;3 = 0 are: (i) (7 ) phasesswih Q 1x 6 Qq,, 6 O,

Qomiy = Qo2y x 6 0,Q3x 6 0 and Q3, = 0; the degenerate ( ;9 helix is ocbtained

15



by themapping x $ y. (i) (@q phaseswih Q14 = Q1,6 0,Q2x+y 6 0,Q2;5 x = 0,
Q3x = Q3,6 0;thisisdegeneratewith (g; q) phasesP6]. T hew avevector g varies sn oothly
from 0 to and is detem ined by doubling the wavevector at which ! , has a m lnimum ;
it is continuous across second-order phase boundaries Fig Eza) . In contrast to the classical
lim it 13], ©rN =n, nite it requiresa nite J3 to induce helicalorder; the rst order transition
from (; )to (;0) orderpersists foran alld ;3 asshown in the jnsetofFngZa. T his suggests
that quantum uctuations induce an e ective ferrom agnetic J; in them odelw ith bare J; = 0;
a nie bare antiferrom agnetic J; is required to com pensate for this.

The broken discrete symm etries In states with SRO at (0; ) and (g; ) are dentical:
both are two-fold degenerate due to a breaking of the x $ y symmetry. The states are
only distinguished by a non—zero valie of Q3 In the (g; ) phase and the acoom panying
ncom m ensurate correlations in the soin-soin correlation finctions. However Q 3 is gauge—
dependent and so som ew hat unphysical as an order param eter. In the absence ofany further

uctuation-driven lattice symm etry breaking (see below ), the transition between SRO at
0; ) and (g; ) isan exam pk ofa disorder line 7}]; these are lines at which incom m ensurate
ocorrelations rst tum on.

Fig 3 shows the transition from LRO to SRO as a function of N=n,, for J; = 035J;.
Sin ilar transitions also appear n Fig 4 which has J; = J,=2. There are several notablke
features of these two phase diagram s:

(1) An Interm ediate state n which Sp M ) symm etry isonly partially restored (spin-nem atic {))
doesnot appear in the largeN Iim it. W e expect the transition from (g;q)-LRO to (@;q)-SRO
tobedescribed by aN L modelon them anifoldM ,oncon- A d= 1+ expansion ofa sim ilar
N L model 8] orN = 1 hasbeen recently carried out and does not show any tendency

tow ards such ordering.
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(i1)The Q variables can allbe chosen realin all the phases, indicating the absence of \chi-
ral" B]order.

(iii) The com m ensurate states squeeze out the lncom m ensurate phases as N =n,, increases In
both phase diagram s. W e expect that this suppression of incom m ensurate order by quantum

uctuations is a general feature of frustrated AFM s.

3B Fluctuations — long wavelength e ective actions

This section will exam ine the form of the e ective action controlling the long-wavelength
uctuations oftheb quanta and the Iink eldsQ,.W ewillfocusm ainly on the SRO phases
In the region close to the transition to the LRO phases.

W e begin by exam ining the ( ; )-SRO phase; this phase has already been exam Ined in
considerable detail in Ref ET.] for the SU (N ) AFM ; here we adapt the results to the Sp N )
AFM .Asnoted above, this phase hasthemean eld valuesQ,x = Q1, = Q;,and !y has
mihimaat G,with G = (=2; =2). Close to the LRO phases, uctuationsoftheb will

be strong at G . W e therefore param etrize

b, ="', me® T+ @)e © F (33)

1
where ' are assum ed to have slow spatial varations. The m ost in portant com ponent of

the uctuations of the Q ;; are those of their phases. In particular, as noted in Ref [7,], the

m ean— eld theory has an unbroken gauge sym m etry; the transform ation

b ! bet (34)

where ;= 1( 1) forn, + ry, even (odd), leaves alll ;51 nvariant. A staggered com ponent
of the phases of the Q i; acts as the vector potential associated w ith this gauge sym m etry.
W e therefore w rite

Qiirg = Qr1exp (1 ;A |+ X=2)) (35)
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where again A, is slow Iy varying; a sin ilar equation holds for A, . The tin e-com ponent of

the gauge- eld is the uctuation in the Lagrange m ultiplier:

= +iA () 36)

W e now insert the ansatzes 33), B3) and {3§) into the Lagrangian L associated with Hap
and perform a gradient expansion on all the tem s. The nal result is m ost com pactly

expressed In temm s of the elds

P_
L= T )= 2
P_
2 = W . )= (37)
and has the form
7 nw ] |
7 dr d d , ,
L= = 1 d_+JA 1t 2 q 1A >+ J.F+3.F

43701 (, 2 + , ,)+J3Qqa° F+i®m | F A L, + & &, F+im

W e now introduce the elds

From Eqn (38), i is clear that the the  eldstum out to havemass + 4J:Q;, whik the
z elds have a m ass 4J,Q 1 which vanishes at the transition to the LRO phase. The

elds can therefore be safely integrated out, and L yields the follow ing e ective action, valid
at distances m uch larger than the lattice spacing:

Z a2 Z ( 2 )
r . . .
Sese= P=— d~ J@ A )z F+ —=% F ; (39)
8a o lo4
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Herec= P 8J,0:a isthe spin-wave velocity, = ( 2 16J2Q2)* isthe gap towards spinon
excitations, and A . = A =c; thisaction isofthe orm {10) quoted in the introduction. T hus,
In its nalfom , the long-wavelength theory consists ofa m assive z scalar (spinon) coupled
to a compact U (1) gauge eld.

W enow exam ne the changes in the above actionsasonem oves from the ( ; )-SRO phase
into the (g;9)-SRO phase Fig2b) (a very sin flar analysis can be perform ed at the boundary
between the (; )-SRO and the ( ;)-SR0 phases). This transition is characterized by a
continuous tuming on of non—zero valies of Q j;1 ¢+ 2, Q 1514 22 @nd Q y;54 29 . It Is easy to see

from Egn ( Z!) that these eldstransform asscalarsofcharge 2 ; under gauge transfom ation

associated with A . Performm Ing a gradient expansion upon thebosonic elds coupled to these

scalarswe nd that the Lagrangian L ofthe ( ; )-SRO phase getsm odi ed to
2 Pr
L! L+ — T4 J I , ¥ 5, + cc. (40)
a

where 5 5 T3Q 3% + J2Q 25+ x7J3Q 35y + J2Q 2,4 x) With the sites on the ends of the link

variables on sublattices A ;B . F inally, asbefore, we transform to the z; variables, integrate

out the uctuations and obtann

Z o Z ( ) )
d‘r ) . ) N N
Ser = P= d~ Jj@ Az §+ ?jz ¥+ J zf%fz +cc+V() + ::3;

41)
Here "= (75 + 75)=@J10,a) isa scalar ofcharge 2; tem s higher order in ™ have been
dropped. W e have also added a phenom enologicalpotentialV ( ) which isgenerated by short
wavelength uctuations of the b quanta. This action is of the general orm {12), and as

noted earlier, is the sin plest one consistent w ith the requirem ents of U (1)-gauge and global
D E

~

Sp N ) invariance. Th a phase w ith 6 0and real, we see from Eqn @1) that them inin um

of the dispersion of the z quanta is at a wavevector kg = ( yi;h (i)=2: this will Jead to
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incomm ensurate order. The action (1) thus dem onstrates clearly the intim ate connection
between the H iggs phenom enon and the appearance of incom m ensurate correlations.

W enow tum to the (0; )-SRO phass;wewill nd that is properties are quite sin ilar to
the ( ; )-SRO phase. W e recallthat thisphasehasthem ean— eld valuesQ .4 x = Q2y x =
Q2,Q1y = Q1 and Q1 = 0. The excitation energies !, now have minina at G with
G = (0; =2). W e therefore param etrize the b  elds as in Eqn @3), but ushg the new
value of G . This phase also has an unbroken U (1) gauge symm etry; the m ain di erence is
In the staggering pattem of the charges oftheb quanta. W ih the choice of the constants

i= 1( 1) orry, even (0odd) n Eqn 34) it iseasily veri ed that allm ean— eld expectations
D ;51 ram ain nvariant. T he phases ofthe link elds are param etrized as in Eqn @5) in tem s

ofa vectorpotential A butw ith thenew ;; the diagonallink eldshave the param etrization

Quivgrz = Qeoexp i Ay @+ y=2+ R=2) + A, (& + =2+ 2=2))] 42)

and sim ilarly for Q ;;; 9 2. The ram aining analysis is essentially identical to that for the
(; ) SRO phase and we obtaln the same nale ective action S . Egn {3:9)) wih an
additional spatial anisotropy. T he connection between the z quanta and the lattioe bosons
and between A and the phases of the link elds are now of course di erent.

The transition from (0; )-SRO to (g; )-SRO follow s the treatm ent above of the transi-
tion from (; )-SRO to (@;9)-SRO ; the nalaction for the Incom m ensurate phase has the

same orm asEqn (41).

3LC Berry Phases

For the unfrustrated SU (N ) m agnets, Berry phases associated with instanton tunneling
events had particularly strong consequences in the SRO phase [, 7l]. Very sin flar e ects
occur In the comm ensurate SRO phases of the J;-J,-J; model. W e consider the various
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This phase is essentially identicalto the SU N ) case [1]. The instantons have Berry phases
ny s =2 where = 0;1;2;3 on dual lattice points w ith (even,even), (even,odd), (cdd,odd),
(odd, ,even) co— ordinates. Condensation of the instantons lads to soin-Peierls order of
colmn (shown in Figd) or line type ot shown) forn, = 1;3 (nod 4) and 2 respectively,
or a featureless VBS state R9] forn, = 0 mod 4) , throughout the ( ; ) SRO phase. The
b quanta are con ned by the compact U (1) gauge force, w th a con nem ent length scale

determ ined by the instanton density [30].

2. \D ecoupled"

W e can apply the analysis of subsection 3C 1 to each sublattice ssparately, giving eg. for
n, = 1 mod 4) the type of spin-Pelerls correlations shown in Fig d;. There is a totalof
4 4 = 16 states for this case but coupling between the sublattices w ill reduce this to 8
states, allofone of the two types shown. T he state w ith the Yim ers’ parallel to one another
hasm ore possibilities for resonance using the J; bonds and is likely to be the ground state.

Forny,= 2 mod 4) ,therewillbe2 2=2= 2 states, and forny= 0 mod 4) , Just one.
3. ©0;)

A s In the other collinear phases, this state possesses Instantons which are the rem nants of
hedgehogs in the LRO phase. A natural location for these Instantons is at the center of the
horizontallinkswhich have Q ;,x = 0; the spinsat the ends ofthese links are ferrom agnetically
aligned and arem ost susoeptible to large defom ations. T he Berry phase fora con guration

of well separated Instanton chargesm s at co-ordinates R s can be calculated as before i}, §]
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and we nd

X X
Sg = iny, ms i)l @43)

S i

where ¢ (r;) isan angle whith windsby 2 as r; m oves around R 4, the sum over i extends
over all the sites of the lattice and ; is the staggering associated w ith the (0; ) phase ie.

;= 1( 1) forr, even (odd). The sum over i can be evaliated in a m anner sin ilar to
Ref E%]. Consider rst an isolated Instanton ofunit charge at R ; rew rite the sum m ation in

@43) as one over vertical Iinks of the square lattice:

X )
Sg = iny El[s(ri) o (T g)] (44)

The symm etry of themean— eld (0; ) state with one instanton now requires that the con—
trbution of the linksbe odd under re ection across the horizontal line running through R .
The m aprity of the links w ill cancel against their re ection partners, the only exosptions
being the links which intersect the cut in the angle eld | (r;); these will yield an additional
contrbution ofi n,. W e expect that these symm etry considerations w ill also be valid for a
con guration ofwell ssparated nstantons. C om bining the contributions ofall the instantons
we cbtain nally

Sg = inpy mg Rl 45)

where R ] is the Integer part of R,. In the SRO phase the Instantons Interact wih a
Coulombic 1=R potential; the Instanton plasn a can therefore be m apped onto a dual sine—
G ordon m odel [1] in which the instanton Berry phases appear as frustrating phaseshifts in
the argum ents of the cosine temm  [}]. Thism odelcan be analyzed in a m anner which closely
paralkelsRef []]. The B erry phases kead to condensation ofthe nstanton charges and to spin—
P elerls order of the type shown In Fjg[]; forn, odd, and a VB S state forn, even. C ombined

w ith the choice (0; ) or ( ;0) this gives degeneracies 2;4;2;4 forny, = 0;1;2;3 mod 4) .
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4. Incom m ensurate P hases

Asthe action {41) m akes clear, these phases require an additionalcharge 2 eld ~ fortheir
description. In the SRO phases, the z quanta can be integrated out and we are eft wih a
Jattice gauge theory ofa compact U (1) gauge eld and a charge 2 scalar. The scalar elds
can form vortices wih ux quantum : instantons can change this ux by 2 , so only a

Z, quantum num ber is topologically stable B1], n agreem ent w ith the analysis of the LRO

phase. Ifthe vortices proliferate it w illbe necessary to consider B erry phases associated w ith
them and the instantons to understand the SRO phase. The Pllow Ing phases can occur in
such a lattice gauge theory [19]:

(1) A Higgsphase in which the vortices and instantons are suppressed; Berry phase e ects
are therefore unin portant and this phase w illbe Insensitive to the precise value ofn,. The
b quanta carry charge 1 and are uncon ned [L3]: these are spinons transformm ing under the
fundam entalof Sp N ). No such excitations were found in the com m ensurate phases. G auge

D E
excitations have a gap controlled by the m agniude ofthe Higgs eld ~ . The lncomm en—

suration is also controlled by v.E , as hasbeen noted earlier. T here is no breaking of lattice
sym m etries beyond those found at N = 1 . However w ith periodic boundary conditions the
ground state has an additional factor of 4 degeneracy for all n,: the additional states are
obtained by changing the sign ofallQ, elds cut by a loop w rapped around the system BIL].
T his phase is expected to suxvive In our phase diagram at niteN .

(i1) A con nem ent phasew ith proliferation ofvortices and instantons, con nem ent of spinons,
and a gap towards gauge excitations controlled by the instanton density 30]. A plausbl
scenario is that this phase n fact coincides w ith the ( ; )-SRO phase and possesses spin-—

P elerls order driven by the B erry phases of instantons.

(iii) A dditional intemm ediate phases driven by the Berry phases of the nstantons and
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vortjces| this possbility is under investigation.
3D Com parison with num erical and series results

M any num erical [11] and series analyses [13] have appeared on the modelwith J; = 0 for
the spin-1/2 SU @) modelie. N = 1,n, = 1 In the notation ofthispaper. They nd (; )-
LRO at snall J,=J;, (;0)-LRO at large J,=J; and an intem ediate SRO phase around
J,=J; = 1=2. This is .n agreem ent (see F ig}) w ith our prediction in section 3A 1 that the
phase boundary between (; )-LRO and (; )-SRO bends downwards at nite N wih
increasing J,=J; . Analyses of this intem ediate phase at J,=J; [11,, 13] show s clear evidence
of colum nar spin-P ederls ordering (1], also in agreem ent w ith the results ofRef [}] and section
3C 1. An additional Interm ediate phase with (0; )-SRO has not been ruled out.

&t would clkarly be interesting to nd the new incomm ensurate SRO phases wih un—
con ned spinons of this paper n num erical work on models with N = 1, ny, = 1. Our
resuls suggest that such phases will only occur in models with a nie J;. A num erical
analysis of the J;-J,-J3; m odel along the line J; = 0:5J, has recently been performed f12].
For com parison, we digplay the large N results for thesem odels n Fig4. As in Fig 4, these
investigators [12] nd correlationsat ( ; ) atsnallJ ,=J; and at (0; ) at large J,=J;. Their
resuls at interm ediate J,=J; are lnconclusive but suggestive ofa ( ;q) phase. A system atic

analysis to resolve this issue and to distinguish SRO from LRO would be ussful

4, The t—-J M odel

T his section w ill extend our resuls to a 1im ited class of doped AFM s. These are described
by the tJ m odels In which electrons hop with m atrix elem ent t, have a nearest-neighbor

antiferrom agnetic exchange J, and have restrictions on their occupation num ber at each site
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due to the strong Coulomb interactions. Ideally one would lke to dope AFM s which have
Soins in the representations exam ned above, ie. transfom ing under the sym m etric product
of ny, findam entals of Sp M ), and take the Jarge N lim it with n,=N oconstant. P aram eters
can then be chosen to obtain the experin entally observed R1NeclLRO state in the undoped
Iim it. These m odels require the Introduction ofbosonsb carrying Sp N ) soin, and spinless
ferm dons to represent the holes P4]. The Pauli exclusion principle now restricts the density
of ferm ions to be order 1 and it appears that a sin ple largeN lim it does not exist.

W e exam ine here the doping ofAFM swhich have soins transform ing under the antisym —
m etric product ofm fundam entalsofSp N ) (this representation isnot irreducibl); the large
N Iim i willbe taken with m =N oonstant. Such soins are m ost conveniently described by
Introducing fem ions £ transform ing under the fundam ental of Sp N ). The holes are now

represented by spinless bosons b. T he physical Electron’ is therefore

q=fiQ (46)

The Jocal constraint of the t+J m odel is

£, + Bb=m @7)

for every site i. W e will focus exclusively on the case in which the states are half llked at
zero doping: m = N . This approach is an adaptation ofthe large N lim its ofRef 32, 33] for
SU (N ) tJ m odels. Unlkethe SU (N ) cass, the states on each site do not form an irreducible
representation of Sp N ) at zero doping. Two farm jons can combine to form on-site singlets
J £/ f{ . There is, however, no energy gained out of form ing such states; they in fact
reduce the ability of the site to form energetically favorable singlket bonds w ith other sites.
For undoped AFM s with exchange interactions of the type @), the large N lin it can

be taken follow ing the SU N ) case. For weak frustration [34] the ground states are fully
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din erized Into pairs of sites form ing singlet bonds. (N ote that the bosonic large N theories
of Section 3 also give only din erized ground states in the lim it of large N =ny, forny, odd: see
Figsf, 3, 4. Neel-ype states which are inportant or N = 1 are not found. However at
large dopings, the present largeN o ers a naturalway of describing m etallic stateswith a
Fem isurface satisfying Luttinger’s theoram , the existence of which appears to be suggested
by som e experin ents on the high-T. m aterials 33]. Thus the llow ng caloulation, whik
probably not experim entally relevant at an all doping, m Ight capture the correct physics at
m oderate and large dopings.

W e w ill consider the follow ing H am iltonian

X X

J
b £,5 — J £ I ff
<ij> N <ij>

gt
YN

X X
+ . fYf, +Bb N+ Hb N 48)

The last two tem s enforce the local constraint @7) and  x the average hok density at N

Here we will focus exclusively on the N = 1 Iin it at zero tem perature. This requires a
P

com plete condensation ofthe bbosonshoi= N by and introduction of the Iink—- eld

D E
g e @9)

Z |

i3

which perfom s the Hubbard-Stratanovich decom position of the exchange interaction. W e
note that this decoupling is very sin ilar to that performed in Refs [1§]; in the present
calculation however it is uniquely enforced by the large N limit. Asin Ref fl§], at T = 0,
our solutionshavely € 0 (for 6 0) and ;5 6 0 which describe a superconducting state.
W e have exam ined m ean— eld equations num erically w ith two sites per unit cell (w ith both
the2 1and P 2 P 2 unit cells) and determ ined the globalground states over thism anifold.

The results are simm arized in Fig 6. A large part of the phase diagram i fact tums out
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P_
to have a unit cell of jist one site. In thiscase Iy, = ;LR xr ity y and the

quasiparticlke energy spectrum | is

h 11—
x= (2t (cosky+ cosky))’+ 4323 , cosk, +  cosk,T (50)

W e nd 4 di erent types of superconducting states w hich are described below . W ith the
exogption ofthe rstphasewhich has coexisting spin-P elerls order, allphases are com bination
ofextended s (s ) and d wave pairing w ith no on-site pairing.

(1) Coexistence of oin-P elferls order and superconductivity: T his phase occurs foran allt or
snall and hasa 2 1 unit cellwith the spatialdistribution ofthe ;5 shown in Fig§.All
three 1; ,; 3 cannot bem ade real in any gauge so this phase also breaks tin ereversal
Invariance. Att= 0and aritrary,or = 0andtarbirary,wehave 6 0, ,= 3= 0:
the system isnow a fully din erized insulator. T he quasiparticle spectrum is found to have
a gap over the entire B rillouin zone. T his is the only phase which has a unit cell lJarger than
one site.
(i) s + idwave superconductor: O ccurs around t=J 1 and 05 and has 4 =
et y Where the phase varies am oothly wih t=J and . Such a state has been considered
previously by K otliar 3§]. The quasiparticle spectrum is fully gapped and tin ereversal
symm etry is broken.
(iii) d-wave superconductor: T hisphase occurs form oderate and larget=J at snall and has
% = , and has been considered previously by K otliar and Liu 7]. The quasiparticle
gap vanishes at 4 isolated points ( k°; k°) in the B rilluoin zone.
(Iv) s -wave superconductor: F nally for large we cbtain an extended s-wave solution w ith
no on-site pairing which has , = . There isagain a fully gapped excitation spectrum ;
for large t =J, the gap vanishesast exp( ct =J) where ¢ is a constant of order unity.

F inally we address the issue of the stability of the phases discussed above tow ards phase
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Separation. A realistic m odel of the high-T. m aterials should also include the long-range
Coulomb interactions between the electrons and between the rareearth ions and the elec-
trons. T hese interactions w ill reduce any tendency tow ards phase ssparation. Tt is neverthe-
Jess interesting to exam ine this issue for H iy alone. The results of a M axwell construction
on the energy-versusdoping curve are shown in Fig §. The region below the dotted line
is susosptible to ssparation into an nsulating antiferrom agnet with = 0 and a holerich
phasswih on thedotted line. T he boundary tow ardsphase ssparation approaches = 0 as
t=J ! 1 ,in agreem entw ith Ref B8]. However at sn allvalues of t=J, in particularat t= 0,
we nd no phase ssparation, unlke Em ery et. al. 88]. The absence of phase separation at
t = 0 In the present calculation is due to the extra stability acquired at large N by fully

din erized solutions w ith every site less than half- lked.

5. Conclusions

T his paper has presented details on the application of a new large N expansion bassd on
the sym plectic groups Sp (N ) which was introduced recently [10]. These groups naturally
generalize to all values of N the physics of SU 2) = Sp(l) antiferrom agnetian : the pairing
of soins w ith opposite directions In spin space. They lkad to a particularly appealing treat—
m ent of frustrated antiferrom agnets w ith all antiferrom agnetic exchange interactions treated
dem ocratically. The largeN lin it wastaken by placing soins on each site which transform as
np, symm etric products on the findam entalof Sp N ), and xihgn,=N at an arbitrary value
np, = 2S5 for SU (2)). For large n,=N the ground states becom e identical to the classical
solutions and possess m agnetic long range order (LRO ). Upon reducing ny=N all the LRO

states under continuous transition to short range ordered (SRO ) states whose properties are

closely connected to the LRO states. In particular for the square lattice m odel w ith rst,
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second, and third neighbor interactions Figs T, 2, 3, '4) we found two distinct classes of
States:
() LRO states with comm ensurate, collinear order led at amn aller values of ny=N to SRO
states w ith a gap to all excitations, spinons con ned by a compact U (1) gauge forcoe, and
SoIn-Pelerls or valence-bond-solid order controlled by the value ofn, mod 4) .
(1) LRO statesw ith Incom m ensurate, coplanar order led at am aller values of n,=N to SRO
states w ith a gap to all excitations, uncon ned spinons and no soin-Peierls order. A charge
2 scalar n a H iggsphase w as responsble for lberating the spinons [19]. T hese incom m ensu—
rate SRO states appear to contradict the fractionalquantization principk’ of Laughlin R1].
Thisprinciple asserts that soin-1/2 excitations of a non-degenerate yoin-liquid’ ground state
must interact wih a gauge force which endow s them w ih fractional statistics. The SRO
states found in this paper have a tw o-fold degeneracy but this can easily be lifted by adding
an all explicit sym m etry breaking tem s to H ,r (this can be done for the (g; )-SRO phase
by m odifying J3 on Jjust the x-directed links, and for the (g;g)-SRO phase by changing J, on
the Iinks in the (1;1) direction). Them odi ed m odelnow hasa non-degenerate ground state,
no gaplss excitations, and unoon ned soin-1/2 spinon excitations w ith bosonic statistics,
contradicting Ref R1].
A dditional Interm ediate phases between the H iggs and con nem ent SRO phases are possble
and are presently under investigation. N o chirally ordered ] or spin-nem atic 9] states were
found.
An initial discussion of the application of the sym plectic groups to doped antiferrom ag—
nets was also presented. In this case they allow a natural m plem entation ofboth antiferro—
m agnetic exchange and hol hopping tem s, and em phasize the natural connection between

antiferrom agnetism and singlkt superconductive pairing ). In particular a study of the
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T=0N=1 Imitofat J modelwih soins represented by fermm ions and holes by
sinless bosons yields superconducting ground states Fig§) in much the sam e m anner as
Ref [[§]. Extension of these results to nite tem perature and nite N is clearly of great

Interest and is currently in progress.
A cknow ledgm ents

W e thank D P.A rovas, P.Chandra, P.Colm an, E . D agotto, G . K otliar, JB .M arston, A .
M oreo, R . Shankar, and Z .W ang for usefiill discussions. This work was supported by the A .

P.Sloan Foundation W R.and SS.) and by NSF PYIGrant DM R 8857228 (SS.).

R eferences

[l] JG .Bednorzand K A .Mulkr, Z.Phys.B 64,188 (1986); M K .W u et. al.,, Phys.Rev.

Lett. 58, 908 (1987).

R] S.Chakravarty, B I.Halerin,and D R .Nelson, Phys.Rev.Lett.60, 1057 (1988),Phys.

Rev.B 39, 2344 (1989).

Bl PW .Anderson, Science 235, 1196 (1987); S. Liang, B.D ouoot, and P W . Anderson,

Phys.Rev. Lett. 61, 365 (1988).

4] D P.Arvas and A .Auerbach, Phys.Rev.B 38, 316 (1988); Phys.Rev. Lett. 61, 617

(1988).

Bl FD M .Haldane, Phys.Rev.Lett. 61, 1029 (1988)

[6] N.Read and S. Sachdev, NuclL Phys.B316, 609 (1989).

[’7]1 N.Read and S. Sachdev, Phys.Rev. Lett. 62, 1694 (1989);Phys.Rev.B (in press).

30



Bl V.Kammeyer and R B. Laughlin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 59, 2095 (1987).X & .Wen, F.

W ilczek and A .Zee, Phys.Rev.B 39, 11413 (1989).

O] P. Chandra, P. Colm an, and A I. Larkin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 64, 88 (1990); preporint;

P.Chandra and P.Colman, Int.J.M od.Phys.B 3, 1729 (1989).

0] N.Read and S. Sachdev, Phys.Rev. Lett. 66, 1773 (1991).

L1]E. Dagotto and A . M oreo, Phys. Rev. Lett. 63 2148 (1989); R R P. Singh and

R .Narayan, Phys. Rev. Lett. 65, 1072 (1990).

[12] A .M oreo, E .D agotto, T . Jolicoeur, and J.R jera, Phys.Rev.B 42, 6283 (1990).

[3]1M P. Gelfand, RR P. Singh, and D A. Huss, Phys. Rev. B 40, 10801 (1989);

M P.Gelfand, preprnt.

[L4] S.Sachdev and R N .Bhatt, Phys.Rev.B , 41, 4502 (1990).

5] C.Henky, Phys.Rev. Lett. 62, 2056 (1989).

[l6] G.Baskaran, Z2. Zou, and PW . Anderson, Sol. State Comm . 63, 973 (1987); A E.

Rudckenstein, P J. H irschfeld, and J.Appel, Phys.Rev.B 36, 857 (1987).

[L7] D .Yoshioka, J.Phys. Soc. Jpn, 58, 3733 (1989).

8] I.A ek, NucLPhys.B 257, 397 (1985); NucLPhys.B 265, 409 (1985).

[19] Seeeg.E .Fradkin and S H . Shenker, Phys.Rev.D 19, 3682 (1979).

R0] Uncon ned spin-1/2 soinons are also predicted to appear in unfrustrated system s in

d= 3;A .Koland N .Read, unpublished.

1] R B .Laughlin, Science 242, 525 (1988).

31



R2] BI.Halerin and W M . Saslow,Phys.Rev.B 16,2154 (1977).

R3] T.Dombrrand N .Read, Phys.Rev.B 39, 6797 (1989).

24] E .Brezin and J. Zmnn-Justin, Phys.Rev.B 14, 3110 (1976).

25] P.Chandra and B .D oucot, Phys.Rev.B 38, 9335 (1988).

26] Sin ilar incom m ensurate states w ith valence bonds connecting sites on the sam e sublat-
tice are also found in a study of doped system s; B I. Shrain an and E D . Siggia, Phys.
Rev.Lett. 62, 1564 (1989); C . Jayaprakash, H R . K rishnam urthy and S. Sarkar, Phys.
Rev.B 40, 2610 (1989); C L Kane et al, bid 41,2653 (1990); B . Chakraborty et al,

Phys.Rev.B (i press).

R7] J.Stephenson, Can.J.Phys. 48,2118, 1724 (1970).

28] P.A zaria, B .D elam otte, and T . Jolicoeur, Phys. Rev. Lett. 64, 3175 (1990).

RO9] I.A ek, T.Kennedy, E H. Lib, and H. Tasaki, Phys. Rev. Lett. 59, 799 (1987);

Commun.M ath.Phys. 115, 477 (1988).

B0] A M .Polyakov, Nucl Phys.B 120, 429 (1977).

B1] N.Read and B . Chakraborty, Phys.Rev.B 40, 7133 (1989).

B2] I.A ek and JB .M arston, Phys.Rev.B 37, 3774 (1988).

B3] M .Grlliand B G .Kotliar, Phys. Rev. Lett. 64, 1170 (1990)

[34] D . Rokhsar, Phys. Rev.B 42, 2526 (1990) has shown that a large class of frustrated
AFM s din erize In the ferm ionic largeN Im it for SU (N ). It is lkely that a sin ilar

resul holds for the form ionic largeN lm it of Sp N ).

32



B5] C.G .0 Ison et. al., Science 245, 731 (1989).

B6] B G .Kotliar, Phys.Rev.B , 37, 3664 (1988).

B7]1 B G .Kotliarand J.Liu Phys.Rev.B , 38, 5142 (1988).

B8]V J.Emery, SA .Kivelon, and H Q .LIn, Phys.Rev. Lett. 64, 475 (1990).

33



Figure 1: Ground states of H for J3 = 0 as a function of J,=J;, and N=n, @, = 2S5 for
Sp@) SU @)).Thik (thin) lnesdenote rst (second) order transitionsatN = 1 .Phases
are identi ed by the wavevectors at which they have m agnetic longrange-order (LRO) or
short-range-order (SRO).The linkswih Q, 6 0 In each SRO phase are shown. The large
N =ny,, large J,=J; phase has the two sublattices decoupled at N = 1 ; each sublattice has
Neel ype SRO . Spin-Pelkrls order at nite N for odd ny is illustrated by the thick, thin
and dotted Ines. The ( ; )-SRO and the \decouplkd" states have Inetype [{] soin-Peierls
order forny, = 2Mmod 4) and are VBS forn,= Omod 4). The (0; )-SRO stateisa VBS for
alleven ny,.
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(b)

Figure 2: Asin Fjg:l' but as a function of J,=J; and J;=J; or @) N=n, = 1 and ()
N=ny = 5. The lnsest In (@) shows the region at the tip of the arrow m agni ed by 20: a
direct rst-order transition from ( ; )-LRO to (0; )-LRO occursup to J 3=J; = 0:005.
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Figure 3: Asin Fig7 but for J;=J; = 0:35.
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Figure 4: Asin Fig but for J;=J, = 05.
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Figure 5: Ground stateofthet J modelH . atN = 1 asa function oft=J and the holk
concentration . A llphases except on the Inest= 0 and = 0 are superconducting. The
region below the dotted line is susceptible to ssparation Into an insulating antiferrom agnet
wih = 0 and a holerich phass wih on the dotted lne. The boundary towards phase
Separation approaches = Oast=J ! 1
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