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A bstract

A description ofdi erent phases oftwo din ensionalm agnetic insu—
lators is given.

The rst chapters are devoted to the understanding ofthe symm e-
try breaking m echanisn in the sem iclassical N eel phases. O rder by
disorder selection is illustrated. A 1l these phases break SU (2) symm e~
try and are gaplssphaseswih S , = 1 m agnon exciations.

D i erent gapfiil quantum phases exist in two dim ensions: the Va-
lence Bond Crystal phases (VBC) which have long range order in
Iocal S=0 obFcts (etther diners In the usual Valence Bond accep—
tion or quadrum ers..), but also R esonating Valence Bond Spin Ligquids

RV BSL), which have no long range order In any localorder param eter
and an absence of susoceptbility to any localprobe. VBC have gapfiil
S = 0;o0rl excitations, RVB SL on the contrary have decon ned spin—
1/2 excitations. Exam ples of these two kinds of quantum phases are
given in chapters 4 and 5. A special class ofm agnets (on the kagom e
or pyrochlore lattices) has an in nite localdegeneracy in the classical
Iim it: they give birth in the quantum lim it to di erent behaviorswhich

are illustrated and questionned in the last lecture.
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C hapter 1

Introduction

In this rst chapter, we rapidly descrbe the basic know ledge on H eisen-
berg m agnets to set the fram e and the notations of the next developm ents.
D i erent excellent text books can be used for a w ider and slower introduc-—
tion fL, 2, 4.

1.1 H istory

The rstm icroscopic m odel for m agnetian goes back to Heisenberg when
he realized In 1928, that the exchange energy betw een electrons (introduced
by D irac and hin self to explain the singlet triplet separation of the gaseous
helium spectrum ) was also responsible for ferrom agnetisn . H eisenberg and
D irac have st suggested that exchange of electrons could be w ritten In an
e ective way In spin space through the use of a soin Ham iltonian, which
reads:

h{;J) = SiS4 L1

where S5, S5 are the spin-1/2 operators of electrons iand j:E

This H am iltonian allow s the basic description of the m agnetian of insu-—
lators on a lattice Heisenberg and Van V leck). In its sin plest form , it is
w ritten : X

H=J SiSj 1.3)
< L3>

where the sum < i;j> runson pairs of next neighbor sites and J m easures
the strength of the e ective coupling ( related to the tunnel frequency of a
pair of electrons on two neighboring sites).

1t m ay be rem em bered that h (i;j) is directly related to the spin-1/2 pem utation
operator P (i; j) by:
1
P ({3J) = E+ 25:185: a2)
Interesting from the conceptualpoint of view , this relationship is also extrem ely useful for
com putational purposes.



T he Heisenberg H am iltonian, as the m ore com plex scheam es of Interac—
tions that will be studied in these lctures, are all SU (2) mnvariant (ie.
nvariant in a global soin rotation). On a given samplk of N spins, H com —
m utes w ith the total soin ofthe sam ple St :

H;SZ, = H;SEZ.)= 0: L4)

T he eigen-states of H can thus be characterized by their total energy and
their total soin Sior. E igen-states of H w ith di erent Syt are a priori non
degenerate.

12 J< 0: the ferrom agnet

If J is < 0, the ground-state of {I 3) can be readily w ritten as:
Y
F,>= i+ > @.5)
i
where the ket ji; + > indicates that spin at site iis in the eigen-state of S%,
w ith eigenvalue + ~=2 (In the Pllow ngwe willuse ~ = 1) and the tensorial
product involves each lattice spin.
Tt is easy to show that this state QT;E}) is an eigen-state of @-_5.) w ith the
total energy:
z J
N - —;
2 4
where N isthe num ber of spins of the sam ple, and z the coordination num —
ber of the lattice. It is also an eigen-state of the total spin SZ, and its
z-com ponent SZ w ith eigenvaluesN=2@®=2+ 1) and M %, = N=2. km in—
in izes the energy of each bond and is thus the ground-state of {L3). This
state can be w ritten w ithout am biguiy as:

1.6)

E ferro =

Fr>= Bror=N=2;M 2 = N=2> @.7)

It isdegenerate w ith the 2N othereigenvaluesof SZ,, running from N=2 1
to N=2.

You should notice that in the them odynam ic Iim it such a degeneracy is
negligble: the associate entropy of the extensive ground-state isO Ln N )),
w hich does not contradict Nemst T heorem .

On am acroscopic sam ple, ¥, > describes a system w ith a m acroscopic
m agnetization pointing in the z direction. U sing the total spin operator
this state could be rotated In any direction u de ned by the Euler angles

(; ) wih respect to the reference fram e 5. W e thus obtain the quantum
description of a coherent state w ith a m agnetization in the u direction:

f‘u > = ejséot eisgot fz > e (1.8)

“Rem em ber that the third Eulranglke m easures an overall degree of rotational free—
dom (\gauge freedom "), that can be put to 0 in this context.



Let m e underline that this coherent state rem ains in the ferrom agnetic
ground-state m ultiplicty and that is total spin is well de ned and equal
to N =2.

T he sam iclassical character of such states is embodied in the follow —
Ing property: the quantum overbp of two states pointing in di erent di-
rections decreases exponentially w ith Sy, that is with the system size N
B]. For m acroscopic sam ples, the state of a ferrom agnet can thus be de—
scribed w ith classical words and concepts. T his can be said In anotherway:
the m acroscopic spin, understood as a quantum observable, cbeys quantum
com m utation relationships:

BiotiStor] = St 1.9)

as S Is proportional to N , the relative value of the \quantum uctua-
tions" (m easured by the com m utator/N ?) becom es negligbl in the ther-
m odynam ic lim it.

The selection of a special state as ([8) to descrbe the ferrom agnetic
ground-state is a \m Inor (or trivial?) symm etry breaking" of the problem .
By SU (2) rotations this eigen-state generates all the ground-state m ultiplic—
ity, and thism ultiplicity only .

1.3 J > 0: N eel antiferrom agnet and spin gapped
P hases

131 A few historicalm arkers

IfJ is> 0 the ground-state of (_1-_:7;) is absolutely not obvious. In 1932, Neecl
suggested that the description of experin ents was consistent w ith a picture
of the ground-state as a special arrangem ent of ferrom agnetic sublattices
w ih a zero totalm agnetization.

Let usexam ne the sim plest case ofthe H eisenberg problem on the square
lattice. This lattice m ay be partitioned in two sublhttices A and B wih a
double unit cell. Each soin ofthe A (resp. B) Jattice is exclusively coupled
to the B (resp. A) lattice . Such a problem is said bipartite . In this case
we usually write N eel’'s wave-function as:

Y
LT LNeeclw f£:>= i+ > 0 > (1.10)
i2A;32B

3Som e authors deny the use of the word \symm etry breaking" in that case, where
the ground-state, does not Involve any m ixture of eigen-states w ith di erent sym m etries.
They are certainly right from the theoretical point of view . In view of the experin ental
possbility in a m acroscopic ferrom agnet to point a given direction, we nevertheless use
this expression w ith an appropriate quali er.

4This is a class of problem s, for which exact results are available: M arshall P elerls)
theorem , and Lieb and coll theorem s. See for exam ple ref E].



T his state has indeed a zero com ponent of the total spin In the z direction,
but it isnon zero In the xy plane. T his Ising state has m axin al sublattice
m agnetizations: Sa g = NT; Mag = NT. The Ising state with a zero
com ponent of the total spin In the u direction, de ned by the Euler angles

and , is indeed:
£ LN eelw £5u > = &S &iStor £ 1N eelw £:> 111

In this antiferrom agnetic case the idea that it ispossib ke to restore the overall
sym m etry of the problem by rotation of C_l-_.-l_Q) and averaging hasm ore far
fetching consequences that is usually thought!

In his biography Neel told that he had to face strong skepticiam and
ob Ections specially from C J.Gorter (colloquium in Leyden at the Kam —
m erlingh Onnes Lab; 1932). It seam s that L. Landau equally rapidly dis—
carded this special variational w ave-function w ith the sam e ob ctionsasC .
J. G orter.

T have not had access to authenticated sources, but the ob fctions were
probably of two kinds:

T he N eel state strongly breaks the SU (2) symm etry of the H am ilto—
nian and cannot be a good candidate to describbe an eigen-state,

T he existence of ferrom agnetic sublattices is not proved and elem en—
tary quantum m echanics seam s In strong disagreem ent w ith this as-
sum ption.

132 SU @) symm etry breaking of the N eel states.

A s Iwillexplicit below and explain In details In the next chapter, the Neel
states breaks the SU (2) symm etry of the H eisenberg H am iltonian (and the
lattioe geom etrical symm etries) In a radical way (quite di erent from the
ferrom agnetic case).

The clssical Neel state is not an eigen-state of the total spin, and as
such it can only be described as a linear com bination ofm any eigenstates of
6.

In order to have an elam entary view ofthisquestion let us rephrase Neel
wave-function in sin pl quantum tem s: two ferrom agnetic sublattices A
and B, de ned by their total spins Sp 5 = N =4 are to be coupled In such a
way that:

Sa + Sg)L LN eelw £:>= 0 112)

W e know from elem entary spin algebra that there are W=2 + 1) SU (2)
Invariant ways to do this: the di erent states resulting of this coupling can
be Iabelkd in an unigqueway by theirtotal spn S, which can range (foreven
N) from Syt = 0 to Sgor = N=2. They can be written in an unam biguous

way under the form jbll—;NT;Stot;M s > . In any of these subspaces, one can



Indeed select the M g = 0 com ponent of the total spin, thus ful 1ling Neel
prescription.
E Jem entary spin algebra leads to the follow ing expression for the classical
N eel state wave-function :
X 1Ms  N=4 N=4 S
LT LNeelwf£:>= p()ii $aiSgi;S;Mg >

25+1 N=4 N=4 Mg
SM s

113)
where S runs through the N=2 + 1 possibl values of Sy, and in general
for each value of S, M g muns from S to + S. Here the selection rule on
the z com ponents of the spins Inpliesthat M g = 0. In this expression the
Sa Ss
Ma Mg Mg
coe cients are the coe cients of the uniary transform ation which trans—
form s the uncoupled sublattice spins Sp 5 to the SU (2) Invariant coupled
ocom bihations. The W igner \3F" symbols can be calculated by elem entary
algebra, they are tabulated in books and in com puter lbraries.

C om parison of this antiferrom agnetic coherent state @;_3) to the fer-
rom agnetic one C_l-;E}), 6'_1-_.5.) show s explicit qualitative di erences: the fer—
rom agnetic state is a state with a de nite total spin N =2, whereas ([13)
nvolves com ponents w ith total spin ranging from 0 to N=2. This shows
that N eel wave-fiinction can at best be described as a linear com bination of
a Jarge num ber of eigen-states of H .

Forbipartite Jattices a theoram originally due to Hulthen (1938) -[fl],M ar-
shall (1955) §]and strengthened by Lieb and M attis (1962) [4] states that the
absolute ground-state ofthe antiferrom agnetic H eisenberg {_l- _.Z-}) (and ofm ore
general antiferrom agnetic m odels respecting the bipartition ofthe lattice) is
unique and has total spin zero. M oreover the ground-state energies n each
S sector are ordered accordingly to Siet:

coe cients are known as W igner \37' symbols. These

0 0
85> Stor  E0r) > Eo Seor): (L.14)

From that point, we m ight infer that the B = N=4;Sg = N=4;0;0 >
state would be a good starting point to describe the absolite ground-state
j o > of {{3), and orget all the other com ponents of the classical Neel
state C_l-:l_ﬁ) . But In such a point of view, we lose the foundations for the
sam iclassical approaches: a state w ith total soin 0 does not allow to point
any direction in soin space. A ccording to W igner E ckart theoram , the three
com ponents of the sublattice m agnetizations (as the com ponents of any vec—
tor) are sin ultaneously and exactly zero in such a state: :f’-

< oPFamio> / < oPwtio> = O: (L.15)

P.W .Anderson and m any authors have w ritten that this exact property seem s para—
doxicaland contradictory w ith ocbservations and w ith the sem iclassical approaches (either
the sin plest spin wave approach, as well as, the m ore sophisticated eld theoretical ap-
proaches lJaying upon a description of the ground-state by a coherent state). T he second




To answer G orter and Landau ob gction, and support Neel picture for
quantum antiferrom agnets, it is thus necessary to show that eigen-states
wih di erent St appear in the exact spectrum as the di erent SU (2)
Invariant com ponents of the supposed-to-be quantum Neel state and are
degenerate In the them odynam ic 1m it. In such a lm it, a quantum su-
perposition of these eigen-states em bodies the \strong" sym m etry breaking
associated to Neel's scenaria). Such a m echanism hasbeen describbed in fi1ll
length by P.W .Anderson In two books [1,§,9].

In this chapter and for the sake of sim plicity only bipartite lattices and
collinear N eel states are st:udjed.'_7:

1.3.3 Ferrom agnetic sublattices, \quantum uctuations" and
din er pairing

The second di culty with Neel's scenario, the existence of ferrom agnetic
sublattices cannot be supported by quantum m echanics w ithout speci c
calculations. In fact the sublattice m agnetizations are not good quantum
num bers, they are decreased and eventually w ped out by "quantum uctu-—
ations". This point is comm on know ledge today. An essential stone m ark
to this understanding is the rst spin-wave calculations done in 1952 by
PW A .Anderson E?,] and R .Kubo [_1-3]3.

In this approach one clearly sees that the transverse term of the H eisen-

assum ption is theoretically correct, PW .A nderson knew indeed the answer to the paradox
and I will describbe in the next chapter a sim ple way to reconcile both approaches. The
second assum ption about experin ental observations seem s m ore questionable! This too
willbe brie y discussed in chapter 2.

®This corresponds to the strict de nition of a sym m etry breaking situation where the
m acroscopic order param eter does not com m ute w ith the H am iltonian. Technically this
can happen only by a m ixing of di erent Trreducible R epresentations (IR) of the bro-
ken symm etry group. (E lem entary exam ple of the broken left—right symm etry in a one
din ensjonalprob]em w ith an H am iltonian invariant under re ection).

[e) ualitatively the 3—sub]att:ce N eel state on the triangular lattice has the sam e prop—
erties as the collinear state EO,,lL '12] w ith the m lnor di erence that the SU (2) Invariant
com ponents of the 3-sublattice N eel states originate from the coupling of three m acro-
scopic spins of length N =6. T he ground-state m ultiplicity is thus som ew hat larger, and of
din ension O (N *). In this case the dem onstration of Lisb-M attis theorem on the quantum
ordering ofthe ground-states energy in each S sector fails: the positive sign property ofthe
ground-state w ave-flinction M arsha]lproperty) is no m ore true. N evertheless, em pirically
we have observed that the ordering property (1 .14) was realized In exact spectra ofm ost
system s for Jarge enough sizes: the only restrictions com e from system s with com peting
interactions, very near a quantum critical transition to a ferrom agnetic state, where we
have som etin es observed som e violations of relation (1 .14) for arge S .

®Even if you are quite fam iliar w ith the m odem form alisn of spin-waves, this paper
develops a global physical understanding of the sub fct, and rem ains an in pressive piece
ofwork. The conclusion of the 1952 paper of A nderson also describes (in an elisive way)
the hint toward the solution of the sym m etry breaking problem .

10



berg H am iltonian:

SiSyi+ > I > S{sj gﬁ > 1 >+

1
+1=2 S{ s, +sS;S] F+>3[ >

= %ji;+>jj;>+%ji; > T+ > (1.16)
Induces soin— s, decreasing the sublattice m agnetizations. These low en—
ergy excitations (spin-waves) can be described as quantum oscillators: they
have zero point quantum uctuations, which renom alize and stabilize the
Ising energy and decrease the sublattice m agnetization. T his sopin-wave cal-
culation lays on an Sl expansion and its validity for spins 1=2 has often be
questioned. It appears to be qualitatively valid when com pared to exact
results (when they exist) or to m ore sophisticated num erical work (see Ta—
bk 1), Iwillexplain in the next chapter the physical reason of this "good"
behavior.

Tomy know ledge exact results exist for 1-din ensional system s Bethe
problm ,M ajimdar-Gosh J; J, problem ) where they predict the absence
of Neel long range order (@nd algebraic spin-goin decaying correlations in
the 1rst case, exponentially decaying ones in the seoond case). For larger
lattice dim ensionality, only the case of the cubic lattice has been shown
to be N eel orderad Lffi] On the other hand, the M em In-W agner theorem
precludes existence of Neel long range order NLRO ) at T & 0 for lattices
wih dimension d < 3. This theorem does not give any indications for the
T = 0behaviorof2-dim ensionalm agnetsw hich are the centralpoint ofthese
ctures. R Igorous proofs of order exist for spin 1 and larger E.-S, :_l-_é, :;L-:/Z].)

N eel order versus dim er pairing: naive approach and num erical
resuls.

T he classical N eelwave-fiinction {1 1Q), is a variational solution w ith an
energy per bond ( %) . W hereas the quantum ground-state of @.-_i:) is:

1
J@;3) >= P—E Oi+ > > I > it >1] aa7)

w ith the energy %J. T his state that we w ill call either a singlet state or a
din er realizes a very In portant stabilization of a pair of spins (if com pared
to the classical state) but it does not allow to point any direction in spin
space (it isa statew ith a total spin zero) . At thism icroscopic scale quantum

m echanics In its radicalism does not favor the idea of an SU (2) sym m etry
breaking. T he controversy on the existence ofN eel long range order, soecif-
ically n frustrated ( trangular) geom etry or w ith com peting interactions
hasbeen a Iong lasting debate opened by PW A . Anderson and P.Fazekas
f(d, 19] and fieled again in 1987 with the discovery of H igh Tem perature
Superconductors In cuprates.

11



Coordination | 2< S;55>
Lattices number perbond | M =M 4
diner 1 1.5
1 square 2 -1
1D Chain 2 -0.886 0
honeycomb (] 3 -0.726 0.44 bipartite
sg-hex-dod. 1] 3 -0.721 0.63 lattices
square R4] 4 -0.669 0.60
classical value 05 1
one trianglke 2 05
kagom e 3] 4 -0.437 0 frustrating
triangular [11] 6 -0.363 50 lattices
classical value 025 1
1 tetrahedron 3 05
checkerboard [?] 6 -0.343 0 frustr. latt.

Tablk 11: Quantum energy perbond and sublattice m agnetization in the
ground-state of the goin-1/2 H eisenberg H am iltonian on various sin pl cells
and lattices. The sg-hex-dod. is a bipartite lattice form ed with squares,
hexagons and dodecagons.

W hen looking in a sin ple-m inded way at a lattice of coordination num ber
z, the energy balance between the classical Ising-like Neel state and the
quantum din er covering is not so clkar. The classical Neel state has an

energy
_NJ 1.18)

Ea 522 cos () (
where isthe angle between sublattioce m agnetizations) to be com pared to
the quantum energy of a din er covering
N J
—3-—:
2 4
T his sim ple approach predicts N eel order on the square lattice, it is lncon—
clisive for the hexagonal lattice, or the triangular lattice (which have Neel
long range order) and i predicts that the H eisenberg m odelon the kagom e
lattice is disordered (which is correct, see Tableil 1).

Indeed this approach is naive in both lim its.

In the classical lim  we have neglected the " uctuation e ects" gen—
erated by the transverse coupling: these uctuations e ectively contribute
noticeably to the stabilization of the ground-state of ordered system s (see
Tabled.l).

In the quantum disordered Iim i, the din er covering solutions do not
take into acoount the resonances between di erent non orthogonal coverings

Eqm = (1.19)

12



Phases H G ~5.Symm etry B reaking O rder P aram eter H
SU 2)
Sem iclass. Neel order Space G roup Staggered M agnet.
T in e Reversal

din erdin er LRO or

Valence Bond C rystal Space G roup S= 0 plaquettes LRO
RV B.Spin Liquid No local
Type I) topological degeneracy order param eter
RV B.Spnn Liquid No local
(T ype II) topological degeneracy order param eter

Tabl 12: The four 2-din ensional phases described in these lectures.

w hich are very num erous and are an essential conospt for understanding the
Resonating Valence Bond Spin Liquids (concept introduced in the present
context by P.W .Anderson In 1973 and nam ed In honor to Linus Pauling).
T he existence of this second kind of phases ram ained speculative until the
end ofthe nineties. W e now think that these di erent scenarios can be real-
ized in two din ensional spin-1/2 quantum antiferrom agnets (see Tableil 2).

In the rstpartofthese lectures, Iw illtry to extract the generic features
ofthe Quantum Neelphase In a fully quantum SU () Invariant fram ework.
In so doing I hope to be ablk to convince you that the symm etry break-
Ing m echanisn in plem ented in the Neel state could be understood from a
com plktely quantum and rather sin ple approach.

In the second part ofthe lectureswew illdiscussthe new quantum phases
w here the ground-state does not break SU (2) symm etry and has no long
range order in spin-spin correlations. W e w ill see that at least two or three
di erent phases w ith these general properties have been exhibited in real-
istic soin m odels. The di erences between these quantum phases depend
on the pattem of dim erdin er correlations: either they display long range
order and the system isa Valence Bond C rystalor any correlation fiinctions
are short ranged and it is a liquid (Resonating Valence Bond Ligquid). W e
w ill try to describe the generic properties of their excitations, discuss som e
experin ental prescriptions and recent resuls.

14 M iscellaneous rem arkson the use ofthe words
\quantum uctuations", \quantum disorder"

In antiferrom agnets the word "quantum uctuations" is often used with
di erent acoeptions, depending on the context.

W hen we say in the spin-wave approach of the antiferrom agnet that
the sublattice m agnetization can be w jped out by \quantum uctuations"

13



Jet be conscious that it is a m odel dependent conogpt! In that case these
\quantum uctuations" do not descrbe a realm icroscopic, tin e-dependent
m echanigm : it is Just a way to describe a renom alization we m ight say a
dressing) of the Ising-lke states.

On the other hand, when we say In the RVB spin liquid state, that the
system can uctuate between di erent dim er covering con gurations this
correspond to true excitations of the system which m ay be gapped or not.

T hird, when neutronists say that they m easured longitudinal or trans—
verse soin uctuations, they use the word in its strictest acoeptance! The
&Dot m ean square uctuations oftheqsub]att:ioe m agnetization is de ned as

< o¢BFj o> . thasthevalie 5 (& + 1), i the classical Ising-lke
N eel state C_l-;l_:’i), and is stillof order O (N ) In any quantum ground-state
w ih long range Neel order (@as for exam ple, on the square, hexagonal or
trangular lJattice). The sam e is true of the total spin uctuations as we
w il understand in the next chapter! And this is cbservable! T he staggered
susceptibility is the experim ental quantity that can bem easured experin en—
tally: it is related to the Fourder transform ofthe above correlation function.
It isnon zero in NLRO system s and zero in spin gapped ones.

In fact the uctuations of the total spin are zero n a "quantum disor-
dered" system wih a spin gapg. But local uctuationsofa con guration of
soinsand dim ers in a \quantum disordered" soin liquid can also be observed
w ith localprobes: as for exam ple m uons E_2-§]....

Only a few exam ples of situations that can be uncovered by the loose
expression \quantum uctuations"!

° "quantum disordered is another aw kw ard expression. The Valence Bond C rystals and

standard (type I) resonating Valence Bond Spin Liquids are not "disordered system s".
T he degeneracy of their ground-state is lower than the degeneracy of the N eel state and
they have well de ned excitations. Their order is not of the Neel type but they have
speci c order, as we w ill see In the follow ing lectures.
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C hapter 2

T he sem 1—classicalN eel
phase: quantum m echanics
and sym m etry breakings

In this chapter we want to uncover In a very sin ple quantum m echanical
point ofview , the nature ofthe sam iclassicalphase and the ingredientsofthe
SU (2) symm etry breaking. T his is grounded in the existence of a \tower"
of SU (2) invariant states which collapse In the therm odynam ic Im it in a
ground-state m ultiplicity that can be described either in the SU (2) Invariant
basis, or In an (overcom plete) basis of sam iclassical coherent N eel states.
W ewilldo it rst In a pedestrian calculus approach and then phrase is again
In a m ore basic and conocgptual point of view paralkelizing the translational
sym m etry breaking of solids. T he space sym m etry breaking w ill be quickly
discussed in this chapter. A m ore detailed study w ill be done In the next
chapter where we analyze the m echanism of \order by disorder" in these
sam iclassical antiferrom agnets.

2.1 Calculus approach

Let us consider the H eisenberg problem on a lattice of N sites w ith periodic
boundary conditions. It is interesting to look rst to an exactly solvable
m odel, that em erges easily from the expression of the H eisenberg H am ilto—
nian (Eqg. :_l-_j.) in reciprocal space:

X
H=2J kSkS k * (2.1)
k2B2Z
In this expression:
1 X
Sk = 19? Siexp( kR ;) @2)

i
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where R ; is the coordinate of spin i, N the (even) num ber of lattice sites
and k runs on the recipprocal points of the lattice in the st Brillouin zone
BZ). y isthe structure factor of the lattice:

cos k =;) 2.3)
i=1;2

wih ey; (J = 1;2), the unit vectors generating the lattice. On this lattice
the N eel state is invariant by 2-step translations associated to wave-vectors
k= (0;0) and k = kg = (; ). Let us select these special com ponents in
the H eisenberg H am iltonian and rew rite it as:

H=Hy+V @4)
w ith
Ho= 2T(65 Sk, S x,) 2.5)
X
V=27 kSk‘S k (2.6)
k2B Z

where BZ is to be understood as the rst Brillouin zonem inusthek = 0
and k( points.
Sin pk algebra leads to:

Ho = 2JG% Sk, S x,)
43
= N—(sﬁot sz si); ©.7)

where S, is the total spin of the sampl and S, 5 the total spins of the
A ; B sublattices.

You m ight recognize In H ¢ the toy m odel used by Lieb and M attis in
the dem onstration of the ordering theorem EG]: it describes a problem w ith
constant long range interactions between spins on di erent sublattices and
no interactions between soins on the sam e sublattice. Thism odel can be
solved exactly. :}:

'The sam e kind oftoy m odelcan be introduced in the problem ofthe 3-sublattice N eel
state on a triangular lattice: in that last case it Involves the Fourier com ponents of the
spins at the three soft points which are the center and the two non equivalent comers of
the B rillouin zone) and reads:

i 9J
HOW= -6k S5 Si SO) 28)
where Sy ;5 ;c are the total spins of the A; B; C sublattices. Such a m odel allow s the

sam e developm ents as those done below except indeed the com m ents on the Lieb-M attis
ordering theorem [L1].
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2.1.1 The Ising-like N eel state in an SU ) invariant m odel

Ham itonian Hy Eq. 2.7) isan SU () invariant Ham iltonian which com —
muteswih S, and SZ,. It also com m utes w ith Si;B , which in thism odel
are conservative quantities (good quantum num bers). A 1l these observables
commute two by two and with Ho . Eigen-states of S&,, S, S2, S2 are
also eigen-states of {2.7), w ith eigen-values:

E (SiSaiSe) = ;—J BE+1) SaGat1l) Sg s+ 1] 2.9)

The quantum numbers for a sam ple with an (even) number N of sites are:
% iSs 2 0;1;:5N =4],

For a given set ofvalues of the sublattice m agnetizations (S ;Sg ) the
value ofthetotalspn S 2 [Ba Sg F::5Sa + Sg 1,

For a given value S of the total spin of the sam pl, is z com ponent
Mg 2 [ S; S+ 1;::3S  1;S].

T he ground-state in each S sector Eg (S) is obtained for the m axi-
mum sublattice m agnetization N =4. T he energies of these low energy states
obey the ollow Ing relation:

J 4J
Eo(S) = E(N+4)+N_[S(S+ 1)1 (2.10)

T he eigen-states associated to these eigen-values are the SU (2) nvariant
com ponents of the Isinhg-lke Neel state B, = N=4;Sg = N=4;S ;Mg >
Introduced in section :_l-_.-3_-.§ CEq.:_i_-.l_i’;) . These eigen-states have four essential
properties:

their num ber and their spatial sym m etries are uniquely de ned by the
coupling of the sublattice m agnetizations (these are exact necessary
requirem ents),

their sublattice m agnetization is N /4,
they collapse to the absolute ground-state as O ﬁ ).

These kvels form a set that has been described by Anderson as a \tower"
of states [j, E&, -'_9]: we have called them in our origihal paper QD JS (for
quasidegenerate pint states). In this lectures we w ill refer to this set as the
A nderson tower.

°Thisisa specJ'alJ'JJustlelt_jclm ofEqg. d}-._l-ﬁll) . Let us rem ark that this ordering property
is shared by the toy m odel @.8) associated to the 3-sublattice N eelorder on the triangular
lattice.
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Figure 2.1: Typical spectrum ofa nite size collinear Ising m agnet. The
tow er of eigen—levels pined by the continuous line and noted i is the An-
derson tower of states needed to form a symm etry breaking Ising ordered
ground-state E qL2:i§) : such a state isnon stationary on a nite size sam ple.
The second set jli (dashed line) is associated w ith the lowest excitations,
which are highly degenerate and non dispersive.

On a nite size lattice the classical Neel state ([.13) is a non stationary
state of H g (eq.:_Z-j). But, is precession rate decreases as O (Ni) w ith the
systam size and becom es In nitely slow in the therm odynam ic lim it.

T he coherent N eel states describbed by Eq.{I.11), form an (overcom plete)
basis of this ground-state m ultiplicity. T he present study of their SU 2) In—
variant representation show s that the m ultiplicity ofthis subspace isO N )
where is the num ber of sublattices of the classical N eel state[il, 12]. T his
gives a non extensive entropy of the ground-state at T = 0 in agreem ent
w ith N emst theorem .

E xcitations

In thism odel an excited state is obtained by ipping a single spin ofa
sublattice. From equation (.9) one sees that these excitations are Iocalized
and have an energy:

46+ 1
SXe = 27 1+ % . (2.11)

E Ising
For any size these excitations are gapfiiland O (J).
C onclusion
H o descrbesan Isingm agnet in an SU (2) invariant fram ew ork : its spec—
trum has the very sin ple structure scham atized in Fjg.:_2-_i:. In the therm o—
dynam ic lim it this m agnet can be described either in an SU (2) nvariant
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language w ith the help of the $a ;Sg ;S;M g > states or w ith the coherent
sam iclassical Neel states descrbed n Eq.@j_-.lj:). The two basis are con-—
nected by exact transform ation law s, Eq.{ 13) and its inverse:
Z
N=4;N=4;S;Ms >= 2SS+ 1) dD{(; )T LNeelw:izu>; ((12)

w here the di erential integration volum e reads d = %d d(oos ), where

2 0;2], 2 D; landD g isthe rotation m atrix in the S subspace. In
the them odynam ic lin it, the sym m etry breaking point of view is as valid
as the SU (2) invariant approach.

2.1.2 \Quantum uctuations" in the H eisenberg m odel

M odi cation of this picture In an Heisenberg m agnet w ith next neighbor
exchange com es from the e ect of the perturbation term V described in
Eqg. (_2-_.6-2) . V does not com m ute w ith Si and Sé :at rst order in perturba-
tion each com ponent of V couples the ground-state of H  In each S sector
(w hich are characterized by m axin um uniform sublattice m agnetizations) to
states w here the sublattice m agnetization is decreased by one unit In som e
m odulated way. T he analytical treatm ent of this perturbation is uneasy in
the SU (2) nvariant form alism , but Indeed we recognize all the concepts at
the basis of the usualalgebraic soin wave approach: that is renom alization
of the ground-state energy and of the sublkttice m agnetization by the zero
point quantum uctuations of the spin waves excitations.
If the structure of the tower of states ie.:

num ber and spatial sym m etries of the states In each S sector,

existence I}Ieadl of these states of a m acroscopic sublattice m agneti-
zation le. < $Z3> / 0 W),

scaling as O fsﬁiﬂ)) w ith respect to the ground-state,

resists to this renom alization, the nature of the ground-state m ultiplicity in
the thermm odynam ic lin it gives a new foundation to the spin-wave sym m etry
breaking point of view 8. The quantum Neel wave function thus emn erges
from the classicalpicture E q.:_]-._-.l_-?;) by the renom alization ofthe eigenstates
Ba;Sg;S;M g > of Hy under the action of V. W e can then write the
quantum N eelwave-function as:

X (1Ms s, Sg S

Mg >, @13)
2S5+ 1 Sa Sg Mg BiMs >

PDu:Neelw £:>=
SMs

3A's an exam ple, all these criteria have been ﬂlorouglrl]y_clhecked in the Neel ordered
phase of the H eisenberg m odel on the triangular Jat‘doe[}@,:_lll].
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w here the kets jS/,:M s >, arenow the exact low lying states ofthe A nderson
tower of H CEq.-'_l-_j‘).

2.1.3 The spin-wave algebraic approach

In order to gather all the m aterial needed for a f1ll understanding of the
symm etry breaking m echanism in Neel antiferrom agnets, ket us recall the
m ain results ofa soin-wave calculation. (For the derivation of the spin-wave
approach In antiferrom agnets, see the above m entioned textfooks tl_.', EZ, ?;].)

D eparting from the Ising con guration CEq.'_l-;l_Q), the transverse tem s
of the H eisenberg Ham iltonian create S * = 1 gpin Ips, which are m obilke
excitations.

In an ham onic approxin ation these excitations are sin ply described
as spin-w aves, w ith frequencies:

lg=2J 1 2 14)

where 4 isthe structure factor of the lattice de ned m Eq.@3). The
soin  Ips excitations are then dispersive, their frequency goes to zero
w hen going to the two soft pointsk = 0; kg . A round these points the
dispersion law is Inear in k (resp. kK kop)).

T he zero point energy of these excitations which are oscillator— like)
renom alizes the Ising classical energy of the ground-state (L.18). To
rst order, this spin wave calculation gives the ground-state energy of
the H eisenberg H am iltonian on the square lattice as:
N J X
E°"= —z— NJ+ = @15)
2 4 2
g2B Z

These \ quantum uctuations" also renom alize the sublattice m ag—
netization. Let us de ne the order param eter m In the ground-state
P > ofthis sym m etry breaking representation by:

2
= — < 0BZP> : 216
m N S BaP ( )

The rst order spin-wave calculation leads to:

X 1

mS " =1 1 (217)

1

|
N qzBz 4
T he renom alization of the order param eter is dom inated by the uc-
tuations in the low energy m odes. T he linear asym ptotic behavior of
! 4 around the soft points, in plies that the spin-waves correction to
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214

the order param eter diverges In 1D . Tt gives nite correctionsat T = 0
on m ost of the 2-din ensional lattices (square, triangular, hexagonal..
]

o).

Finite Size E ects: The soin-wave approach allow s a direct under—
standing of the nite size e ects In a problem w ith Neel long range
order. Let us rst ram Ind that on a nite size lattice of linear length
L, the allowed wave vectors are quantized and of the form Zf . This
Introduces a cuto ofthe long wavedength uctuationswhich is pro—
gressively relaxed as the size of the ssmpl goestol .As !y is Iinear
in g around the soft points, we thus expect that the ground-state en-
ergy E° ¥ (Eqg.2.18) and the order param eterm * ¥ (Eqg.2.17) on a
lattice of nite size L willdi er from theL ! 1 I itsby factors of
order O (fl ). This is exactly the resul cbtained in m ore sophisticated
approaches Pg, 27,28, 24, 30, S11.

A swe have already underlined the excitations of thism odelnow di er
from those ofH (: they are itinerant and have acquired dispersion. O n
a nie lattice the energy needed to create the softest excitation is no

m ore of order J, but of order £ / Nf:d .

Selfconsistency of the N eelpicture for an H eisenberg
m agnet in an SU ) invariant picture: spectrum and
nite size e ects.

If the structure of the tower of states is essentially preserved by the quan—

uctuations due to V, the sam iclassical picture of coherent states is

preserved (see subsection :_i_.-l_-.g‘), the spin-w ave approach is a reasonable one
and the essential results of this approach should appear in the full spectra
oqu.@-_.i). Beyond the criteria already described to support the SU (2)
sym m etry breaking, the follow Ing size e ects should be present:

The energy per site of the states of the low lying Anderson tower
should converge to the them odynam ic lim it w ith a lading correction
term going as ﬁ / Ld—1+1/

q__
T he sublatticem agnetization < $2 3> in each ofthese states should
remain O N ), with a leading term to the nite size corrections oforder

1
Oz

The low lying softest excitations w ith wave—vector% should be de-
scribed by a second tower of states issued from the tower of excied
states of the Ising m odelw ith one spin— i Eq.2.11). But contrary

4T he exceptions: the checkerboard and the kagom e lattice w illbe studied in a forth—
com ing chapter.
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Figure 22: Typicalspectrum ofa nite size collinear antiferrom agnet w ith
N eeclorder. T he tower of eigen—levels pined by the continuous line and noted
i is the A nderson tow er of states needed to form a sym m etry breaking Neel
ordered ground-state EJ. :_2-_.-1_3): such a state is non stationary on a nie
size sam ple. The second set jli (dashed line) is associated w ith the lowest
m agnon.

to the Ising m odel, these states are now dispersive and the lowest
excitation is now distant from the ground-state tower of states by an
energy ofthe orderof% : it isthe G oldstonem ode ofthe broken SU (2)

sym m etry.

Som e ofthese properties are sum m arized in the supposed-to-be soectrum
of a Neel antiferrom agnet descrbed in Fig.. 22 . This is to be com pared
to an exact spectrum of the Heisenberg Ham iltonian on a square lattice
(Fjg.:_2-_.f-§) [_3-_2] or on an hexagonal lattice CE‘jgs.:_2-_.Z!‘, :_2-_5., -_2-_5 ) [_2-g].

T his global understanding of the spectra of nite size sam ples of anti-
ferrom agnets is a very useful tool to analyze exact spectra of soin m odels
that can be obtained w ith present com puter facilities S . It seem sthat it m ay
equally help to understand the tin e behavior of nano-scal antiferrom agnets
as ferritin [;3-{1]

SH istorically the rst authors to have Jooked for the Anderson tower of states were
probably A .Suto and P .Fazekas in 1977 B3], and w ‘Ith them odem com putational facilities
M .G ross, E . SanchezVelasco and E . Siggia @Q,:_ZZ].

22



SQR N=20 (4,2,-24) J=1
n E ‘ 'g
§ > Rn/zf L %
E p Re= =z
S SR ¥
E ¢ R-=1
= R,=-1
§ _ k only
7'!9 %‘ ;
= 3
& =
- = 3 1) -
-10 = = —
& * . -
= = ~
L ~
'y ~
, -
o ~ N-1/2
—12 /fwmm N=/= -
7/ /D/ ‘O> L ]
- T
L P .
L/ MTX
a0 Ll Cl
0 5 10 15 20
S(S+1)

Figure 23: Antiferrom agnetic Heisenberg m odel on the square lattice:
elgen-energies vs eigenvalues of S2. T he dashed-line is a guide to the eyes
for the QD JS of the symm etry breaking quantum Neel state Eg. :_2-_.-1_3) .
T he dotted lne pins the states associated to the st magnon. There is
one QD JS Poreach S (as expected for a collinear antiferrom agnet) : they are
k = 0 states, and k = (; ) states, Invardant in C 4 rotations.
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Figure 24: Antiferrom agnetic H eisenbergm odelon the honeycom b lattice:
elgen-energies vs eigenvalues of S?. T he dashed-line is a guide to the eyes
forthe QD JS.T hedotted line pinsthe states associated to the rstm agnon.
There isone QD JS foreach S (as expected for a collinear antiferrom agnet) :
they are k = 0 states, nvariant under a 2 =3 rotation around an hexagon
center, even (odd) under Inversion, odd (even) undera re ection w ith respect
to an axis going through nearest neighbor hexagon centers for S even (odd)
(taken from ref. RG)).
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Figure 25: AF Heisenberg m odel on the honeycom b lattice, scaling of the
QDJSwih S and N forN = 18;24;26;28;32 (taken from ref. [_2-9]).
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Figure 26: AF Heisenberg m odel on the honeycomb lattice, (@) energy
per site ey versus N 3 ) spingap: The dashed line isa linear tin 1=N :
for the sizes of Interest the restriction to the leading term of the nite size
expansion is insu cient. The full Ine isa t to . B'_9-_,«l ﬂ_l-_j: W) =
ﬁ(l —p%)+O(N%)where is the spin susceptibility, ¢ is the spin—
wave velocity, the spin sti ness arkb is a num ber of order one (taken
from ref. Pd]).



2.2 A sin ple conceptual approach of the transla-
tional sym m etry breaking of a solid

Forawhileweexclide any calculations and jist rely on very sin ple and basic
concepts of condensed m atter physics and quantum m echanics to derive the
\necessary" structure of the gpectra of ordered condensed m atter in nite
size sam ples. For the sake of sin plicity, we begin w ith the problem of the
solid phase. W e sucoessively expose the findam ental classical hypothesis
underlying the theory of solids. Q uantization of this picture enlightens the
translational sym m etry breaking m echanisn and nite size e ects give a
new light on the absence of solid order in 1-din ensional physics.

2.2.1 An essential classical hypothesis

Let usconsidera nite samplk of solid with N atom s of ndividualm assm .
The H am iltonian ofthispiece of solid contains a kinetic energy term and an
Interaction term U (r;y ry), which essentially depends on distances between
the N atom s, and is translhtion invariant. N evertheless any piece of solid in
nature breaks translational sym m etry!

The st step In the description in classical phase space of the dynam ics
ofthiscb et w ith 2dN degrees of freedom , consists In sorting these variables
In two sets:

the center ofm ass variables: Repm and P com , the dynam ics of which
is a pure kinetic term K :
P 2
K = (218)
2N m

and the 2d N 1) intemal variables, which ocbey a dynam ic with

interactions:
X p,2
H it = —+ U (y 13 2.19)
2m
i2 LN ]

T hen invoking the nertia principle, the analysis of the problem focuses
on the G alilkan fram e, where the center of m ass is at rest. In this fram e,
the intermal excitations are analyzed In rst approxin ation as m odes of
vibrations: the phonons, which present a dispersion law linear n k for sm all
wave vectors k.

In so doing, an essential dichotom y is introduced between the global
variable and is dynam ics on one hand and the intemal excitations on the
other: this dichotom y is at the basis of the concept of an ordered phase [_9].
A technical asym m etry is also ntroduced In the treatm ent of the dynam ics
of these two sets of variables: the center of m ass dynam ics is descrdbed in
a classical fram ework which explicitly breaks the translation invariance of
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the totalH am iltonian ofthe solid K + H ji+. O n the other hand the intemal
excitations are looked at in a transhtionally nvariant (eventually quantum )
point of view . T his point of view m ay seem inconsistent in particular when
looking at a nite sized, eventually an all, piece of solid.

Taking asa de nition ofthe solid phase the essential distinction between
the global variabl and the intemal ones, we w ill show that the technical
asymm etry in the treatm ent of these variabls can be easily overcom g, thus
explaining both the localization of a piece of solid In real space, and the
In uence of space dim ensionality on the de nition ofthis solid.

2.2 .2 Quantization ofthe classical approach, nite size spec-
tra, therm odynam ic lim it and translational sym m etry
breaking

In order not to break arti cially the translational sym m etry of the problem
we oconsider a solid w ith periodic boundary conditions.

If we take for granted that it is legitim ate to disconnect the center of
m ass dynam ics from the Intemal excitations we may consider a solid at
T = 0 wih no intemal excitations: the vacuum of phonons that we will
wrie P > .

T he transhtionally invariant eigen-states of K are the plane waves w ith
wave-vectors k where kyy;, = nx,y;z%, L is the linear length of the samplk
and ny,;; non zero integers. T heir eigen-values are of the general form :

~2)2
: (2.20)
2m N
T he total energy of the solid in these states is thus of the fom :
232
E = + Eg; 221
0 (k) om N g ( )

where E4 is a constant m easuring the zero point energy of the intemal
degrees of freedom . T hese eigen-states are shown in Fig. 2-_7' connected by
the red continuous line noted P > .

In order to localize the center of m ass it is necessary to form a wave-
packet w ith eigen-states of K show Ing a Jarge distribution ofwavevectors k :
the largest the k-distribution be, the better the localization of the center of
m ass. Such a wavepacket isnon stationary fora nite size, but itsevolution
rate goes to zero as O (1=N ). Localization of the center of m ass is thus a
costless operation in the them odynam ic Im it.

Let us ook now to the st excitation of the solid w ith one phonon of
wave vectorky, in = 2 =L . T his state can typically be w ritten In a sym m etry

breaking picture as:
0 1
X
i>=exp@  ikyypxP P> 222)
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Figure2.7: Typicalspectrum ofa nite size solid. T he tower ofeigen—levels
Ppined by the continuous line and noted i is the Anderson tow er of states
needed to form a symm etry breaking vacuum of phonons of the solid: such
a state isnon stationary on a nite size sam ple. The second set jli (dashed
line) is associated w ith the lowest phonon.

Tt thus involves a linear superposition of eigenstates ofK + H i+ wih a dis—
trbution ofwave vectors digplaced by ki i W ith respect to the distribution
ofthe localized ground-state P > . T his second set of excitations is displayed
n Fig. 2:7. w ith a dashed line noted j > Jpining the di erent eigen-states.
T he softest phonon has an energy proportionalto kpym / L * / N @
w hich should be added to the ground-state energy (_é_-.2j:) giving eigen-states
w ith eigen-energies:

~

2m N

2k2

Ei1 k)= + Eg+ ~ck; (223)
where c is the sound velocity. D ue to the structure of equation i_2-_.§_§,) the
Iine pining the di erent translation invariant states of this soft phonon is
parallel to the ground-state lne P > . This explains the supposed-to-be
structure of the low lying kevels ofa nite size solid exhibited in Fig. 2.7

22.3 Therm odynam ic lim it, stability of the solid and self-
consistency of the approach

T he consistency of the sam iclassical picture in plies that the localization
of the center of m ass could be done whatever the degree of excitations of
phonons: looking to the nite size e ects this appears to be the case if
the din ension of space if larger or equalto 2. In these situations, for large
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enough sizesthere appearstwo di erent scales ofenergy: the A nderson tow er
of states of the ground-state collapses asN ! to the absolite ground-state
w hereas the softest phonon collapses on the ground-state only asN = m
this 1im it, the dichotom y between the dynam ics of the global variabl and
the Intemalvariables istotally Justi ed. O n the otherhand in 1 dim ension it
is quantum m echanically inconsistent to separate global degrees of freedom

from intemalones: these two types of variableshaving dynam icsthat cannot
be disentangled.

2.3 An analogy: SU (2) sym m etry breaking in the
N eel antiferrom agnet

Let usnow develop the analogy between the solid states and the antiferro—
m agnetic ones.

T he global variables of the solid are Repm and the con jugate variable
Pcom - In the collinear antiferrom agnetic case the global variables
of position of the m agnet are the two Euler angles (; ) allow ing to
point the direction ofthe sublattice m agnetization in soin space. T heir
con jigate variable is the total spin operator S.

T he free m otion of the center ofm ass is govemed by the H am iltonian
K (the quadratic form of this kinetic energy being related to the ho-
m ogeneity of space). By analogy we expect the kinetic energy tem
describing the free precession of the sublattioce m agnetization to be of
the om : K oo = S&,=2van 9. In such a point of view the constant a
is just a m ultiplicative term : we know from other sources ( uctuation
dissipation theorem orm acroscopic approach ofthem agnet) that this
is up to a constant the hom ogeneous soin susosptibility.

T he eigen-states describing the free precession of the order param eter
in the vacuum ofm agnons are thus states w ith total spin S (ranging
from O to N =2), and eigen-energies:

~23 (S + 1)
EO(S(S+1))=T+Eg @ 24)

They form the st P > ofFjg.:_2-_.2. By formm ing a wavepacket out of
this set one can localize the direction of the sublattice m agnetization
and break SU (2) symm etry.

A three sublattice N eelorder has am ore com plicated orderparam eter: the threeEuler
angles are needed to localize the 3 sublattice m agnetizations: and the m acroscopic ob fct
is no m ore a rigid rotator as in the case of the collinear N eel order but a (sym m etric)
top. There is in that last case an extra intemal spin kinetic energy term and as already
explained in the previous section the H dbert space of the problem is larger. See ref. [L1]
for exam ple or the quantum m echanical theory of sym m etric top m olecules.
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T he discussion of the rst excitations above the vacuum of m agnon
com pletely paralklizes that of the phonons excitations (sam e disper—
sion law and sam e nite size scaling law ). T he eigen-energies of the
states embedded in the softest m agnon (referred as i > i Fig.i2.2)
are thus of the fom :

~25 (S + 1)

E1(S6+1)= ————+Eg+ ~Gknin 2 25)

where ¢ is the spin wave velociy.

T he possibility ofa soin rotational sym m etry breaking at the therm o—
dynam ic lim it is enbodied In the nite size behavior of the low lying

levels of the spectra Fig.22). In dinension d 2 the eigen-states

of the sets ) > (resp. jl > ) oollapse on their S = S, i, Com ponent

asO N '), more rapidly than the decrease In energy of the softest

magnon which isO W 1-2). In dimension 2 and higher, the SU (2)

breaking m echanisn prevails on the form ation of m agnon excitations

Justifying the classical approach and the dichotomy between global
classical variables and intemal excitations.

These nite size scalings of the Anderson tower of states and of the
true physicalexcitations (them agnons) give a new light on theM em In
W agner theoram which denies the existence of N eel long range order
in 1 din ensionalm agnets.

24 The coherent quantum m echanicaldescription
of the N eel state

At the end of this presentation I hope that Eq. C_Z-j._é) now appears as the
natural quantum m echanical description of a coherent Neel state. And by
the fact the usualsym m etry breaking approach is jisti ed as soon as it gives
self consistent results (ie. non zero order param eter).

T he technical answer seem s beyond doubt.

T he question is now, do coherent states as those describbed in Eq.il 11,
which I rew rite here

X (1Ms s, Sg S n
:DU:N eelw £:>= j S gp——— :E;Ms >0 (2.26)
s a1 2S+1 Sa Sg Mg
S

exist n real life?
Iseenomechanisn which can lock the di erence of phases ofthe m acro—

scopic num ber of states ;M g > o entering Eq. {2 26) to the correct valies
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and it seem s that m any perturbations could destruct such a ocoherence, if,
by an in nitesin al chance, it existed!

So I will plead that in real life the system may be in any inocoherent
superposition ofthe degenerate ;BA;M s > o Wwhich doesnotbuild in spn space
a given direction to the sublattice m agnetization!

But nobody has to care for it, experim ents are not sensitive to the di-
rection of the sublattice m agnetizations but only to correlations fiinctions:
as the square of the staggered m agnetization. T his correlation function is
dentical In all the states of the Anderson tower in the Ising m odel; if it
survives to quantum uctuations introduced by V, we expect it to be nearly
dentical in all the jSA;MS >, states at least for total spin up to S pN_
(@bove these value of the total spin there m ight be som e di culties to dis—
entangle m agnons from the A nderson tower of states of the ground-state) .
Thishasbeen checked to be true in the H eisenberg m odelon the triangqular
lattice [Id].

A s a last rem ark, the hom ogeneous soin susceptibbility is always dom i-
nated by the Eggest soin states of the A nderson tower: that is ates w ith
total spin O ( N ). Don’t forget that a state with total spin N has a
m acroscopic m agnetization by site: m = Stot=N7 / P%— that is essentially
zero In the them odynam ic 1 it.

2.5 Space symm etry breaking of the N eel state.

T he N eel state usually breaks som e space sym m etries of the lattice.

In the square lattice case (see Fjg:_-2_-..8) one-step translations are not a
sym m etry operation of the ground-state but the point group is unbro—
ken. This appears In the Anderson tower of states of F' ig. 2-_.-3, w here
the Trreduchble R epresentations (IR) of the QD JS have altematively
wavevector k = (0;0) ork = (; ) (depending on the pariy of the
total spin), but are trivial IR of the point group.

O n the hexagonal lattice, which is not a B ravais lattice, the situation
is som ewhat di erent (see Fig. 2.5): the collinear Neel order does
not break either the translhtion group, nor Cj3, the group of 3-fold
rotations (hoted R 2 ). Only the trivial representation of these two
groups appears in tile QDJS (s=e F1ig. :_2-_.5-;) . But both the nversion
group (C,, symm etry operation R ) and the re ection with respect
to an axis pining the center of the hexagons () are broken: these

sym m etry breakings appear In the Anderson tower w here there is In
the QD JS an altemation ofeven and odd IR s of these tw o groups.

D eterm Ination of the space symm etries of each S com ponents of the An-
derson tower can be done exactly using symm etry argum ents: the space
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sym m etries of each jS/;M s > depend on S, on the shape and total num ber
of spins of the sample L, 35, 12, 2]. In the Hllow ing chapter we w ill give
an exam ple of such a determ ination forthe J; J, m odelon the triangular
lattice. In a given range of param eters 1=8 < J,=J, < 1, there is a com pe—
tition between di erent orders and selection by quantum uctuations ofthe
m ore symm etric one. The study of this exam ple w ill show the strength of
the sym m etry analysis and the exact nature of this phenom enon of \order
by disorder".
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C hapter 3

\O rder by disorder"

3.1 Som e history

T he concept of \orderby disorder" w as introduced in 1980 by V illain and co—
workersB-:/.] in the study ofa frustrated Isingm odelon the square lattice. In
thism odel the next neighbor couplings along all the row s are ferrom agnetic
aswell as those on the odd colim ns (ham ed A in the follow ng). The cou—
plings on the even colum ns (ham ed B) are antiferrom agnetic. It is assum ed
that

0 < FasgJ< Jdse < FanF 3a1)

T he ground-states of thism odelhave A colum ns (reso B) ferrom agnetically
(resp . antiferrom agnetically) ordered. For a system w J'i%lj num ber of sites
N = 0 [nod4], the degeneracy of this ground-state is2 ¥, its entropy per
soin Sg = P%—LnZ is negligble in the them odynam ic Im it. At T = 0 the
ground-state has no average m agnetization and is disordered. T he picture
changes when them al uctuations are introduced: it is readily seen that
a B chain sandw iched between two A chains w ith parallkel soins has lower
excitations than a B chain sandw iched between two A chains wih anti-
parallel spins. T hisgives a Jarger B oltzm ann weight to the ferrim agnetically
ordered systam . V illain and co-w orkers have been able to show exactly that
the system is indeed ferrim agnetic at low T. They were equally abl to
show that site dilution (Introducing non m agnetic species) was in a certain
dom ain of com position and tem perature able to selct the sam e ordered
pattem, whence the nam e of \order by disorder".

D uring the nineties several authors have studied a som ew hat less drastic
problm in the classical or quantum H eisenbergm odel : it is the selection of
a specialkind of long range order am ong a larger fam ily of ordered solutions
classically degenerate at T= 0 38,39, 40,41, 44,43,44]. In the classicalm od—
els, the selection of the sim plest ordered structure by them al uctuations
, iIs due to a Jarger density of Iow lying excitations around these solutions,
whence an increased Bolzm ann weight of the corresoonding regions and a
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them al (entropic) selection of order.

T his sam e property ofthedensiy of low lying excitations can also explain
a selection of speci ¢ spin con gurationswhen going from the T = 0 classical
approach of the Heisenberg m odel to the sem iclassical one. Suppose that
m any classical spin con gurations are degenerate in the classical lim i, the
existence of a Jarger density of excitations around a speci ¢ con guration is
the signature of a weaker restoring force toward this con guration (larger
wellw idth in phase space) . Insofar as the sam iclassical spjn—sj_g ave appJ':oach
is valid, this in plies that the zero point quantum energy q2BZ - of
Eq.2.13 is am aller for this solution, w hich w ill thus be energetically selected
by the \quantum " uctuations. Both m echanisn s (them alor quantum ) lay
on the properties of the low lying excitations around the classically T = 0
degenerate solutions.

T his selection of order is, in m ost of the cases, less drastic In the con—
tinuous goin m odels, than in the orighal problem of Villain. In m ost of
the cases, the degeneracy of the ground-state is less severe than In the V ik~
]ampcgse. In the Ising dom ino problem , the degeneracy of the ground-state
jsp 2 N and the them al selection em phasizes 4 ground-states am ong these
2 ¥ | In the Heisenberg problem , as we w ill see below , in m ost of the cases
the less ordered solution has a degeneracy oforderO N ), with thenum —
ber of sublattices, whereas the nalorder selected by quantum uctuations
hasonly a degeneracy O N ) wih < . From that simpl point of view
one can qualitatively state that the selection of order is less drastic than
In the Villain problem . A special m ention should be done of the Heisen—
berg m odel on the kagom e, checkerboard or pyrochlore lattices. In these
cases, on whith we will retum at the end of these lectures, the degeneracy
of the classical ground-state is exponential n N , there is a residual entropy
per soin at T = 0 and a selection (if any) of som e partial order is a m ore
di cul issue.

3.2 "Order by disorder" in the J; J; m odel on
the triangular lattice

T he existence of com peting interactions is indeed the m ain cause of classi-
cal ground-states degeneracy. A s a generic exam ple, one can consider the
socalled J; J, modelon a trangular lattice w ith two com peting antifer—
rom agnetic interactions. T his H am iltonian reads:
X X
H = 20, Si8S4+ 202 SiSgk 32)

< i << ik>>

where J; and J, = J ; arepositive and the rstand second sum srun on the
rst and second neighbors, regpectively. T he classical study of this m odel
hasbeen developed by Jolicoeuretal fflg] T hey have shown that foran all
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A B A B A B
(a) (b) (e)

B B B B B A B ABA B ABARB
A A A A A A A BABAB A B ABAB
B B B B B B ABAB A B ABA
A A A A A A B ABABA B ABABA
B B B B B A B ABA B ABAB

A A A A A A ABABARB A BABAB

Figure31: Top: 4-sublattice classical ground state. Spins in the sublattices
A and B,aswellas spinsin C and D ,m ake an angl 2 . The plane of the
soins of A and B m akes an angke with the plane of the spins of C and

D . Bottom : the collinear solutions w ith the three possible arrangem ents (n
this case, classical spins in sublattices A and B are antiparalkl).

( < 1=8) the ground state corresponds to a three-sublattice N eel orderw ith
m agnetizations at 120° from each other, whereasfor1=8 < < 1, thereisa
degeneracy between a two-sublattice Neel and a foursublattioe N eel order

(see Fig.3.d). Chubukov and Jolicoeur B3] and K orshunov ¥4] have then
shown that quantum uctuations (evaluated in a soin wave approach) could,
like themm alones, lift this degeneracy ofthe classical ground states and lead
to a selection of the collinear state (see Fjg.:_?;_i:) [fl-ﬁ].

The rst study of the exact spectrum ofEq. (3.2) done by Jolicoeur et
al. was not ncom patdble w ith this conclusion, but was insu cient to yield
i Immediately. I will show now how the study of the degeneracy of the
A nderson tower allow s a direct derivation of this phenom enon. T his part of
the lkecture closely follow s the paper by Lechem inant et aLB-gi].

A s we have done In section .1), ket us st study the exactly solv—
able m odels which digplay either four-sublattice order or collinear order.
T hese m odels are obtained by extracting from the H eisenberg H am iltonian
expressed In temm s of the Fourier com ponents of the spin:

X h
H = 6J; SkS x k+t+ § (cosk:(2uq + uy) + cosk:(ui + 2uy) + cosk: (U

33)
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P
where | = 1=3 coskuu (U are three vectors at 120 degrees from each
other and connecting a given site to rst neighbors), those which describbe
either the 4-sublattice structure or the collinear ones.

321 Symmetry analysis of the A nderson tower of the 4-
sublattice N eel order.

The four k vectors which keep the Pursublattice order nvariant are k =

0 and the three m iddls of the Brillouin zone boundaries (called in the
follow ing k1, ky and kg ). It is straightforw ard to w rite the contribution of
these Fourier com ponents to H in the fom :

8
4HO=N—(J1+ J,) 8% s: si sSi si ; 3.4)

where S isthe total spin operatorand S are the total spin operator of each
sublattice. *H O;Sz;Si ;S% ;Sg and S% form a set of com m uting cbservables.
T he eigenstates of “H  have the ©llow ing energies:

8
“E (5;Sa7Sp iSciSp) = g Gt R)BE+ D) SaGat D

Sg Sg + 1) Sc (Sc+ 1) Sp (Sp + 1)]
(3.5)
w here the quantum numbers Sy ;Sg ;Sc ;Sp run from 0 toN =8 and the total
son results from a coupling of four spins Sp ;S ;Sc ;Sp -
The ow Iying levels of Eq. 3.5 are obtalned orSy = Sg = Sc = Sp =
N =8:

J1+Jd

8
‘Eo(S) = 2(N+8)+N—(J1+ J,)S S+ 1): (3.6)

T hese states, which have m axin al sublattice m agnetizations Szf = Sg =

Sg = SS = % (% + 1), are the rotationally invariant pro gctions ofthebar_e'f:
N eel statesw ith four sublattices. T heirtotalenergy collapses to the absolute
ground-state asN ! and ©m the A nderson tower of the 4-sublattice N eel
order (noted f*E’'g in the Hllow ing).

Aswewillnow show, thismultiplicity £*E'g can be entirely and uniquely
described by its sym m etry properties under soin rotations and transform a—
tions of the space group of the lattice.

Let usbegin by the SU (2) properties of f*E’'g. T hese states resul from
the ocoupling of four dentical spins of length N=8. There is Ng di erent
ways to coupl these 4 soins: the degeneracy of each S subspace is thus
(2S + 1)N g, where the 2S + 1) factor com es from the m agnetic degeneracy
of each S eigen-state. N g is readily evaluated by using the decom position
of the product of our spin N =8 representations ofSU @) O N=8)

f4E.g=DN=8 pN=8 pN=8 [ N=8 3.7)

"Wem ay say Ising-like N eel state, as these states can be deduced from Ising states of
the four sublattices pointing In the principal directions of a reqular tetrahedron.
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S, |I @;B)C;D) @;B;C) @;B) @;B;C;D)
G | I t R, _s R, _,
Ne | 1 3 8 6 6
;|1 1 1 1 1
2 |1 1 1 1 1
312 2 1 0 0
4 |3 1 0 1 1
5 | 3 1 0 1 1

Tabl 3.1: Character table of the pem utation group S, . F irst line indicates
classes of permm utations. Second line gives an elem ent of the space sym m etry
class corresponding to the class of pem utation. These space sym m etries
are: the one step transhtion t @ ! C), R, 3 (resp. R; :3) the three—
fold rotation around a site of the D (resp. B ) sublattics, and the axial
sym m etry keeping Invariant C and D . N ¢ is the num ber of elem ents ofeach
class.

In spin S irreduchble representations © 5). O ne obtains:
N S =

2 N N,
338 +S(N+1)+2+2 for S i (3.8)

S+ 1

NIk NI

N N N
— — S+ 2 for S —+1: (3.9)
2 2 4
N ote that this degeneracy depends both on S and N and not only on the
total spin S as is the case for a two or threesublattice problam .

T he determm Ination ofthe space sym m etries ofthese eigenstates allow s
a com plete speci cation of £4Eg.

T he foursublattice order is nvariant In a tw o-fold rotation: the eigen—
states of £*E g belong to the trivial representation of C .

£E'g form s a representation of S4, the pem utation group of our ele—
m ents. T he eigenstates of f*E'g could thusbe labeled by the irreducble
representations (IR . ofS,; (see Tablk :_3-_.1:) .

E ach elem ent of the space group m aps onto a permm utation of S, : one
step translations onto products of transpositionsas AC ) BD ), three—
fold rotations onto circular pem utations of three sublattices ABC)
and so on. The com plte m apping of the space symm etries of the
four-sublattice order onto the perm utations of S4 is given in Tabl 3.1
together w ith the character tabl of S4.

Eadch irreduchbl representation of §, can thus be characterized in
term s of its gpace symm etry properties. A s noted above they are all
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nvariant n R . 1; 2; 3 belong to the trivial IR of the translation
group, characterized by the wavevector 0, whereas , and s have
a wavewvector ky ;kr orkg. 1 and , belong to the trivial IR . of
Cj3,whereas 3 isthe 2 dimn ensional representation ofthis sam e group.
Finally, 1 and 4 areeven under axialsymm etry, whereas 5, and 5
are odd.

T he num ber of replicas of ; that should appear for each S is then
com puted In the S;M 5 subspace wih the help of the trace of the
pem utations of S4:

& _ 1% .
n® = = TrRi3) sONa® (3.10)

i 24
1
where R is an elem ent of the class 1 of S4, N (1) is the number of
elem ents of the group in this class and ; (1) the character of the class
1lin the IR. ; (e Tablk :_5;;) T he values of the traces for a given
total spin S are then found as:

Tr R; = Tr R, Tr R; : (341)
S Ms=58 Mg=S+1

In each M 5 subspace of f'E'g , i is straightforward to nd the trace
oftheelements 0£Sy4:

=8
Tr Id = vt x+yM g
M s tvixyy= N=8
! =8
Tr @;B) C;D) = 2t+ 2uM g
M s tiv= N =8
!
! 18
Tr @;B;C) = 3trvM g (3.12)
Ms tiv= N=8
! =8
Tr @;B) = 2t+ v+ XM g
Ms tvix= N=8
! =8
Tr @;B;C;D) = 4tM o
Ms t= N=8

where t;v;x;y, are the z-com ponents of the total spin of each sub-—-
lattice (constrained to vary between N=8 and N =8) and ;;; denotes
the K ronecker sym bol. U sing equations (310, 311, 312) one readily
obtains the num ber of occurrences of each  ; orany S subset of f*E'g
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N = 16

s 01 2 3 45 6 7 8

n,S)[1 0 2 0 2 1 1 0 1

n,S)[0 0 10000 0 0

n,8)[2 02 1 2 0 1 0 0

n,8)|0 2 2 32 2 110

n,8)[0 2 12 110 0 0
N = 28

s 0 1 2 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14

S)+n,©)[2 05 1 5 3 4 2 4 1 2 1 1 0 1
n,@S) 304 2 5 2 5 2 31 2 0 1 0 0
,6)+n . @©)[0 7 6 11 9 12 9 10 6 6 3 3 1 1 0

Tabl 32: Number of occurrencesn |, (S) of each irreducible representation
;1 Wih respect to the total spin S. ForN = 28, n
and n

,andn , aswellasn ,
; have been added because this sam ple does not present any axial
symm etry.

(Table32). Note that this result dependson S and on the size of the

sam ple.

This symm etry analysis com pletes the determ ination of the QD JS of
f*E'g. T hese properties of the A nderson tower are stable under the action
of the discarded part of the Heisenberg Ham itonian. If the ordering of
Jevels is not destroyed by quantum uctuations, the associated quantum

num bers ram ain good quantum num bersof the low lying levels jSA;M s >, of
theJ; J;model 82). W ehave thus obtained the com plte determ ination
@l quantum numbers, and all the degeneracies) of the fam ily of low lying
levels descrbing the ground-state m ultiplicity £'E'g of the four-sublattice
N eel solutions.

322 Symm etry analysisofthe QD JS ofthe A nderson tow er
of states of the 2-sublattice collinear solutions.

Let us now consider the collinear solutions F i. :_3-_.]-,') . They are particular
solutions of the 4-sublattice case and we w ill rapidly get through the sam e
schem e ofanalysis, indicatingm ainly the new points. T he two vectorsw hich
keep the two sublattices invariant are 0 and the m iddle of one side of the
Brillouin zone (the vectors k1, ky and kg oorrespond respectively to the
collinear solutions @), ) and () I Fi. ::'3-_.]?:) . Extracting a speci ¢ set of
two wavevectors from Eq. 33, we nd the Hllow ing contrbution to the
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2 2 2 2

T he corresponding low energy spectrum forS = S = N=4 is:

J+ J

8
2E,(S) = 2(N+8)+N—(Jl+ J,)S S + 1) (3.14)

and isdegenerate w ith the four-sublattice low energy soectrum (seeEq.-r_B-_.é‘).
But here the twosublattice havem axin alspinsS = S = N=4. Thessnew
solutions arise from the three sym m etric couplings of the 4-sublattice spins:
S = Sa +Sg orS = Sp + Sc orS = Sp + Sp wih the symm etric
counterparts for S . These collinear solutions have thus a Z 3 degeneracy
(see Fig. :_3-_i:) . The representation space is thus the sum of three products
D¥=* DN=_ T isnot a direct sum since DY @;B) DY (C;D) and
DY¥=*@;c) DY @ ;D )have in comm on the sam e (sym m etric) frreducble
representation with a total spin N=2. On an N -sam ple, the representation
space of the ground state of the collinear solution is:

f’Eg= 3p°"% 3pS=t g 3pSTNT2 1 pSTN=2, (315)

T he degeneracy isthus3@2S + 1) forall S valuesexcept for S = N =2, where
it isonly @S + 1).

T he space group analysis is identical to the analysis done for the four-
sublattice order, but the number of occurrences of each I.R. ; is now
di erent , since the space £2E’g is am aller than f*E'g. Foreach S value there
are only three replicas of D ° arising from the Z3 symmetry (Eq. 5_1_3 and
Fig.3.). T his allow s the direct com putation of the traces of the operations
of S4 In each S subset of f°E'g. U sing the coupling rules of two angular
mom enta (@nd In particular the fact that the S eigen-state resulting from
the coupling of tw o integer spins changes sign as ( 1)° w ith the interchange
of the two parent spins) one obtains (for S € N=2):

g Tr(ly}) = 3

2 Tr(@;B)C;D)3)=1+2( 1)°
Tr(@;B;C) %)= 0 (316)
Tr(A;B)})=1
Tr(@;B;C;D) %)= ( 1)°

T herefore the ocollinear solution is simply characterized by 1 and 3 for
even S, and 4 forodd S, whatever the sam pl size.

T he sym m etries of all states of the tower are now fiilly determ ined both
for the 4-sublattice order f*E'g and for the collinear order f°E'g. If the
quantum Ham iltonian presents one of these kinds of order, the quantum

uctuations generated by the discarded part of H should preserve the dy-—
nam ics and the structure of these Iow lying subsets.

40



40 — —
20 . 5 ]
2 i e B 1
=) E = ]
oray | ;
- | I J=1, ,=0.7
- - N=16
—20 - | | | L [ | | [ -
E £ T E T ‘: T T T ‘ T T \7
4 - - - - - -
w | R - _ i
> - - - - - 4
5]
| 2 7
(D 1
LT:T r -
OF2 - - = - - - —
L1 Ll L L |
0 20 40 60

S?=8(S+1)

Figure 32: Top: complte spectrum ofthe N = 16 periodic sam ple w ith
respect to S?. Bottom : enlargem ent of the di erence between the exact
spectrum and the energy of the low lying levels of the m odel H am ittonians
(Eq:_3-_.é. or Eq:_ﬁ_.-l_z{) . The ground-state m ultiplicity f*F'g is well separated
from them agnons.

323 Exact spectra of the J; J, model on sm all sam ples
and nite size e ects: a direct illustration of the phe-
nom enon of \order by disorder".

W e have determ ined the Iow (and high) energy kvels ofthe J; J, Ham it
tonian in each I.R .0fSU (2) and ofthe space group of the triangular lattice
for an all periodic sampleswih N = 12;16 and N = 28. The spectra are
displayed in Fjg.:_?;_.é and Fig. '._3;;7; W e directly see In the upper parts of
these gures the set 0fQD JS ("Anderson tower of the ground-state") well
separated from the set of levels corresponding to the one m agnon excita—
tions. W e have veri ed that this set has the sym m etry properties of the
above de ned f?E'g subset. The action of the quantum uctuations could
then be read in the lower parts of the gures. A s expected, the quantum
uctuations lift the degeneracies which are present in the exactly solvable
m odeland stabilize the eigenstates w ith the lower S values. N evertheless the
low lying energies per site still group around a line of slope O [(J1 + J,)=N ?).
T he num ber and space symm etries of these levels for each S and N value
are exactly those required by the above analysis of the foursublattice Neel
order.
M oreover, it is already visble on the N = 16 sam pl and quite clear on
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Figure 33: Partial spectrum ofthe N = 28 periodic sam ple. (Sam e legend
as for g,'_S-:Z) . Bottom : the tower of states of the 4-sublattice order f*E'g
lays under the dashed line. Above appear the st m agnons. Above the
dotted line are represented the st excited hom ogeneous states. In the
magnon multiplicity &k & 0;ky ;kr or kg ), or S
states ofeach IR . have been com puted.
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Figure 34: Enlhrgement oftheN = 16 and N = 28 QD JS.A global con—
trbution E ¢ (S) is subtracted from the exact spectrum . T his contribution
describes the overall dynam ics of the order param eter in this nite sam ple,
m easures the renom alization of this dynam ics by quantum uctuations
(see refs. E_L-lj', :_3-5]) . The bars represent eigenstates which belong both to
f°F'g and f'E'g. T he triangles indicate states w hich belong to £*E’'g but not
to f°E'g. W ith increasing sizes, the subset £2E’qg is stabilized and separates
from the pure 4-sublattice order. For N = 28 the two states of f°E'g w ith
even S are quasidegenerate and cannot be distinguished at the scale of the

gure.

the N = 28 sam plk that a dichotom y appears in this fam ily (see Fng_3-_Z!) .
T he lowest levels of this tower of states appearto be ,; 3 or 4, represen—
tations depending on the parity of the total spin. T hey precisely build the
fam ily £?E'g of isotropic projctions of the collinear solutions Eq. 318).
T his strongly suggests that the 4-sublattice order w ill disappear in the ther-
m odynam ic lin it and only the collinear order w ill subsist, as was predicted
In the spin-wave approach f_ll-g, :fl-:q", -'_4-4]

3.3 Concluding rem arks

The symm etry and dynam ical analysis of the low lying levels of a
Ham itonian lkely to exhibit ordered solutions gives rather straight—
forward answer to the kind of order to be expected. The m ethod is
rapid, powerfiil and unbiased. It does not require any a priori sym —
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m etry breaking choice: if a speci ¢ order is selected, one should see
it directly on the exact spectra. M oreover, as it is essentially exact,
there are no questions relative to the convergence of the expansion as
in the spin-wave approach. O n the other hand, as the sizes am enable
to com putation are 1im ited, there is, in the exact approach, a cuto of
the long wavelength uctuations. Results so obtained should thus be
exam ined In the light ofa nie size scaling analysis. T hiswork never—
theless show s that it is not necessary to invoke quantum uctuations
w ith very long waveJdengths to select the collinear order.

T he selection of \orderby disorder" appears in a particular clear light.
Increasing the sam ple size, ncreases the presence of long wave—Jength
uctuations. W e see on this exam ple how these Iong wavedength uc-
tuations realize a di erential stabilization ofthe £2E g subset, favoring
collinear order and progressively w jping out 4-sublattice order. T his
fully support the spin-wave calculations. This is also a clar illistra—
tion of the previous comm ent on the \non drastic" character of this
phenom enon in this peculiar case. W ithout uctuations the system
has already som e order: the role of the quantum uctuations is just
to restore a higher degree of sym m etry to the ground-state solution.

G olng along this route one m ay always speculate if in the them ody—
nam ic lim i, quantum uctuations could not com pltely restore the
sym m etries of the H am iltonian. Spin-w aves calculations, so long they
are consistent at am all sizesw ith exact diagonalizations and selfconsistent
when going to the them odynam ic lim it are credble. This com pari-
son is always usefill and relevant: in the J; J, J3 modelon the
hexagonal Jattice Fg'gi, ?], there are regions of param eter space where
nite-size exact diagonalizations give N eel Long R ange O rder w hereas
soin-waves in the them odynam ic lim  indicate an absence of sub-
lattice m agnetization! W e have veri ed in each of these cases that
at an all sizes the sam iclassical solution in the spin-wave approach
was equally robust and was only destroyed by very long wave-length
uctuations.

On the other hand, in the situations where we clain an absence of
Neel Long Range O rder and a m ore exotic phase (see next chapters
on Valence Bond C rystals and R esonating Valence Bond Spin Liquids)
the A nderson tower of states is absent even on the an allest sizes. In
such a case it is quite clear that the spin-wave approach should be
discarded for spin-1/2.
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C hapter 4

Valence Bond C rystals

4.1 TIntroduction

In our quest of exotic quantum ground-states, we will now describbe som e
exam ples w here the sam Iclassical N eel order is not the ground-state of the
problem and SU (2) symm etry is not broken.

In this chapter we will concentrate on solutions where there is long
range order in the dim er coverings: we call these phases Valence
Bond C rystals (in the follow ing noted VBC).

Such solutions are wellknown in 1-dim ensional problem s as for exam ple
intheA F.J; J, model:

X X
H=0J SiSj+ Jo SiSj 4.1)

< ijp> << ijp>>

where the st (resp. second) sum s run on  rst (resp. second) neighbors.
In 1d, or J,=J; > 024, the ground-state is din erized and there isa gap to
the rst excitations: this is the sin plest case ofa VBC .

W hat is the situation in 2-d?

In a classical approach, the ground-state ofEq. (_4-_.]-.:) on a square lattice
hasa softmodeat (; ) orJ ,=J1 < 05. At J,=J; = 05, the (; ) order
is degenerate w ith 4-sublattice order and collinear (;0) or (0; ) oxder. For
Jo=J; > 035, quantum uctuations select the collinear (;0) or (0; ) oxder
by the phenom enon of \order by disorder" (see Fig. :fl-j;) .

In our naive approach of chapter 1, com paring the energies of classical
N eel solutionsto din er covering ones, we w ould conclude that din er covering
solutions and VBC are m ore stabl than any classical Neel order in a large
range of param eters around J,=J; = 05 Ejg.:fl-:]]) .

In fact \quantum uctuations" stabilize the N eel states and the w lndow
for an exotic phase is an aller than indicated In Fjg.:_él-_i: . The nature of the
quantum phase on the square lattice at J,=J; = 05 is still debated [a, 41,
-_4'3,-_4'9,-5@, 55-1]] A columnar VBC hasbeen identi ed In the sam em odelon
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Figure 41: Schem atization of di erent variational solutions ofthe J; J,
m odeldescribed in the introduction of this chapter
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Figure 42: The checkerboard lattice: the spins sit at the vertices shown by
bullets, all couplings are identical, uq ;u, are the unit vectors of the B ravais
lattice.

the honeycom b lattice for J,=J; 04 (see ref. t_Z-Q] and refs. therein). For
a pedagogical illustration we willm ove to a m ore ckarcut exam pl: the
H eisenberg m odelon the checkerboard lattice {5@', ?] (nhoted in the ollow Ing
HCKB).

42 The Heisenberg m odel on the checkerboard
lattice: an exam ple ofa Valence Bond C rystal

T he checkerboard lattice is m ade of comer sharing tetrahedrons, w ith all
bonds equal: this a 2-din ensional slice of a pyrochlore lJattice. T he under—
Iying B ravais lattice is a square lattice and there are two spIns per unit cell
Fig.d3).

4 2.1 C lassical ground-states

T he Heisenberg Ham iltonian on such a lattice is highly degenerate in the
classical 1in it. D ue to the special orm of the lattice this H am itonian can
be rew ritten as the sum of the square of the total spin of comer sharing
units

X Jg X , NJ
H=J Si‘Sj E S TZ (4 .2)
(i;J) bonds units
A classical ground-state is obtained whenever 8 S = 0. Such ground-

states have a continuous local degeneracy and an energy N J)=4. This is
m uch higher than the din er covering energy, which is (@N J)=8. Aswewill
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Figure 4 3: G ap between the absolute ground-state and the rst S=1 exci-
tation ofthe HCKB m odel versus sam pl sizes.

see below , there is no m em ory of these classical solutions in the quantum
ground-states and low lying excitations of thism odel.

422 The Quantum HCKB m odel: Spin G ap

A swe have seen in chapter 2, the 1rst characteristic of the sam iclassical
Neel lke solution is the existence of the Anderson tower of states which
collapse to the ground-state as O (1=N ) and the absence of spin gap in the
them odynam ic lim it (see for exam pl F i. :_2-_.-5}) .

The rst salient feature of the Heisenberg m odel on the checkerboard
lattice is the existence of a Jarge spin gap, w hich show sno tendency ofgoing
to zero at the them odynam ic lim it (com pare Fig.4 .3 wih Fig.i2.3). This
Indicates that the ground-state does not break the SU (2) sym m etry of the
Ham iltonian, and as a corollary we expect that the spin-spin correlations
decrease to zero at large distance wWhich seem s well verd ed, see Tablke IV
ofref. [7]).

4.2.3 Degeneracy of the ground-state and space sym m etry
breaking in the therm odynam ic lim it

The low lying levels of the spectra ofthe HCK B m odel In the singlet space
are digplayed in Fig. :_ZI_Z} .
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Figure44: Gapstothe st (open up triangles) and second (plack squares)
Jevel ofthe singlet sector. For the studied sam plesthese two \excited" singlet
Jevels are In the snglttriplet gap (See Fjg.:_éf_fg) .

In this gure, one reads that the st excited singlet state very plausbly
collapses to the absolute ground-state, whereasa nite gap to the third S=0
kvel (perhaps sn aller than the spin gap) buid on wih sam ple size. This
plads In favor of a 2-fold degeneracy of the absolute ground-state in the
them odynam ic 1 it.

T he absolute ground-state is in the trivial representation of the lattice
symm etry group. Its wave function is invariant in any translation and in
any operation of D 4: group of the =2 rotations around point O (or any
equivalent point of the Bravais lattice) and axial sym m etries w ith respect
to axesu; and u; (see Fjg.:fI;Z) . The excited state which collapses on it in
the themm odynam ic lin it has a wave vector (; ) (is wave fiinction takes
a (Hl) factor in one-step translations along u; or uy), and it is odd under

=2 rotations and axial sym m etries. In the them odynam ic lin i the 2-fold
degenerate ground-state can thus exhibit a spontaneous sym m etry breaking
w ith a doubling of the uni cell.

Such a restricted sym m etry breaking does not allow a colum nar or stag—
gered con guration of dim ers: both of these states have at last a 4-fold
degeneracy ' ig. :_4-_5.) . The sin plest Valence Bond C rystals that allow the
abovem entioned sym m etry breaking are described by pure product wave—
functions of 4-spin S= 0 plaquettes.

T his fam ily includes eight di erent con gurations:

T he singlket plaquettes m ay sit either on the squaresw ith crossed links
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Figure 45: Colum nar and staggered con guration of dim ers (fat links) on
the checkerboard lattice: such symm etry breaking con gurations are 4-old
degenerate in the thermm odynam ic lim it.

0 0 S=0 S=0
a B
a B
0 0 s=0 s=0
1 Y 3 Y
A configuration B configuration

Figure4.6: S=0 4-soin plaquette valencebond crystals on the checkerboard
lattice: fat links Indicate 4 spins involved In a singlet.

or on the void squares (A and B con gurations ofFjg.:fl.é.),

T he translation sym m etry breaking con gurationsm ay be in two dif-
ferent locationsnamed A4 5y (resp B 1)),

An S=0 state on a plaquette of our spins sitting on sites (; ; ;)
m ay be realized either by the sym m etric com bination of pairs of sin—
glets:

>S90 >+ > 91 >; @ 3)

where j ! > isthe singkt state on sites and

jto>=@G" > J# "™)= 2: @.2)
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W ave-function H Ty, ‘ R o ‘ uy ‘

AI(Z) AJ2r(1) AI(Z) AJZ[(Z)
Al(2) A2(1) ( 1)pA1(2) ( l)pAl(Z)
Blo B B Boa
B1(2) B2(1) ( 1)pB2(1) ( 1)pB2(1)
X =A,+ A, X X X
Y =A, + A, Y ( 1)PY ( 1)PY
Z =B, + B, Z z Z
T =B, + B, T (P T (P T

Tabl 4.1: Transform ation rules of the product wave-fiinctions in the el
m entary operations of the sym m etry group (the space group isde ned w ith
respect to point O and translationsuj ;u,). T he wave-functions of the anti-
sym m etric plaquettes have di erent sym m etries depending on the parity p
of the num ber of plaquettes in the sam ple.

W e can thusde neeight di erent product wave-fiinctions labeled: A 12) >
and B, o> T he transform ations of these states under the elem entary op—
erations of the lattice sym m etry group are described In the rst four lines
of Tablk :_ZI_.-]: The symm etric (resp. antisymm etric) linear com binations of
these states w hich are irreducible representations of this group are de ned in
the four last lines ofthe sam e Tabl. C om parison ofthe sym m etries of these
states for di erent sam ples w ith those of the two 1rst levels of the exact
spectra indicates a Z* ;Z symm etry of the HCKB ground-state doublket.
In the them odynam ic Im it the sym m etry breaking con guration is thus of
the B type decorated by the symm etric 4-spin plaquettes j * > described
nEq.d3.

A sinpl last ram ark could be done: the symm etricplaquette state
Eqg. _-4-_.5) can be rew ritten as the product of two triplets along the diag—
onals of the square. This con guration of spins is not energetically optin al
on the squares w ith antiferrom agnetic crossed links (A con guration) but
m ight a prioribe favored In B con guration. R eversly the “plaquette can
be rew ritten as the product of tw o singlts along the diagonals ofthe square,
and would eventually bepreferred in A con guration. T he variationalenergy
per spin of the product wave-fiinction of * -plaquettes in B con guration
iSEyar B7 )= 035, whereas the variational energy per spin of the product
wave-function of -plaquettes In A con guration ISEar @ )= 0375,
T he exact energy per spin is E ¢y 0514 0006. Thisisa rst proof
that the real system takes advantage of som e uctuations around the pure
product wave-fiinction Z* to decrease its energy.
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Figure 4.7: D in erdin er correlations in the exact ground-state of the 36
samplke Eq.4.8). The reference bond is the bond (1;2). Positive (negative)
correlations are drawn as fiill (dashed) lines. T he thickness of the lines is
a m easure of the strength of the correlation. T he diagonal lines show the
posiion of the crossed links.

T he study of din erdin er correlations (Fig.4.? and Tabl 4 2):

C*(1;2;49) = 4K $152S:1853> < S185,>< S;54>] 4.6)

and 8-spin correlation functions [?] show s long range order in the 4-spin
plaquettes, but also the dressing of the pure product state Z* by quantum
uctuations (see Tabl :fl-;2-:) .

A re those sn all size com putations relkevant for the description of the
them odynam ic lin i£? T he stronger answer is read in Fig. ﬁ-_j: & Fjg.:_él-_.zgz
Insofar as the degeneracy ofthe ground-state and the gapsto the rsttriplt
state and the third singlkt state rem ain nie In the them odynam ic lim i,
the Valence Bond C rystal picture wih LRO in plaquettes) will survive to
quantum uctuations. The gaps results Fig. 43 & Fig.4.4) show that the
studied sam ples (except the N = 16) have lnear sizes of the order of, or
larger than the spin-spin correlation length. W e thus think that the present
qualitative conclusions are reliable.
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i;3 ex.gss.| Z w-f. i;3 ex.gss.| Z w-f.
31,32 56 63 7,13 10 25
7,8 A3 42 19,25 10 25
25,26 26 25 7,12 =10 =25
13,14 26 25 31,36 =10 -25
19,20 25 25 13,18 =11 =25
6,5 22 25 25,30 =11 =25
6,12 =20 =25 19,24 =11 =25
25,31 =20 =25 6,36 10 25
13,19 -18 =25 12,18 11 25
36,35 18 25 24,30 10 25
5,11 -18 =25 35,5 10 25
4,10 -18 =25 11,17 10 25
12,11 17 25 29,23 10 25
36,30 =15 =25 5,4 =11 =25
35,29 =15 =25 11,10 =11 =25
30,29 15 25 35,34 =11 =25
17,23 =15 =25 17,16 =11 =25
18,17 15 25 29,28 -10 =25
18,24 =15 =25 23,22 =10 =25
24,23 15 25 34,4 10 25
28,34 =15 =25 10,16 10 25
16,22 =15 =25 28,22 10 25

Tabk 42: D imerdimer correlations C* (1;2;1;3) €q. 4.6) in theN = 36
ground-state. T he sites 1;2;1;j are descrbed in Fig.d.7, the i; j points are
enum erated in the rst colum ns. This correlation hasbeen m easured in the
exact ground-state wave function (second colum ns) and in the variational Z
state (third colum ns). A 1l the values of these correlations between sites of
Fjg.:_4-_.7. can be obtained from this table by a m irror sym m etry through the
bisector ofbond (1;2).
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424 Excitations: raw data and qualitative description of
the rst excitations

Looking to Tabl :_4-_5, and Fig. :fl-_.é, it appears that the triplet excitations
are gapped (gap of the order of 0.7) and very weakly dispersive. Singlet
excitations too are gapped @th line of Tablk :fl-_.-?; and Fig. :_4-_.5,); they are
m uch m ore digpersive than the triplet excitations and less energetic (gap of
the order of 0 25).

N 24’ | 28 | 32% | 32" | 36
e -522 | =520 | =517 | =514 | -520
E!, El_,| 058 | 057|069 057 | 071
EZ , Ei_,| 008 | 009 | 003|001 | 005
EJ_, EZ_,| 006 | 005|018 | 013 | 022
Ei_, EJ_,| 044 | 042 | 047 | 043 | 044
n; 51 82 | 286 | 135 | 110

In (01)/N 016 | 016 | 018 | 015 | 013

Tablk 4.3: Spectrum ofthe Heisenbergm odelon the checkerboard lattice.

0

Energy per spin In the ground-state ey and energy gapsE gs E 28 between
the ng energy level of the S° spin sector and the ng Jevel of the S sector.
Seocond line: spin gap. Third line: gap between the absolute ground-state
and the rst singkt excitation . Fourth lne: gap between the second and
third level in the S = 0 sector. Fifth lne: gap between the third level
In the S = 0 sector and the st triplet excitation. Follow ing lines: nq is
the num ber of singlet states in the soin gap (ncliding degeneracies). T he
starred colum n corresgoonds to a sam ple which has the extra sym m etries of
the pyrochlore Iattice.

T here is a very sim ple variational description of the triplet excitations:
ket us consider the 4-spin plaquettes B ofthe ground-state. T he S= 0 ground-—
state is form ed from the coupling of two triplets along the diagonals. T here
are four S=1 states on such a plaquette. The Iowest S= 1 excitation sin ply
results from the S=1 coupling of the two diagonal triplets. T he gap to this
variational excitation is 1. The Bloch waves built on such excitations are
non dispersive. Up to a renom alization ofthe gap ofthe order of 33% , this
picture appears as a good qualitative description ofthe true S= 1 excitations
ofthe HCKB m odel, which are m assive, quasi localized excitations w ith an
energy gap  0:7.

T he singlkt excitations are m ore intricate. On a B plquette the rst
S= 0 excitation corregponds to the antisym m etric coupling ofdimers j >
described In Eq.:fl-;zg. Its energy gap to the ground-state is equalto 2. This

rst excitation ofthe B plaquettes ism ore energetic than the ob fct built by
a reorganization oftwo symm etric * states on two neighboring B positions.
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Figure 4.8: D ispersion relations in the triplet sector versus k Fkojwih
ko= (;).

T he Inset show s the correspondence betw een the colors of the sym bols and
the w ave vectors In the B rillouin zone. O nly the triplet excitations are draw n
n this gure.
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Figure 4.9: D igpersion relation ofthe singlkt excitations ofthe N = 36 sam —
pl versus k¥Fkojwih kg = (; ). The horizontal dashed line indicates
the soingap .T he inset show s the correspondence between the colors of the
sym bols and the wave vectors in the Brillouin zone. O nly the singlt exci-
tations are drawn in this gure. The rst excited level of this gure w ith
ko= (;) (yellow up triangle) isnot a true excitation. T his level is at the
therm odynam ic lin it degenerate w ith the ground-state and allow s the space
sym m etry breaking of the 4-goin plaquette order.
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M ore precisely the excitation which prom otes the two pairs of spins (; )
and (; ) into triplet states and then couples them In a sihglet stateshasa
gap 1 wih respect to the ground-state. To rst order In a strong coupling
expansion this excitation is non dispersive but it can acquire dispersion
at higher order. The exact S=0 excitations are thus certainly a bi m ore
extended and com plex that this st approxin ation ..”_:

Rem arks on the num ber of singlet excitations in the singlet—
triplet gap

T he spectra of very sm all sam ples of the HCK B m odel E§'g:] Jead to con-—
clusions on the num ber of singlets excitations that should be precised and
relativized. T he abovem entioned authors, and m any com m entators after—
ward, argued that this Jarge num ber of singlets m ight be ram iniscent of the
exponential degeneracy In the singlet sector of the H eisenberg m odelon the
kagom e lattice. A precise analysis of the spectra of singlet excitations of
the HCKB m odel show s that this analogy is unjisti ed for the follow ng
reasons:

i) The sam ple set used to extract this conclusion was a m xture of true
2-d checkerboard sam ples, quasil-din ensionaltubesw ith a cross section of
4 spinsand 3-din ensionalpyrochlore-like sam ples [?]. Tabk 4 3 sum m arizes
the resuls for the restricted fam ily of pure 2-din ensional HCK B sam ples.
W hereas the low density of singlt states of the Heisenberg m odel on the
kagom e lattice increases as 1:15" with the system size, a sin ilar analysis
r the HCKB m odel gives the valie 0:14Y . Changing the ratio of the
exponential from a num ber larger than one to a number an aller than one
changes indeed com pltely the picture! In fact the best t to describe the
num ber of singlet in the spin—gap is ocbtained for a power law t: N wih

= 3:96. If these low excitations can be descrbed as m odes one would
e ectively expect som e power law .

ii) Last di erence between the HCK B m odel and the H eisenberg m odel
on the kagom e Jattice HK ): in the HK m odel the continuum of singlets is
adpoent to the ground-state w hereas, in the HCK B m ode], there is a clear-
cut gap In the singlet sector between the ground-state m ultiplicity and the

rst singlet excitations.

'Tn view ofthe strong VB C correlations ofthe ground-state di erent authors deve]op_eg
strong coupling perturbative studies of the excitations. The work by Brenig et al. B3]
takes as a departure point the 4-spin S= 0 plaquettes on the B positions and treat the
couplings between the B sites as a perturbation. The lin i toward the isotropic point
of this high order perturbation expansion seem s to be rather well behaved but i fails
to restore the correct symm etry breaking of the ground-state in the S=0 sector. This
is perhaps not too surprising In view of the above rem arks on the st excitations in
the singlet sector. Berg and collaborators [?] have used a m ore sophisticated m ethod
(determm ination of an e ective ham iltonian by a real space renom alisation m ethod called
CORE), with a di erent departure point in the S = 0 sector, they found dom ain walls
between the two degenerate ground-states as the lowest excitation in the S = 0 sector.
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T his sin ple analysis of the singlet and triplet excitations of the HCK B
m odel supports the idea that the excitations are sim ple \opticalm odes" that
could be cbserved In Ram an, RPE, ESR or NM R spectra. This structure
is certainly highly rem iniscent of those of dim erized or spin-Peierls chains,
gapped ladders.. A picture consistent w ith the strong coupling description
of the ground-state.

425 Summ ary of the generic features of a Valence Bond
C rystal

Iwould like to argue that them ain featuresofValence Bond C rystals what—
ever the din ensionality of space w here they are living) are probably:

A soin gap, no SU (2) symm etry breaking and short range soin-spin
ocorrelations,

D egeneracy in the them odynam ic lim it of the S = 0 ground-state,
em bedding the spontaneous space sym m etry breaking of the phase,

Long range order n dim erdim erand/or Jarger S = 0 plaquettes, (that
can subsist up to nite tem perature?)

G apped exciations, In the S = 0 sectors aswellas In other S sectors,

that can be described as m odes, m ore or lss digpersive. A strong
coupling analysis of these m odes seem s a priorivalid but the exam ples
worked out up to now, on this m odel or on the Shastry-Sutherland
model [55, 56], show that the departure point of the perturbation
theory should be given special consideration.

N o experim ental evidence exists up to now ofa pureValence Bond C rys—
tal with spontaneous symm etry breaking. But a few 2-din ensional sys—
tem sw ith a Valence B ond ground-state have been observed experim entally:
Cav 405 B7,58,59,60,161, 64,163,164, 6,168,161, 68,1641and SxCuz BO 3), [7d,
-'_5-5, :_7-]_:,:_7-2,:_7-3,-'_7-51,-'_7-’_3,:_7@:_5-5,-’_7-:/.,:_7-3]. H ow ever, in both cases the ground-state
is non-degenerate because the H am iltonian has an Integer spin in the unit
cell 4 spins 1=2) and the din erization doesnot break any lattice sym m etry.
From the theoreticalpoint ofview on m ay argue that the di erence between
the theoretical VBC described in this chapter and these com pounds is akin
to the di erence between the dim erized phase ofthe J; J, m odelon the
chain and the soin Peierls com pounds. This is a m nor di erence and from
the experim ental point of view the rst excitations of all these m odels can
be qualitatively described as \opticalm odes". T he detailed characteristics
of the twoquasiparticle continua could be a bit m ore di erent.
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43 A smmplemodelofVBC with a critical point:
the hard core quantum dim erm odelofR okhsar
and K ivelson on the square lattice

Looking for a m odelw ith a resonating valence bond ground-state, R okhsar
and K ivelson Introduced in 1988 a quantum hard core m odelon the square
lattice [79]. Their m otivation was the description of system s w ith strongly
coupled realspace C ooper pairs. At half lling these next-neighbor C ooper
pairs can be seen as nextneighbor din ers. Pauli principl and Coulomb
Interaction m ply that these din ers are hard core dim ers. Insofar as the
soin gap is large enough, i can be speculated that the m anifold of low
energy states is gpanned by the linearly independent set of nearest neighbor
din er oover:ingé_): . The dynam ics of the low lying singlet excitations of this
m odel are described by the Ham iltonian H giy er:

X
rr rr rr rr rr rr
Haimer = J [k rrthe:+V [ kk+ r rr

P laquette
@4.7)
(In their origihal paper the authors discussed the derivation ofthise ective
Ham iltonian from a m ore realistic H ubbard m odel.)

The rsttem ofE q.:fl-_ﬂ-: describes the spatial i oftwo paralleldin ers
from horizontal to vertical position and viceversa, i could also be seen as a
cyclic perm utation of the two dim ers around a square: it is a kinetic energy
term which favors resonances between di erent con gurations of parallel
diners (J isalways> 0). The second term is a potential energy term lkely
to be repulsive In the originalelectron m odel. T he ground-state for in nitely
large j’T] is a Valence Bond C rystal, either staggered (for large VE > 0), or
colum nar (fr large L < 0). See Fig.i1§.

Topological structure of the H ibert space ofthe QHCD m odel
on the square lattice

T he eigenstates of H gqin or Ccan be classi ed according to their w inding
numbers ( y; ) across the 2-torus of the square sam ple with periodic
boundary conditions. T here arem any equivalent ways to de ne these w ind—
Ing num bers. Let us ©llow RK . They draw the transition graph ofa dim er
con guration C relative to a reference con guration Cy Which m ay be the
colum nar con guration) as the superposition of the dim er coverings of the
two con gurations C and Cy. The dim ers in C are directed from one sublat-
tice to the other and reversely forthe din ersofCy . T he transition graph thus
appears as a graph of ordented loops. The winding number ; (resp. )
m easures the net num ber of loops (clockw ise m Inus counterclockw ise) encir-
cling the torus in the x (resp y direction). T he H am iltonian doesnot couple

2Tt has be_ep §h_owr1 that such set form a fam ily of non-orthogonalbut linearly indepen-
dent states @(_), @g]
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Rokhsar-Kivelson hard core quantum dimer mod
on the square lattice ' 88

I R = re=ra I

BC ~-02? 1 VBC

R. K. Critical Point

Similar model on the hexagonal lattice: Moessner and Sondhi '01

subspaces w ith di erent w inding num bers. T hese pairs of w nding num bers
de ne N g disconnected topological subspaces (where N g is the num ber of
lattice sites).

For Vv J 0, H gim er Is positive sam ide nite, the ground-state is
unique and nodeless Frobeniis theorem ). M oreover 0 isa lowerbond of its
energy.

Demons: A Iower bond for the ground-state energy is given by a m in—
In ization of the Ham iltonian on each plaquette individually. If the given
plaquette has no paraleldin er (non ippabl plaquette), its energy is zero
and if it has parallel din ers it has a potential energy V and at best a ki-
netic energy of J. W e can thus write a lower bond energy of the global
system , which is proportionalto the numberof Jppableplaquettesneiy, as
min 0; Vv  J)ngeypl.

Phase D iagram ofthe RK m odel

T he staggered con guration is a zero-energy eigenstate of H qim er -

At the point % = 1 them odel is exactly solvable.

T he four staggered con gurations are zero-energy eigenstates ofHgig er -
A s they saturate the low energy bond, they are the ground-states for
V J 0.Theycanbeclhssi ed In two di erent topologicalclasses in
w hich they are the only representatives. T hey have a zero energy and
any con guration of other topological subspaces has a larger strictly
positive energy (at least oforder O (L) in the]'mit% 1),

At the pojntvg = 1 the m odel is exactly solvabl. There is In each
topological subspace a ground-state w ith zero energy. It is the equal
am plitude superposition of all the con gurations of that sector. i)
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Sin ple com putation show s that these states are zero-energy states of
H gim er - 1) SInce allo -diagonalelem ents are non-positive the ground—
state is unigque and nodeless (Frobenius property, M arshall theorem ).
T he equal am plitude states are thus the unique ground-states in their
regpective topological sectors. W e w ill call these states the RK states.
This is the 1rst example in these lectures of a Resonating Valence
Bond wave-function.

Tt has been shown by Kohm oto and Shapir :jé_?], that the spin-spin
correlations in this state decrease exponentially.

An inportant property: any dim er correlation finctions in the RK
state can be com puted from an exact m apping to the classical statis—
tical problem of din er coverings rst solved by M . E . Fisher and J.
Stephenson [B3]. From this work one can conclude that the din er-
din er correlation functions at VE = 1, decreases algebraically w ith dis—
tance @sr ?). This property in plies that the rst excitations above
the ground-states are gapless.

On the basis of the conthhuity In the energy between the staggered
phase and the RK states, onem ay speculate that the RK point is the
quantum critical end ofthe staggered VBC phase. But the excitations
ofthe staggered VBC are non Iocaland have energy oforderO (N *9®)
in the % !' 1 Imit. To sustain the above point of view one should
explain how the kinetic tetm can dress these excitations so that they
becom e gapless when Vg ! 1. In fact the m ore probable hypothesis is
a rst order phase transition between the RK phase and the staggered
one. Such a question could perhaps be answered w ith M onte C arlo
sin ulations.

T he ground-state w ave-fuinction at thisRK point hasa property which
is considered as constitutive of a RVB spin liquid: that is resonances
between alldim er coverings. It m ust be underlined here that this res—
onance phenom enon at the RK point does not bring any stabilization
of the equal am plitude superposition ground-state when com pared to
the neighboring staggered VBC phase.

RK then argue that ﬁ)r% < 1, there is, separated by a rst orderphase
transition, a new phase which m ight be a \true" resonating Valence
Bond Spin Liquid :3. The characterization of this phase is for the
m om ent rather loose: RK argum ent is variational and rather week.
The rst calculation by Sachdev on a 36 Jattice [B4], gives evidence

Sie. a phase where the resonances between di erent din er coverings are essential to
its stabilization and are so im portant that there is a gap to the rst excitations and any
correlation functions: either spin—spin, din erdim er or higher order plaquette-plaquette
correlation finctions decrease exponentially w ith distance.
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for a VBC oolum nar state for Vg < 035 and not a clear conclusion
nearer from the RK point. Extending the calculations to 64 sites,
and using various estin ators, Leung and co-w orkers [§-_5] estim ated
that long range colum nar order probably exists up to the RK point,
w ith the restriction that up to Vg 02 the order is very plusbly
purely colum nar, whereas in the range 02 < VF < 1 the order could
reduce to a 4-soin S= 0 plaquette order:f:. Tt seem s nevertheless w iddely
adm itted {86, £7] that this m odel has crystalline order everyw here
except at the RK critical point.

In view of these results for the QHCD m odel on the square lattioce, of
m ost studies on the J; Jy SU (2) model, and of the SU (N ) studies on
the sam e Jattice 8§, 89], one may be tempted to conclude that VBC is
the paradigm ofthe quantum ground-state on square and possibly bipartite
lattices. Thism ight be an escapable assum ption ES-}', :_2-(_1], but the fact isthat
the triangular based lattices (see next chapters) seem much m ore favorable
to Resonating Valence Bond Spin Liquids.

4T his conclusion isnot consistent w ith the degeneracy the authorsclain forthe ground-
state. The nature of the phase for V? < 1 rem ains an interesting and open question:
interesting but technically di cult. The sam e kind of di culy is present in the study
ofthe J; J, model on the square lattice for J,=J; 05. At this point of m axim um
frustration, N eelorder is destroyed but the exact nature ofthe phase is unoertam colum —
nar order El@ '48], 4-spin plaquette order [fl7| '50] or RVB spin liguid 1_5]!]9 In view of
exact spectra for sizes up to N= 36, it seam s that the 4-spin S= 0 plaquette order is the
less plausble (pecause the k = ( ; ) states necessary for the 2-fold symm etry breaking
of this state is very high in the spectrum ). W e expect a 4-fold symm etry breaking in
the colum nar state as well as in the RVB state (@ZE] and refs. therein). The gaps from
the ground-state to the plausible candidates for these 4-f©1d sym m etry breakings are still
very large in the N=36 sam ple. W e are thus lad to conclude that the N=36 samplk is
too sm all to give inform ative issue on the dilemm a: colum nar state or RVB state. This
strongly weakens the variational argum ent of ref. B1].
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C hapter 5

R esonating Valence B ond
Spin Liguid (Type I)

The Resonating Valence Bond Spin Ligquid isa quantum conospt Introduced
In 1973 by P.W .Anderson [;L-g], follow ing the line ofthought of LinusPaul-
Ing r molecules. W hen the sam iclassical Neel states or sinpl dimer
covering solutions are very far to satisfy each individual bond, A nderson
speculated that the m acroscopic system ocould take advantage of the quan-—
tum resonances between the exponentialnum ber ofdim er coverings to lower
its ground-state energy. Such states have no long range order whence the
nam e of Spin Liquid, quantum resonances between the exponential num ber
of equivalent din er coverings are essential: it is a R esonating Valence Bond
Spin Ligquid (@bbreviated asRVB Spin Liguid or RVBSL in the follow ing).

5.1 Introduction: short range versus long range
R esonating Valence B ond wave-functions

R esonating Valence Bond wave-functions encom pass a large class of wave—
functions beyond the equal am plitude superposition of next neighbor din er
coverings that we encounter at the RK point in the last chapter.

Tt is easy to verify that the whole set of din er coverings (W ithout any
restriction on the length ofthe din ers) is an overcom plete basisofthe S = 0
subspace of the spin system (com pare the num bers of these coverings to the
size ofthe S = 0 subspace fora N site lattice) 5

Let us suppose that we have designed a fam ily E of linearly independent
din er coverings Ci, a general RVB wave-function w illbe w ritten as:

X
RVB >= AC)F:i> ©1)

Ci2E

'For large enough sizes the next neighbor coverings form a linearly independent fam ily.
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where T; > areproductsofdin erwave-functions (W ith a sign conventionally
xed, respecting the lattice topology) .

In variational calculations, one generally use restricted form s ofEg.i5.1,
where the am plitude A (C;) of a given con guration C; is written as the
product of am plitudes h ;1) or each dim er ;1) present in Cj.

T wo situations have been studied:

i) either long range RVB wave functions where the function h (k;1) de-
pends algebraically on the distance 1) between sites k and 1 (at least for

large distances):
Cst
hk;)= — (52)

Tx1
Liang, D oucot et A nderson ]'_9-9] have shown that such wave functions have
N eel Iong range order in the H eisenberg m odelon the square lattice if < 5
and no Neel lIong range order for > 5 E:. C apriotti and co-workers :_5-3:]
have used a pwave BC S wave-function forthe J; J, m odelon the square
Jattiocs, which has no long range order in dim ers.

i) or the short range Valence Bond w ~f. where the am plitudes h ;1)
are not necessarily strictly restricted to next neighborsbut decrease at least
exponentially with distance m ost of the follow ng is concemed w ith that
kind of wave functions). By construction such functions cannot describe
N eel long range order, as Neel order has long range correlations between
soinson the sam e sublattices. A swe have seen in the previous chapter, this
fam ily encom passes the quantum critical behavior of the QHCD m odel on
the square lattice. W e can equally describe in this basis the Valence Bond
C rystals, which are characterized by dom inant am plitudes associated to the
sin ple sym m etry breaking con gurations. M any properties of these wave-

functions have been studied theoretically (91,192,193, 80, 81] and references
therein), we w ill see som e of them in the ollow Ing.

In this chapter we will rst descrlbbe wih som e length the properties
of the QHCD m odel on the trangular lattice, to com pare to the solution
of the sam e m odel on the square lattice. W e w ill then m ove to the M uli-
Spin Exchange Ham iltonian on the sam e lattice, which is the rst SU (2)
m odel exhbiting a \true" resonating Valence Bond Spin Liquid. A special
attention w ill be given to the topological degeneracy of the ground-state,
and to the existence of decon ned spin-1/2 \sphons" excitations, which is
the m ost in portant experin ental signature ofa RVB Spin Ligquid state. W e
w il close the chapter by a sn all bbliography on gauge theory approaches
that have been dealing w ith the sam e physical problem .

2They equally show that the di erence in energy of those di erent wave-fiinctions are
extrem ely tiny
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52 TheQuantum Hard CoreD In erm odelon the
triangular lattice

The QHCD m odel on the triangular lattice has been studied by M oessner
and Sondhi in 2001 [B7], when they realized that the din erdin er corre-
lation function on this lattice was not algebraically decreasing as on the
square lattice but exponentially decreasing with distance. Them odelon the
trangular lattice com prises the sam e ingredients as on the square lattice: a
potential energy term between parallel pairs of din ers and a kinetic energy
tem w hich does a cyclic perm utation ofparalleldin ers on 4-spin plaquettes
(Ihvolving two triangular units).

X h r £D rr r &P rr r_JJ_ED rr
Haimer = J rr rr thec +V rr rr t rr rr

P laquettes
63)
The sum over plaquettes runs on the three kinds of plaquettes w ith orien—
tations at 60 degrees from each other.

J can be assum edtobeposjrjyegz it enforces resonance e ects, V can be
positive (repulsion between din ers) or attractive. T he conditions of validiy
are the sam e as those of the m odel on the square lattice: it is supposed
that the soin gap is large enough so that the rst excitations are in the
singlet sector. Insofar as the spin gap is large, the soin-spin correlations
are short range which is consistent w ith the restriction to the subspace of
nearest-neighbor Valence Bonds.

T he properties of the lattice a ect the properties of the QHCD m odel
on two central points:

In the triangular case due to the higher entanglem ent of the lattice
w ith the two-din er tem s, there is only 4 di erent topological sectors
classi ed according to the parity ofthe w inding num bers: (even, even),
(even, odd), (odd, even), (odd, odd). (Thedin er- ip term can change
the w inding num bers, not their parities).

At tam peraturem uch larger than J and V , the square Jattioe problem
has algebraically decreasing din er-din er correlations, w hereas on the
triangular Jattice these correlations decrease exponentially §_3-:2]

A s in the square httice case, at the point J = V the m odel is exactly
solvable. T he ground-states here too are the equalam plitude superpositions
of all dim er coverings in each topological sector.

Damons: A Iower bond for the ground-state energy is given by a m in—
In ization of the Ham iltonian on each plaquette individually. If the given
plaquette has no paraleldin er (non ippabl plaquette), its energy is zero

3This was not obvious a priori and is In portant in the llow Ing as it insures that the
H am iltonian is positive sem ide nite forv J 0
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and if it has paralkel din ers is potential energy is V and its kinetic en—
ergy is J.W e can thus write a lower bond for the energy of the global
system , which is proportional to the number of ippable plaquettes neiy,,
asmin 0; V Jngppl. ALV = J the equal am plitude wave-functions in
each topological sub-sector saturate this lower bond. A s H iy or 1S positive
sam de nite at this point, the equal am plitude wave-functions are thus the
unigque ground-states of the problem .

Contrary to the case of the square Jattice, the degeneracy of this RVB
subspace is only 4 on the triangular lattice (Whereas it is of order N in the
square lattice case). A s In the square lattice case, these RVB states are
degenerate w ith the 6 staggered con gurations, which are ground-states for
any V=0 1 (seeFig.5.d).

The sum overallcon gurations ofthe equalam plitude wave-functions is
equivalent to the classicaldim erproblem (up to the question ofthe staggered
phase which has a negligble statistical weight in the problam ): thus the
din erdin er correlations decrease exponentially w ith distance at the point
J = V . t's the description of a true RVB Spin Ligquid phase w ith exponen—
tially decreasing soin-spin and dim erdin er correlations (Wwe thus expect a
gap in the singlet sector), and translhtional nvariance of the ground-state
(@1l four topological ground-states, w ith equalam plitude w ave-flinctions are
In the same k = (0;0) sector of the In pulsion [_8-3:]) .

M onte<€ arlo sin ulations {871 have shown that this phase extents at least
In the range 2=3 < V=J 1. It temm tnates at V=J = 1, wih a st oxder
transition to the staggered phase (seen in the M onte C arlo sinulations as
hysteretic behaviors). The din erdim er correlation function is very short
range in all the abovem entioned range of param eter, and very weakly de—
pendent on tem perature, which is suggestive of a gap in the spectrum .

W e will not comm ent on the rest of the phase diagram , as it is not
relevant to our m ain point here. It is descrbed in Fig. 5. For more
details, see the origihal paper 7).

Spinons: A s noted above the RVB phase has a gap to collective exci-
tations, which isequally true of VBC .Them a prdi erence insofar between
VBC and RVB Spin Ligquids is the existence in this new quantum phase of
decon ned spin-1/2 excitations: the spinons. Ifyou break a Valence Bond in
aVBC phase and try to separate the tw o single spins from each othertheen—
ergy of the system increases as the length of the string ofm isaligned dim ers
which appears between the two single spins (take as an exam ple the stag-
gered or the colum narphase ofthe Q HCD ). T his creates an elastic restoring
force which binds the two spin-1/2 together: in such a Valence Bond C rys—
tals excitations have always an integer soin ( S = O orl). W e sugoect that
In the RVB Spin Ligquid state, where the correlations between local oper—
ators are short range and any disordered con guration as probable as an
other, the restoring force betw een two single sopinsbeyond a certain distance
w illbe negligble and the spin-1/2 (\sphhons") willbe decon ned. A sinplk
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Figure 51: The phase diagram of the Q uantum Hard Core D in er problem
on the triangular lattice

veri cation can be done on the equalam plitude states ofthe Q uantum H ard
Core D In erm odelw hatever the lattice: spinons do not interact beyond one
Jattice step. O ne expects this property to extend in all the RVBSL phase
at T=0. At high tem perature the classical square lattice is known to be
logarithm ically con ning [@:}:] M ocessner and Sondhihave chedked that the
triangular lattice is not con ning.

T he existence ofdecon ned spin-1/2 excitations, and thus ofa continuum
of excitations just above the gap is the m ain experin ental signature of the
2-din ensional Valence Bond Spin Liquid. Tt was recently clain ed that this
continuum of excitations hasbeen cbserved In C s5,CuC ly; which is supposed
to be a two din ensionalm agnet B4].

Two m ore com plex evidences of RVB Spin Liguids phases had been ob—
tained before the discovery of this sinple toy model: the rst in 1992 in
a large N , Sp (N ) analysis of Sachdev i_9-§5], the second In a m ore realistic
SU (2) soin m odelby M isguich and cow orkers [_9-§, -'_9-_7.] T his Jast work will
be the ob ct of the next section.

53 TheM SE m odelor R ing Exchange m odel on
the triangular lattice

The multiplespin exchange m odel (called M SE in the follow ng) was rst
introduced by Thoulkss P8] to describe the nuckar m agnetism of three-
din ensional solid He® [99] and by Herring [100] for the W igner crystal. Tt
is an e ective H am iltonian which govems the soin degrees of freedom in a
crystal of ferm ions. The Ham iltonian is a sum of pem utations which ex—
change the spin variables along rings of neighboring sites. It is now largely
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believed that M SE interactions on the triangular lattice also describe the
m agnetism of solid He® m ono-layers adsorbed on graphite :_1'9';!, :_9-5,-'_1-_0-2:] and
that it could be a good description of the two dim ensional W igner crys—
tal of ekectrons [_1-9-3] In He®, exchange tem s ncluding up to 6 spins are
present {L0L]. Recent discussions equally concem the strength and im por-
tance of the 4-spin exchange term In LayCuO 4 E_l-(_)-é_l', 2,7, -_3-2]

Here we will only focus on 2-and 4-spin interactions which constitute
them Inin alM SE m odelw here a short-range RV B ground-state is predicted
from exact diagonalizations [97]. The Ham iltonian, which is also called by
som e authors the R ing E xchange m odel, reads:

X X
H = J2 Pij + J4 (Pijkl+ Plkjl) (5.4)
£t
=t £t

The rst sum runs over all pairs of nearest neighbors on the triangular
lattice and P 35 exchanges the spinsbetween thetwo sitesiand j. T he second
sum runs over all the 4-sites plaquettes and Py is a cyclic perm utation
around the plaquette. T he 2-goin exchange is equivalent to the H eisenberg
Interaction since Pi; = 2S; S5+ 1=2, but the four-spin term contains term s
Involving 2 and 4 soins and m akes the m odela highly frustrated one.

T he general phase diagram of thism odel is given in F ig. :_5-_.5 .

W e willnow fcus on the phase described as \Spin Liquid I" in Fig. 5.2
and m ore precisely on thepoint J, < 0and J,=J, ’ 2 which hasbeen stud-
ied extensively by m eans of exact diagonalizations up to N = 36 sites [97]
(this is a good qualitative description of the Jow -density solid He®> Ims).

Finite size e ects on the spin gap and energy per spin are digplayed in
Fig.53.

T hese data point to a spin-gapped phase w ith a short correlation length
(of the order of a few lattice steps) and a spin gap oforder 1.

T hree properties should be em phasized:

No sign ofa VBC ocould be found. A 1l correlations functions spin-spin,
din erdim er, 4—and 6-spn plaquetteplaquette seam short range L9-j,
108] and consequently all susceptibilities associated to local cbserv-
ables are zero in the ground-state oftheM SE spin liquid (see ref. [_8@:]) .

T he ground-state digplays at the themm odynam ic lin it a degeneracy
that hasbeen shown to be purely of topological origin f§-14']

T he systam probably supports uncon ned spjnons'f:.

%0 n the basis of too an all sam ples we had concluded in our 1999 paper that spinons
were probably con ned which was a bit unpleasant and contradictory w ith the existence
of a topological degeneracy and the absence of any order in a local order param eter.)
E xtending the calculations to larger sizesup to N = 33, we have now resuls that clearly
point to decon ned spinons for large enough distances.
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Figure 52: The phase diagram of the ring exchange m odel Eq. '._5-_.-4) on the
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Figure 53: Finie size e ects on the spin gap (top graph) and energy per
soin (pottom graph) in the Ring Exchange m odel Eg. :_5-;11:) forJd, = 2,
Js = 1. Ref. L9-:Z] and unpublished results. Sam ples w ith an odd num ber of
sites are indicated by crosses. T he full squares are for even sam pls w ith
the f1ll sym m etry of the In nite lattice and open squares for even sam pls
w ith lower spatial sym m etries. Study of the energy per site (bottom gure)
is specially interesting. Shape e ects are still in portant for sizes as large
as 32 but is appears clearly that the energy of the m ost frustrated sam ples
(odd num ber of sites: crosses) is converging to the sam e lin it as the energy
ofthe unfrustrated ones. T his is a good Indication that the larger sizes that
we have considered should allow signi cant qualitative conclisions.
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53.1 Topological degeneracy:

This subct is fully developed i ref. 1] and illustrated 1 Fig.55.4. Tn
this gure the rst graph (top lkft) shows the low lying singlet states for
the N= 36 sam ple. On this graph one sees that these singlkt levels appear
asmultiplets (the black symbol is one tin e degenerate and the red sym bol
has a 3-fold degeneracy). W ih the system size the "red" levels collapse to
the bladk ones exponentially fast, with a characteristic length which is of
the order of 0:6 lattice step ( nite size scaling in the bottom right gure):
this is the degeneracy, that we argue to be of topological origin.

In short the topological degeneracy can be understood using two argu—
m ents: i) the wave-functions describing theM SE soin liquid can be classi ed
as short range RVB wave functions (all the correlations functions in local
cbservables are short range), ii) the H am iltonian is a local operator insen—
sitive to a global property as the pariy of the w inding number. In other
words for Jarge enough sizes, it ispossble to locally optin ize the energy and
the result does not depend on the topological sector where it is done. A's
there is 4 topological sectors for a triangular lattice on a two torus, we have
there the origin of the 4-fold degeneracy.

On Jattices w ith an odd number of row s it is possbl to transform one
topological sector in anotherby a 2 tw ist of the boundary conditions along
the even direction Fig :5_.1-!. top—right graph). ( This is equivalent to the
Introduction of a quantum of ctitious ux through the torus: detailed
explanations can be found in ref.&_ill]) . In such an operation the global
spectrum of the H am iltonian is unchanged but eigen-states are not m apped
on theam selves: the m om entum of the states is transhted by (;0) in such
an operation. O shikawa {_1'9'9‘] concluded that such system s should exhibit a
doubling of the Brillouin zone and the spontaneous sym m etry breaking of
aValence Bond Crystal. This is an Incorrect speculation as we w ill explain
in section 55. A sin ple counterexam ple is given by the HCQD m odel: the
ground-state In the di erent topological subspaces for (even, even) sam ples
areallin thek = (0;0) sectorofthem om entum . T here isthusan alternation
of the quantum num bers of the degenerate ground-state m ultiplicity when
going from (even, even) to (even, odd) sam ples whatever the system size:
this ndeed is inconsistent w ith a VBC gpontaneous sym m etry breaking In
the therm odynam ic lim it. In the sam e line, in theM SE m odel, the evolution
w ith the systam size of the quantum num bers associated to the point group
equally show s that this topological degeneracy is by no way associated to
som e sym m etry breaking of the lattice _[8-}']

A last comm ent relative to the possbility of using this degeneracy to
At rst sight the idea is attractive: due to the absence of long range order
n any local variable the Iocal susceptibilities vanish in the them odynam ic
Ilim it (see ref. EB-;']) and one expects such quantum bits to be insensitive to
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Figure 54: Topological degeneracy In the R Ing E xchange m odel CEq.:_S-_.Z;)
rJ, = 2,J4= 1.Ref. P1land unpublished results. The gure at the top
Jeft show sthe low lying levels in the singlet and triplet sectors for the sam ple
ofsize N = 36. N otice that the singlet gap is already m uch am aller than the
triplet gap. The gure at the bottom kft gives the nite size scaling of the
son gap. The gure at the bottom right show s how the gap in the singlkt
sector is closing as a function ofthe size. It is exponentially decreasing w ith
the linear size of the lattice, and the correlation length is about 0.6 lattice
step. Such a law correctly describbes the nite size scaling of the spin gap
of unfrustrated sam ples (pottom IJft graph), w ith an estin ate of the soin
gap 08 0:d.The gure In the top right show s the e ect of an adiabatic
tw ist of the boundary conditions in exchanging the two quasidegenerate
topological levels.
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Spinon Binding energy (MSE)
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Figure 55: Spinons binding energy in the R ing Exchange m odel CEq.:_S-_.Z;)
ford, = 2,J4= 1. One samplk only has been used for the sizes 28, 29,
30; this precludes an estin ation of the uncertainty due to the sam ple form

for intermm ediate results. N otw thstanding this, the disgplayed results do not
In m the conclusion of a zero energy binding for lJarge enough sizes. The
red curve is an in perfect and arbitrary polynom ial t to indicate a general
tendency (unpublished resuls, work In progress).

any local cause of decoherence. But the cham ofthisproperty is to be paid
by highly non trivial, if not In possble, w riting and reading of the state of
the quantum bit Which would In ply m anjpulation of gauge elds ..).

532 Uncon ned spinons?

To estin ate the con nem ent energy oftw o separated single spins (seeFjgb-ﬁl),
we use the ollow ing argum ents:
i) A sam ple of 2N gpins has a ground-state energy which is essentially:

1
E@N;S=0)=2N¢ + O (p=); 55)
N

the correction term to theN ! 1 J'mjtjsatmostO(p%)jftherejs]ong

range order in spin-spin correlations and is m ore plausbly O (&5 N_L= )y 1

) In
the present case.
i) A sample wihe 2N + 1 sites can accomm odate N valence bonds +
one singke soin, we can w rite its ground-state energy as:
1
EE@N +1;S=1=2)= 2N + 1)e; + gpinon+ O (= ) 5.6)
N
where g o0 M easures the energy gap for the creation of one spinon.
iii) Ifwe now look to the rst S = 1 excitation of an even sample,
we expect (in the hypothesis where spinons are the st excitations of this
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system ) that:
1
E @N ;lstexc:lev:) = 2N e + 2 spinon T Ebjnding+ O (= ) 6.7
N

w here E i, ging is the binding energy oftwo spinons. IfE pinqing iSnegative in
the them odynam ic lin i then the spinonsw illbe con ned, the rst excita-
tions w illbe Integer spin excitations as expected In a Valence Bond C ristal.
fEpnging ! 0wih  goinon ! 0 0 wih Increasing size, we then ex—
pect the spinons to be uncon ned and the rst excitations of them odel are
fractionalized {112,113, 114, 115, ile, 117, [18]

U sing these three equations E qs.:_5-_.§., 16-;@., 15.7) for consecutive sizes one
obtains an estin ate of the binding energy for each sam pk size. The resuls
are shown In Fig. ",_5-;3 They give a positive indication in favor of unbound

soinons In the M SE m odel.

54 RVB Spin Liguids in other spin m odels

W e suspect that RVB Spin Liquids could be cbserved in other spin m odels.
A s already discussed In the previous chapter, the case ofthe J; J, m odel
on the square lattice is still debated, the correlation length being probably
larger than the largest sizes actually available. The J; J; modelon the
hexagonallatticem ay have soin liquid phasesforJ,=J; 03 and around the
point w ith ferrom agnetic J, and J,=J, = 025 {_Z-(j] H ere too, and contrary
to the M SE m odel the range of param eters w here a soin liquid phase m ight
appear is relatively am all, the local S= 0 ob FEcts probably extend over a few

lattice cells, and as a consequence the gaps are rather an all and the shape
e ects a bi chaotic for the available sizes.

An explanation of the robustness of the shortrange RVB phase In the
M SE m odelcan be guessed from the analogy between m ultiple-spin interac—
tionsand Q HCD m odels. From the analysisofQ HCD m odelsw e understand
that RV B phases are possbl when VBC are energetically unstable. C olum —
narVBC are stabilized by strong paralkeldin er attraction and staggered LS-:I]
VBC appear when the repulsion between these parallel din ers is strong. In
between, an RVB phase can arise 3 . From thispoint of view , ncreasing the
role of the kinetic term of them odel is essential: it is exactly the rok ofthe
four-spin ring exchange term ofthe M SE m odel Eq.54) 08].

T he role of the triangular lattice (or of a preferred triangular sublattice
asin the case ofthe J; J, m odelon the hexagonal lattice) should probably
also be em phasized: JC .D om enge’sprelin nary work on theM SE m odelon
the square lJattice points to a an aller extent of the Spin Liguid phases Sé]

In Ref. {[13]an RVB state is sekected by introducing defects in the lattice in order to
destabilize the com peting VBC states.

74



Figure 5.6: 2-torus w ith one cut

5.5 Short range RV B : topological degeneracy and
absence of sym m etry breaking

In this section we develop two In portant properties of type I short range
RVB Spin Liguids, n a m ore general point of view than in the preceding
sections and independently of a speci ¢ H am iltonian, w ith the only restric—
tion that it is a short range operator and that the ground-state and 1rst
excited levels can be described w ith resonant Valence Bond superpositions
of short range dim ers (not exclusively rst neighbors).

(For sin plicity this section nclides som e parts of the paperby M isguich
etal [_8-11] but som e dem onstrations and exam ples, w hich should not alter the
general understanding are om ited and in som e cases the reader is referred
to the original work to com plete the picture.)

551 Topologicaldegeneracy of the ground-state m ultip lic—
ity of a type I RVB w ith half integer spin in the unit
cell

D e nition of the topological sectors

Letusdraw a cut encircling the torus created by periodic boundary con—
ditions (see Fig. :_5-_.5,) . This hypersurface ofdimension d 1 cutsbonds of
the Jattice but there is no site sitting on it. T he position of the cut is ar-
birary. The fam ily of nearest-neighbor din er coverings can be decom posed
Into two subspacesE  depending on the parity ofthe num ber ofdin ers
crossing the cut .'f’.. By considering a set of d cuts i 1;.:;q encircling the
torus In all possble directions one obtains 2¢ fam ilies of din er covering.

Any movem ent of dim ers can be represented as a set of closed loops
around which din ers are shiffed in a cyclic way. A Jcal operator w ill only
generate contractble loopsw hich w ill cross each cut a even num ber of tin es.
T he num ber of din ers crossing the cut can therefore only be changed by an
even Integer and the parities ; are unchanged.

® The de nition ofR okhsar and K ivelson EZS':] that we used before is equivalent to this
one but less practical in the present context.
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T his property rem ains true as long as one works In a subspace where
the din er lengths are an aller than the linear system size, that is when the
topological sector are wellde ned (ifa din er length is half the linear of the
system one cannot decide by which side it goes). On the other hand, we
checked on the triangular (resp. Kagom e) lattice that these 4 sectors are
the only topological sectors: local 3— (resp 4-) din erm oves can be used to
transform a con guration of a given sector into any other con guration of
that sector.

T hese subspaces are orthogonal in the themm odynam ic Iim i {[19]. The
graph ofthe scalarproduct< ¢ &+ > oftwo din ercon gurationsbelonging
to di erent subspacesE* and E has at Jeast one long loop encircling the
torus In the Ly direction. W hen L, goes to in niy this contrlbution to
the scalar product is sm aller than 2 *=?. C onsider tw o nom alized vectors
j *iand j 1ibelonging to two di erent sectors:

X
= ) c 5.8)
c 2E

B ecause of the exponential num ber of dim er coverings in each subspace it is
not obviousthat § *iand j 1iare orthogonalin the them odynam ic lin it.
But it is nevertheless the case B1], and:

5 <o0o@ P 5.9)

In the follow ng, unless explicitly m entioned, we consider the 2D case
for sim plicity but m ost of the topological argum ents about din er covering
In m ediately extend to higher din ensions.

Two—fold degeneracy in even odd sam ples

In the special case of toriw ith an odd num ber of row s (and an odd num ber
ofspjn—% per crystallographic unit cell), one step translation along the x axis
(called Ty in the follow ing) mapsE* on E  and reversely. Som e point-group
symm etry can also do this pb. A rotation about a lattice site nearby the
caut (called R in the follow ing) has the sam e e ect. If the cut is chosen
parallel to a symm etry axis of the sam ple, a re ection w ith respect to this
axis (called  in the Pllow Ing) willequally m ap E" on E and reversely.

A 1l these sym m etry operations isolate a single colum n C of lattice sites
between and its transform 0. In that case colum ns have an odd num ber
of sites and an odd num ber ofdim ersm ust connect som e sites inside C w ith
sites outside C . T herefore di ers from o and the two subspaces E*
and E are exchanged.

For a Jarge enough system these two sectors are 1) orthogonal, 2) uncou—
pld by any local Ham iltonian and 3) exchanged by symm etry operations
(even odd). This is enough to Insures that they have the sam e spectrum ,
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irrespectively of the physics of the m odel, provided it can be described in
the short—range din er space. In fact, quantum num bers of these doublets of
degenerate states are xed by symm etry.

W e decom pose an eigenstate j o > on the two topological subspaces
de ned relatively to the cut

Joi= 4§ + (5.10)

where |, belong respectively to the setsE . j o1, as an eigenstate of the
Ham iltonian w ith periodic boundary conditions, belongs to an irreduchble
representation ofthe translation group. In the follow ng we w illalso assum e
an R and  invariance ofthe Ham iltonian and that, for sin plicity, j o >
transform s under a one-din ensional representation underR and .

Te § oi= €0 " oi
R Joi= Joi
Yjoi= §3oi (5.11)

+

In thethem odynam iclimit |, and [ areorthogonaland Ty,R and
Ymap E* on E and reversly:

Y = 7 : (5.12)

i 1= o ¢ (5.13)
Egs. $12) mply
Teja; i= ¥ %y i
R Jg; i= 0J1; 1
Yy, i= 3. i (5.14)

j 1; 1 has thus a wavevector ki, a rotation quantum number ; and a
re ection quantum num ber i’ related to the quantum num bers of j (i by
the relations:

k1= kot (;0)

1 0
Y o (5.15)

Tt isthusa state orthogonal to the ground-state (even on a nite-size system
w here the topological sectors are not rigorously orthogonal).
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Since any localH am iltonian hasexponentially vanishingm atrix elem ents
between di erent sectors we have

s Ho o, ! O (5.16)

and j 1; > is thus degenerate w ith the absolute ground-state, their sym -
m etries being related by relations (6.19).

D egeneracies in even even sam ples

A s rem arked by Bonesteel f119] on a square lattice a =2 rotation exchanges
sector (+; ) andsector ( ;+)butsectors ( ; )and ¢+ ;+) rem ain lnequiv—
alent. A sim ilar phenom enon occurs on the triangular lattice where 2 =3
rotations pem ute cyclically 3 ofthe 4 sectors. A s a resul there are equally
in even even sam ples exact degeneracies due to thesem appings [1]. Read-
ers Interested in the details of these degeneracies are referred to the original
paper [B1].

4—fold degeneracy in RVB SL phases

T he num ericaldata on the type I Spin Liquid phase oftheM SE and QHCD
m odels [B1] suggest that the ground-state degeneracy is 4 in such a phase
whatever m ay be the shape of the sam ple.

T here is no globalm athem atical proof of this property but the follow ing
physical argum ents m ake it extrem ely plausble.

Let usm ake the ollow Ing assum ptions:

a) T he ground-state can be descrbbed in a shortranged dim er basis. b)
A lln-din er correlations h = 2;3; ) are short—range and the corresponding
correlation lengths are bounded. c¢) T he H am iltonian is local.

From hypotheses a) and ¢) it is clear that for a large enough system the
four topological sectors are not m ixed in the ground-state and the spectrum
can be com puted separately in each sector. A s seen before, we do not have
any symm etry operation which connects all four sectors (these operations
connect only two or three of the topological subspaces, depending on the
geom etry of the sam plk) and we need a physical argum ent to explain why
energies should be the sam e in each sector (in the thermm odynam ic lm it)?

Because of their topological nature, it is not possible to determ ine to
which sector a din er con guration belongs by looking only at a nite area
of the system . In other words, any din er con guration de ned over a large
but nite part of the system can be equally realized in all sectors. The
H ibert space available to the systam is the sam e over any nite region of
the systam . In the absence of any form of long—range order the system can
therefore optin ize all its correlationsw ith an arbitrary high accuracy equally
well In each sector. At thispoint we can only conclude that the four sector
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w ill have the sam e energy density and we cannot exclide the existence ofa
gap between the di erent topological sectors.

H ow ever the num erical results cbtained In the QHCD and M SE m odels
Indicate that it is not the case and that the four ground-states have asym p—
totically the sam e total energy. W e think that this should be true for a
general short-range RVBSL.

M iscellaneous rem arks on the RV B ground-state degeneracy

| D imersand twist operator. The variational state j 1, i can be deduced
sinply from j oi by changing the sign of the dim ers crossing the cut
Such an operation can also been seen asa 2 twist ofthe spinsofcolumn 0.
From the physical point of view the reason why j i; i has asym ptotically
the sam e energy as j ol becom es clear: In the absence of sti ness (  ab-—
sence of sensitivity to a boundary tw ist In the them odynam ic lin i) and of
long-range spin-spin correlations, the perturbation induced by the bound-
ary condition cannot propagate and does not change the energy ofthe iniial
state: is only e ect is to change the relative phases of the di erent topo-
Jogical com ponents of the wave function, and consequently the m om entum
and space symm etry quantum num bers of the initial state of the even-odd
sam ples.

| Fractionalization and topological degeneracy. To our know ledge all
present theoretical descriptions of fractionalized excitations iIn 2D m agnets
or related problem s [J.-_Z-g, :_].-_1-5, -'_].-_2-14',-'_].-_12,:_1-_1-2_3] (we should also m ention topo—
logical properties of Laughlin’s wave function for fractional quantum Hall
e ect [:_L-g-Z_:, :].23:]) In ply topological ground-state degeneracies. In such pic—
tures, the physical operation which transform s a ground-state into another
isthe virtualcreation ofa pair of spinons py dim erbreaking) followed by its
annihilation after the circulation of one oftham around the torus. In such a
process a phaseshift is introduced between the topological sectors (@s in
the above recipe). For sam ples w th an odd num ber of row s this operation
connects eigenstates w ith di erent k vectors (and space quantum num bers)
as descrbed in Egs. (5.15).

| N um erical studies with a di erent topology. An interesting check of
the pure topological nature of this degeneracy could be obtained by studying
the problem nom ore on a torusbut on a surface w ith a di erent genus. On
a sphere we expect an absence of degeneracy. Unfrtunately if a lattice
can be represented on an in nie plane, both the number of links L. and
plquettes P depend linearly on the number of sites N and Euler’s relation
P L+N =2 G oconstransthegeniusG tobe 2 ! The torus is the only
possib e topology ifwe require a fulltranslation invariance in both directions.
In a recent work, Io eetal [:L-]:l_:] have studied the absence of sensitiviy to
disorder as an evidence for topological phenom enon in the liquid phase of
the QHCD m odelon the triangular lattice. They also used open boundary
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conditions to m odify the topology ofthe system and argue in that case that
the Iow -energy spectrum is free of edge states which could hide the actual
ground-state degeneracy.

| Exam pk of RVB phase with 2 spins in the unit cell. A soin liquid
state, seem ing very sim ilar to the state cbserved In the M SE m odelon the
trangular lattice, hasbeen cbserved in the J; J, m odelon the hexagonal
lattice [_Z-Q] forJd; = 1; J; = 03. No quasidegeneracy of the ground-state
has been noticed. It should be rem arked that in this system there are 2
soins % per crystallographic uni cell and no degeneracy is expected on the
basis of the topological argum ents.

552 Symmetry breaking in gapped phases

From the m athem atical point of view , ground-state wave functions that
break one-step translations or space group symm etries can be built from
linear com binations of the degenerate ground-states of the even-odd sam —
plks. In a compltely equivalent way, ground-state wave functions that
break rotation symm etry can be builk in even even sam pls. One could
thus super cially conclude that soontaneous sym m etry breaking is possible
In RVBSL, we will show below that this assum ption is alse.

T here are m any features which show that this degeneracy property is a
subtle one, both from the m atheam atical and physical view points.

T he possble altemation of the spatial properties of the low -lying excita—
tionsw ith the parity ofthe num ber of row s of the sam ple (as observed in the
QHCD modelon the triangular lattice) isa rst di culy. T he degeneracy
of the RVBSL is in fact quite di erent from that appearing n a VBC . W e
do not expect the VBC ground-state degeneracy to depend on the genus of
the sam ple, as the RVBSL does.

From the physicalpoint of view also the two situations are quite di er—
ent. An In nitesim al sym m etry breaking perturbation is able to select one
sym m etry breaking ground-state ofthe VBC ,but aswe w illshow below this
is In possible In the RVBSL.

Let us call A the extensive non-diagonal ocbservable appearing in the
VBC in the them odynam ic 1im it. On a coum nar VBC m odulated In the
u direction, this observable is:

A= X1 P g (ryiry + u) G17)
=1

wherePgs- g (ry;r5+ u) isthe projctoron the singlet state oftw o neighboring
soins. A oonnects eigen-states with wavewvector kg to states with wave-
vector kg + K 1 .

On a nie size sam ple, w ith periodic boundary conditions, the expecta-—
tion value of A is zero In any eigenstate, but < A% > could be non zero. If
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the order param eter P de ned by:

2

P?=< goA'AJ gs> N7 (5.18)

doesnot vanish in the them odynam ic 1im i, the system has colum nardim er
long range order w ith wave vectorK ;.
Let usnow consider a perturoation of the H am iltonian:

H =Hy (A + hwxco): (5.19)
At T=0, the intensive linear response on the cbservable A ism easured by
the susogptibiliy:

1
< A ————— A > 520
g.s.jm- Hy Egs J g:s: ( )

2
N

T his susceptbility is bounded from below {24]:

4p N 2
< 521)
f
where f is the oscillator strength:
1 . . .
f= N_h gs:JBR i H oA l] gs:d (522)

T he dem onstration uses the properties of the spectral decom position asso—
ciated to the operator A :

1 X
st)y=— X gs A>T (1 1g) (523)
ns 0
where Iy = E, Egs 7
1
2
Pe= — S (!)d! 524
N (1) ( )
U sing the C auchy Schw artz Inequality one ocbtains:
Z Z
pt i 1S (1)d! 1 1g (1H)d! (525)
N2 1's (Ha! ! 1H)d!
where Z
Is¢)d! = £=2 (526)
Z
lsdl = =2 G27)

which proves nequality {521). For a short range H am iltonian the oscillator
strength £ isO (1) and nequality C_5_.-2j;) In plies that the T = 0 susceptibility
associated to a nie order param eter diverges at least as the square of the
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sam ple size: any In nitesin al sym m etry breaking perturbation w ill select a
sym m etry breaking state.

W ewillnow show that fora RVBSL, where all the correlations functions
are shortranged w ith correlation lengthsbounded by , the susceptbilities
of the medium rem ain nite in the them odynam ic limn it. To do so we
distinguish n E q.:_5 _-.2_@ the contributions from the quasidegenerate states of
the topological multiplet (called j ; > ) from the contrbution of the other
states of the spectrum , above the physical gap . W e thus obtain the
follow ing upper bound for the susogptibility:

= top T (528)

2 Ji1>< 13 .

top = = < g ﬁyiA] gs: > (529)
N 1 Eg:s:

2 h

— < gs:RAA J 46>
N g.s.ﬁ J g:s:
< gs:ﬁyj 1>< lﬁjg:s:>] (5.30)

where j 1 > stands for the state(s) of the topological m ultiplet connected
to the absolute ground-state by A . U sing the local propertiesofA ,AYj 1 >
is In the sam e topological sectoras j 1 > and < 4. AYj 1 > isatmostof
ON 2 %2) (sceparagraph551).AsE | E g:s: 15 supposed to decrease as
exp( L=) (seeFig.54) wop goesto a constant when the size of the sam ple
goesto In niy, provided isam allenough 5 In a system w ith exponentially
decreasing correlations, P ? decreases as 1N and is trivially constant at
the them odynam ic lim it.

In such aphasean In niesim al eld cannot nduce a sym m etry breaking
and there could not be any spontaneous sym m etry breaking.

5.6 O ther approaches oftype IRV B Spin Liguids

A s already said, Sachdev In a large N, Sp (N ) analysis of the H eisenberg

m odelon the triangular lattice equally found In the extrem e quantum case
an RVB ground-state and decon ned spinons E_9-§]

An Interestingm apping ofthe dim erm odels on Isingm odelin transverse

eld has been studied by m any authors (See refs. IE-Z-Q, ii@] and references

therein). T his approach is one ofthe ways to give evidence of the parentage

between this RVB soin liquid wih its fractionalized excitations and the

decon ning Isihg G auge theorkes [[26, [27, 128,
84 is

!_f_éii 116l

7Strictly speaking ! shouldbe log 2_but Ineq.5 dram atic overestin ate of the
scalar product In the case of an RVBSL @1}] The reason is that if two din er coverings
¢ andc maximize ¢ & they only di er along a single large ( L) loop. They have
di erent local correlations along the loop and their energy di erence is of order L and it
is very unlikely that their weights in the states ¥ (¢") and (c ) are both of order one.
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5.7 Summ ary ofthe propertiesoftype IRVB Spin
liquids
To conclude ket us sum m arize the properties of a type IRVB Spin liquid:

It is a phase which does not break either SU (2) symm etry nor any
Spatial sym m etries of the lattice. Its ground-state is unique up to
a topological degeneracy which exists only in system s wih an odd
num ber of spin-1/2 in the unit cell, living on a 2-torus (m ore generally
the degeneracy is 29, w ith g the genus of the torus). In that sense it is
aw kw ard to call such a phase a disordered phase! N one of the classical
ideas associated to disorder are relevant to understand the properties
of this RVB Spin Ligquid phase. If we have to com pare it to a liquid
phase it is m ore the super uid phase of “H e that we should have in
m ind!

A 1l correlation functions in local observables have only short range
order, and consequently the susceptibility associated to any local cb-—
servable is zero a T=0.

This phase has a gap for all excitations, either in the singlt or the
triplet sectors and it supports fractionalized excitations (the \spinons").
The rstexcitations in the singlet sector corresoond in the gauge the-
ory language to the bosons of the gauge eld that Senthiland M .P.
A . Fisher call "visons" [127, 128]. Due to the properties of the ex—
citations we expect them to form continua in the spin sectors. The
neutron experin ent of C oldea and co-workers on C s,CuC ], isperhaps
the rst experin ental proofof such a state [94].

An RVB spin liquid state is expected In presence of com peting and
frustrating Interactions. T hebandw idth in which thisphenom enon can
be cbserved is strongly reduced w ith respect to the original couplings
and often only a an all fraction ofthe original couplings: the case ofthe
M SE systam at J1= 2 and Jq4 = 1 (the point where all the resuls
given here have been calculated) is In som e sense rather exceptional,
as at this point the spin gap is alm ost as large as the cyclic 4-soin
exchange.
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C hapter 6

R esonating Valence B ond
Spin Liguid (Type II)

Type IRVBSL have a gap in the singlet sector. In the Ising gauge theory
approach this gap is essential for the consistency of the theory :_fg'g'] The
Ising gauge eld quasiparticles called visons by Senthil and co-workers are
vortices ofthe gauge eld, they carry a Z , gauge ux, no spin and have long
range Interaction w ith spinons. If the spectrum of these particles has a gap
then the spinons are uncon ned and the phase is \fractionalized". If they
condense, the long range interaction between them and the spinons frustrate
the m otions of the latter which rem ained con ned. The gap in the singlet
sector (above the topological degeneracy) is a crucial ingredient of Type I
RVBSL: as we have lramed In the previous chapter it is a property of the
M SE Ham itonian near the ferrom agnetic phase.

A s displayed In Fig. :_5-_2‘, the M SE Ham iltonian near the antiferrom ag—
netic three sublattice N eel order displays a second Spin Ligquid phase, w ith
no long range order in any ocbservable, but no gap in the singlet sector [_1-9-:}]
Such a behavior is not a standard Spin Liquid behavior. Could it be a
quantum critical behavior sin ilar to that of the R okhsar K ivelson m odel at
V = J? Kesping in m ind the restrictions inherent on am all size approach
of such phencm ena, we nevertheless think that the observed phenom enon is
distinct from the critical RK behavior on the square lattice (see below ). In
view of the sin ilarities between the phase seen in the M SE m odel and the
phase cbserved in the Heisenberg m odel on the kagom e Jattice, I took the
step to describbe the physics that can be cbserved at that point as som ething
di erent: a RVB Spin liquid of type II.

In fact asm ost of the studies done in m any groups have been devoted
to the Heisenberg m odel on the kagom e lattice (noted HK m odel in the
follow ing), it is on this Jast m odel that we w ill center this last chapter.
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Figure 61: The kagom e lattice: a lattice of comer sharing triangles. In
Japanese kagom e is a comm on word which designs both a basket and the
special canwork for baskets. This is equally a tradem ark for a popular
tom ato sauce.

6.1 M iscellaneous m odels on the kagom e lattice

T here hasbeen a large num ber of studies devoted to di erent antiferrom ag—
neticm odels on the kagom e Jattice, which isa 2-dim ensional Jattice of comer
sharing triangles Fig.6.1).

T he next neighbor Isingm odelon such a lattice is disordered, its entropy

Ising _

isvery large Skag = 0:502, m ore than halfthe independent spin value, m uch
larger than the trangular lattice value S;simg = 0:323 and of the order of

Pauling approxin ation for independent trianglkes Sp suing = 0:501 [_1-2-9]
T his suggests that the correlations in this system are very weak: the m odel
M oessner and Sondhihave studied this Isihgm odel in a transverse m ag—
netic eld (the sin plest way to include in the m odel som e quantum uctu—
ations): the m odel fails to order for any transverse eld, at any tem pera—
The nn. classical H eisenberg m odel on the kagom e Jattice has also an
extensive T = 0 entropy : this is a property easily understood, shared w ith the
sam e m odel on di erent Jattices w ith comer sharing units as the checker-
board Jattice or the true three dim ensional pyrochlore lattice. On all these
lattices the n n. H eisenberg H am iltonian can be rew ritten as the sum ofthe
square of the total soin S  of ndividualunis (@ tetrahedron in the 2-d
and 3-d pyrochlore cases and a trianglk for the kagom e Iattice), which share
only one vertex. C lassical ground-states are cbtained whenever 8 S = 0.
This condition xes the relative position of the three classical soins of a
trangle at 120 degrees from each other in a plne. But it does not x
the relative ordentation of the plane of a triad w ith respect to the planes
of triads on comer sharing triangles: the m odel has thus an in nite local
order: nevertheless themm al uctuations select coplanar con gurations [L33,
d31, 134], w ithout long range order in the plane. The order param eter of
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such a phase is the direction of the localhelicity (som etim es called vectorial
chirality) and de ned by its com ponents as:

X
_ S: S, 6.1)
on a triangle
w here is the antisym m etric tensor. T his kind of order is by analogy to

liquid crystals som etin es called a nem atic order. T he existence of such an
order param eter is probably not w ithout relation w ith the instability of the
classical H eisenberg m odel on the kagom e Jattice to D zyaloshinsky-M oriya
interactions [i?;E'» , :1-3-6] .

6.2 Thenextneighbor spin-1/2 H eisenbergm odel
on the kagom e lattice: an extrem e play-ground
for \quantum uctuations"

The nn. spih-1/2 quantum Heisenberg m odel on the kagom e lattice has
equally been the ob fct ofm any studies (137,138, 99,139,140, 141, 23,1144,

143,144]. From these studies one can rem em ber the follow ing facts:

6.2.1 G round-state energy per spin

T he Heisenberg m odel on the kagom e lattice has an extrem ely low energy
per bond (K SiSy > perrona™ 437) 87% of the energy per bond of
ndependent triangles. O n this lattice the energy per bond of the spin-1/2
system is much lower than the classical energy EE% 174, a ratio much
larger than in any other 2-din ensionalm agnet, that can only be com pared
to the value cbtained ortheBethe chain (1.77) (see Tabk.d.l). Thekagom e
lattice is the 2-din ensional Jattice which o ers the larger stabilization due

to quantum uctuations.

6.2.2 Correlations

Spin-spin correlations @55_5], din erdin er correlations F ig. 5:2), chirality-
chirality correlations [[38] are short range, which is consistent w ith the pre—
vious point.

6.2.3 Spin—gap and absence of gap in the singlet subspace

There is probably a spin-gap of the order of 1/20th of the coupling con—
stant E_2-3]. In view of the sm allness of this spin-gap with regards to the
available sizes caution is necessary. T he above conclusion was drawn from

the raw data of exact spectra of sam ples w ith up to 36 soins (see FJg-_6-_é)
m ore precisely from themeasurement ofEg (S = Spin+ 1) Eo@ = Snin),
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Figure 62: D In erdin er correlations in the ground-state of the kagom e
H eisenberg m odel plue squares) and in theM SE m odel (red bullets) versus
distance. A lthough the decrease of these correlations is weaker In the KH
m odelthan in theM SE m odel, i isnevertheless roughly exponentialin these

where E( (S) is the lowest energy in the S sector, and Spin = 0 or 1/2
depending on the pariy of the number of spins of the sample. The size
e ectson these results are an order of m agnitude am aller than in an ordered
N eel antiferrom agnet. N evertheless they are still not negligbl for these
sizes. W e have thus tried an indirect m easurem ent of the spin-gap along the
follow ing line.

T he low est exact eigenstates in each S sector ofa sam ple ofN sitesde ne
the energy per sopin ofthe sam pleat T = 0 asa function of itsm agnetization
m = S=N=2). For Iow value of the m agnetization one can t this energy
per spin to an analytic law of the form :'_L::

em)=e(0)+ am + m?=2+ 0 m ) 62)

The a and b coe cients depend on N . T heir physical signi cance is clear: a
m easures half the soin gap and
Q%e 1

b= am 2 = (6.3)

where is the hom ogeneous susceptibility of the m edium for elds larger
than the critical eld H . #H . In convenient units is equalto the soin gap).

'This analytic form cannot extend beyond m = 1=3, where an angular pojnt'; appears
w ith a discontinuity of the st derivative signaling a m agnetization plateau [?, 146]
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Figure 63: ]gjnite size scaling of the spin gap In the spin-1/2 Heisenbery
<13 i85 0n the kagom e Jattice. D ata are cbtained by the
Indirect procedure describbed In the text.

T his indirect determ ination of the soin gap lads to a strong renom at-
ization of the data far am all sizes (explaining the large error bars for am all
sizes data in Fig.6.3). On the other hand the N dependence of the renor-
m alized data isnow m uch weaker as can be seen by a com parison ofthe raw
results of P3] and Fig. $.4, with those of Fig.63. A linear extrapolation
versus 1=N (Which should give a lower bound of the spin-gap) lads to the
value 0:06 for the soin gap (consistent extrapolations give &1 = 04365
and 1 = 0:34). Al these determm nations are In agreem ent w ith the re—
suls cbtained from the raw data. N evertheless is should be underlined that
even for N= 36 at the an allest non zero m agnetization the linear term of
equation {62), is only 90% of the quadratic tem : this show s the Iim i of
con dence In our assum ption on the existence of a spin—gap E:.

624 An exceptional density of low lying excitations in the
singlet sector

W hatever the ulim ate fate of the spin gap a still larger surprise em erges
from the exact spectra: the absence of gap in the singlet sector and the
anom alous density of low energy states adpcent to the ground-state. W e
have m easured the num ber of singlkt levels In the spin—gap (taken asa natu-
ralenergy band-w idth ofthe problam ): this num ber increases exponentially
fastwith N as 115" (sseFig.i64).

The rst mmediate consequence of this property is the existence of a
T = 0 residual entropy In this model. This came as a shock for m any
scientists who had the idea that the quantum dynam ics \should" lift the
degeneracy of the incipient Ising m odel or din erm odels (see next section).

2This spin gap result is n my point of view the less reliable result am ong all those
described in these lectures. 'Ir_l view ofthe spin-spin correlationswhich seem s exponentially
decreasing and not critical £39], and ofthe fact that resultsbetween 27 and 36 m ay signal
a crossover behavior in the nite size e ects, we w ill not question this point further for
the m om ent. It would nevertheless be usefnl to develop a very precise analysis of nite
size e ectsbetween 27 and 36 (aswe have done fortheM SE m odel see F ig. §.§:) to try to
con m this conclusion.
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Figure 6.4: Logarithm of the number of singlt states In the soin gap ver-
sus sam pl size (polack squares). T he short dashed and long dashed curves
display the theoretical law (Eg.i6.5) (short dashes: p = 1, long dashes:
p= 2).

This does not seem to be the case!!

Som e ram arks are necessary to fully appreciate this property.

T he totalnum ber of states ofa sam ple of N spins1/2 is2V . T hese states
are stretched on an energy scale of the order of N J where J is the coupling
constant of the Ham ittonian. This in plies that on m ost of the spectrum
the density of states Increases exponentially w ith N . If we specialize to the
S = 0 sector as we will do below, the picture is not very di erent: the

number of states is Cy  Cy ) O(ZNi) and here too, In m ost of the
2

spectrum the density jg@@onenﬁa]]y increasing with N .

BUT in allthe phases that we have studied up to now , the nature of the
ground-state and of the low lying excitations lads to a di erent behavior
at the edges of the band. T ypically the ground-state degeneracy isO (1) in
VBC and In type IRVBSL and i isO (N ) in Neel ordered states w ith
sublattices. In allthese situations the low lying excitations can be described
asm odes or quastparticles. In the corresponding energy range one typically
countsN  Jevels associated w ith one quasiparticle excitations. Thisalways
leads to density of states increasing as a power law as a function of N .
Inclusion ofm uliparticle excitations can be done in an average way: ket us
suppose that single particle excitations have a dispersion law :

k)= kK" 64)

In a d-din ensional space the Intemal energy of such a system increasesw ih
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tem perature as T ®* 9P, the speci c heat as T P as the entropy S. For a
system wih N spinsthe average energy range W excited at the tem perature
T isoftheform : W = CS™N T ® 9P| T his in plies that the entropy depends

_a_
onN as: S/ N % ptd and thus the average num ber of excited levels N
ncreases as: .

In@N )/ Ne+d (6.5)

A san exam ple, ket us consider the quantum criticalphase ofthe R okhsar
K velson m odelon the square lattice at the quantum critical point (C hapter
4 page 60): in that case the critical correlations decrease as r 2, the disper—
sion law is linear in k, the logarithm of the num ber of states Increases as
N 13 (short dashes of F' ig. :_6_.4), m uch slower than the exact resuls.

Even In including m any particle exciations one would thus expect a
num ber of lvels iIncreasing much m ore slow Iy than In the exact results!
E xoept if we acospt that there is In nitely soft low energymodes ! 1 ),
then we recover the correct density of low lying levels and a residualentropy.
Tt is stillunclear if we can do a connection between the \zero m ode" of the
classicalm odelat T= 0 and this picture. And we cannot com plktely indulge
ourselves in saying that quantum uctuations are unable to lift the classical
degeneracy as quantum uctuations seem s to open a soin gap!

A physical consequence of this exceptional density of low lying singlets
can be cbserved in the speci c heat Fig. E-:a): at low tem perature the
speci ¢ heat of this spin system is unusually Insensitive to Jarge m agnetic

elds. This is easily understood if we suppose that in this energy range
the excitations are essentially singlets {[43]. This resulk is to be com pared
to the experin ental results of Ram irez et al. Q-fIéj] on SrC rG a0 where the
speci c heat around 5K has an extram ely low sensitivity to m agnetic elds
up to 10 Tesla, whereas the hom ogeneous susceptibility in this range of
tem perature is probably very low if we notice that i tums down around
50K [149].

6.2.5 Anom alous density of states in other spin sectors

This anom alous density of low lying states has equally been ocbserved in
the spin 1/2 sector (where the law could be tted to N 1:15Y ), in the o
1 sector as well as In other sectors w ith larger total spin. It should be
noticed that such a density of states im plies the absence of an intrinsic
energy scale for the low lying excitations: a phenom enon that has been
Observed In Inelastic neutron scattering (ref. L[S(j] and refs. therein) and
theoretically in the in aghary part of the dynam ic susogptibility calculated

31 thank S.K ivelson fr giving m e this idea or the com putation of the m ultiparticle
density of states. T he errors, if any, are m ne.
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w ithin the dynam icalm ean eld theory E_L-§-]_4']. A very high spin susceptibility
Just above the spin gap is not excluded In spin-1/2 com pounds i_]ég].

6.2.6 Uncon ned Spinons

T he spinon binding energy ig.6.6) has been com puted in the HK m odel
along the sam e line as it has been done in Chapter 5 page 75 for the M SE
m odel. Theonly di erence Jays in sn aller and an oother shape e ects in the
HK case, which allow s to do analytic t of the energy per soin €Sy in ;N )
versus 1=N *=? f©reven and odd sam ples separately. Eq.'l_S-_.é, isthen w ritten,
w ith reference to the interpolated value ofthe energy ofeven sam ples for odd
value of N : this takes into account the nite size e ects w ith m ore subtlety
than the @N + l)e; tem of equation 5.6. A Il these features explain the
an oother behavior ofthe spinon binding energy shown in Fjg.g;-a. From this
data one can rather safely conclude that spinons are probably uncon ned in
the HK m odel.

T he global picture of this phase is thus that of a Spin Ligquid, with
no long range correlations In local cbservable, uncon ned spinons and a
residual entropy of singlets at T = 0, which is one of the m anifestations of
an extraordinary large density of states In each S subspace.
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Figure 6.5: Speci c heat (dot-dashed cutrve), entropy (dotted curve) and
soin-susceptbility (full line) of the H eisenberg m odel on the kagom e lattice
(exact diagonalization on a N=18 sam pk, and P adde approxin ants to high
tem perature series [ifl-j]) . The third bum p in the speci ¢ heat at very low
tem perature is an artifact of the an all size and the associated discretization
In the singlet sector. W e think that the Intermm ediate bum p is a real feature
of the speci c heat which subsists up to the them odynam ic lim it ({43].
N ote the entropy of the singlkts in a range of tem perature below the soin
gap where the spin excitations are negligble as the soin-susceptibility.
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Heisenberg model on the kagomé lattice:
Spin Gap and Spinon binding energy
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Figure 6.6: FInie size scaling on the spin gap: red squares (raw data) and
the spinon binding energy : blue squares (unpublished resuls).

6.3 N extneighbor R esonating Valence Bond de—
scription ofthe spin-1/2 kagom e antiferrom ag—
net

C onsidering a supposed-to-be large soin-gap, Zeng and E Iser [_1'5!(_}] proposed
a description of the ground-state and low lying excitations of the kagom e
m odel in the basis of next neighbor Valence Bonds. W e know now that
the spin gap is certainly an aller than it was expected In 1995, nevertheless
M ila and M ambrini t_fgfg:, :j.fll_i] have convincingly shown that the picture
of a next neighbor resonating Valence Bond Spin liquid captures som e of
the m ost perplexing features of this m agnet and speci cally the absence
of gap in the singlkt sector and the exponential num ber of singlets In any
given range of energy. T hisprobably i plies the absence of an intrinsic low

energy scale, which is consistent w ith the them albehavior of the dynam ic
soin susceptibility calculated by G eorges and coll @5]_;] This feature is
typicalofa critical state, but as seen in the above discussion, the sin ple RK

picture does not seem to t nicely to the exact diagonalization data: m ay
be the available sizes are too am all or the behavior of this quantum system

corresponds to som ething de niely new .

M ore generally this picture of the ground-state and rst excitations as
resonances between an exponential num ber of dim er coverings gives a qual-
fFatively Interesting picture of the low tem perature physics of di erent ox—
ides that can be descrlbed as kagom e antiferrom agnets. The low tem per-
ature speci ¢ heat of SrC ryG a;3019 is apparently dom inated by local sin—
gkt states I_i{l-ij] T he m agnetic excitations of this sam e com pound as seen
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by muons can be descrbed as spins 1/2 itinerant in a sea of singkts Z3].
S1C 19G a1,019 exhibits at about 5 K a very large increase of its non linear
susceptibility rem Iniscent of spin glasses [_i_5-3], but neutrons and m uons show

thatm ost ofthe spins are not frozen below thistem perature and exhibit still
very rapid uctuations[[54]. The sam e phenom ena have been cbserved in

tw o pmrosites that are equally good m odels of kagom e antiferrom agnets w ith

halfodd-integer spin per unit cell {155, 156].

6.4 H aldane’s con ecture

W hereas the classical H eisenberg m odel on the kagom e, checkerboard and
pyrochlore Jattices share the property of an extensive entropy and disorder
at T = 0, their quantum oounterparts are quite di erent. A s it has been
explained in Chapter 4, the Heisenberg m odel on the chedkerboard lattice
has an ordered Valence Bond C rystalw ith gaps to all excitations.

Less is known on the ground-state of the Heisenberg m odel on the 3—
dim ensional pyrochlore lattice: Canals and Lacroix [157] have shown that
their spin-goin correlations are short ranged and they have seen on a 16
sites spectrum that the rst excitations were singlet ones. H aving done the
spectrum ofa 32 sitespyrochlore sam ple, wecon m thatthe rstexcitations
are still singlets for this size. But the nite size e ects on these excitations
between 16 and 32 are very large and it rem ainspossble that the gap in the
singlet sector be larger than the sihglet-triplet gap in the them odynam ic
Iim i [?, ?]: In any case there is de nitely a gap in the singlet sector In this
lastm odelf:

On the other hand, recent results from Hida [160] show that there is a
gap to allexcitations In the S=1 HK m odel

A1l these resuls seam to con mn Haldane’s con pcture: am ong these
strongly frustrated system s with an extensive degeneracy in the classical
Iin it the spin-1/2 kagom e antiferrom agnet is the only system to have an
halfodd-integer spin in the unit cell and gapless excitations. The spin-1/2
H eisenberg m odel on the checkerboard lattice or on the pyrochlore lattice
and the spin-1 Heisenberg m odel on the kagom e lattice have integer spins
In the uni cell and quantum uctuations lead to gapfil excitations.

4T sutenegu has recently developed an e ective description of the singlet sector, where
he has a soft mode In the singlet sector. I am a bi skeptical on 'h_JS_ approach which
strongly and arti cially breaks the sym m etries at them ean— eld level [L58] and then treats
in a sem iclassical approach the uctuations [L59]. The Core approach of E.Berg and
collaborators [?] seem s m ore appropriate to dealw ith these system s where the quantum
din erization is probably the dom inant phenom enon
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