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A bstract

A description ofdi�erentphasesoftwo dim ensionalm agneticinsu-
latorsisgiven.

The�rstchaptersaredevoted to theunderstanding ofthesym m e-
try breaking m echanism in the sem i-classicalN�eelphases. O rder by
disorderselection isillustrated.Allthesephasesbreak SU (2)sym m e-
try and aregaplessphaseswith �S z = 1 m agnon excitations.

Di�erentgapfulquantum phasesexistin two dim ensions: the Va-
lence Bond Crystal phases (VBC) which have long range order in
localS= 0 objects (either dim ers in the usualValence Bond accep-
tion orquadrum ers..),butalso Resonating ValenceBond Spin Liquids
(RVBSL),which havenolongrangeorderin any localorderparam eter
and an absenceofsusceptibility to any localprobe.VBC have gapful
�S = 0;or1 excitations,RVBSL on thecontrary havedecon�ned spin-
1/2 excitations. Exam plesofthese two kinds ofquantum phasesare
given in chapters4 and 5.A specialclassofm agnets(on the kagom e
orpyrochlorelattices)hasan in�nite localdegeneracy in the classical
lim it:they givebirth in thequantum lim ittodi�erentbehaviorswhich
areillustrated and questionned in the lastlecture.
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C hapter 1

Introduction

In this �rst chapter,we rapidly describe the basic knowledge on Heisen-
berg m agnetsto setthe fram e and the notationsofthe nextdevelopm ents.
Di�erentexcellenttextbookscan be used fora widerand slowerintroduc-
tion [1,2,3].

1.1 H istory

The �rst m icroscopic m odelfor m agnetism goes back to Heisenberg when
herealized in 1928,thattheexchangeenergy between electrons(introduced
by Diracand him selfto explain thesinglettripletseparation ofthegaseous
helium spectrum )wasalso responsibleforferrom agnetism .Heisenberg and
Dirachave�rstsuggested thatexchangeofelectronscould bewritten in an
e�ective way in spin space through the use ofa spin Ham iltonian,which
reads:

h(i;j)= Si:Sj (1.1)

whereSi,Sj are the spin-1/2 operatorsofelectronsiand j1.
ThisHam iltonian allowsthebasicdescription ofthem agnetism ofinsu-

lators on a lattice (Heisenberg and Van Vleck). In its sim plest form ,it is
written:

H = J
X

< i;j>

Si:Sj (1.3)

wherethesum < i;j> runson pairsofnextneighborsitesand J m easures
the strength ofthe e�ective coupling (related to the tunnelfrequency ofa
pairofelectronson two neighboring sites).

1
It m ay be rem em bered that h(i;j) is directly related to the spin-1/2 perm utation

operatorP (i;j)by:

P (i;j)=
1

2
+ 2Si:Sj: (1.2)

Interesting from theconceptualpointofview,thisrelationship isalso extrem ely usefulfor

com putationalpurposes.
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The Heisenberg Ham iltonian,as the m ore com plex schem es ofinterac-
tions that willbe studied in these lectures, are allSU (2) invariant (i.e.
invariantin a globalspin rotation).O n a given sam ple ofN spins,H com -
m uteswith thetotalspin ofthe sam pleStot:

�
H ;S2tot

�
= [H ;Sztot]= 0: (1.4)

The eigen-states ofH can thus be characterized by their totalenergy and
their totalspin Stot. Eigen-states ofH with di�erentStot are a priorinon
degenerate.

1.2 J < 0: the ferrom agnet

IfJ is< 0,theground-state of(1.3)can bereadily written as:

jFz > =
Y

i

ji;+ > (1.5)

wheretheketji;+ > indicatesthatspin atsiteiisin theeigen-state ofSzi,
with eigen-value+ ~=2 (in thefollowing wewilluse~ = 1)and thetensorial
productinvolveseach lattice spin.

Itiseasy to show thatthisstate (1.5)isan eigen-state of(1.3)with the
totalenergy:

E ferro = N
z

2

J

4
; (1.6)

whereN isthenum berofspinsofthesam ple,and z thecoordination num -
ber ofthe lattice. It is also an eigen-state ofthe totalspin S2tot and its
z-com ponentSztotwith eigen-valuesN =2(N =2+ 1)and M z

tot = N =2.Itm in-
im izesthe energy ofeach bond and isthusthe ground-state of(1.3). This
state can bewritten withoutam biguity as:

jFz > = jStot= N =2;M z
tot= N =2 > (1.7)

Itisdegeneratewith the2N othereigen-valuesofSztot,runningfrom N =2� 1
to � N =2.

You should noticethatin thetherm odynam iclim itsuch a degeneracy is
negligible:theassociateentropy oftheextensiveground-stateisO (Ln(N )),
which doesnotcontradictNernstTheorem .

O n a m acroscopic sam ple,jFz > describesa system with a m acroscopic
m agnetization pointing in the z direction. Using the totalspin operator
this state could be rotated in any direction u de�ned by the Euler angles
(�;�) with respectto the reference fram e 2. W e thus obtain the quantum
description ofa coherentstate with a m agnetization in theu direction:

jFu > = e
iSztot�e

iS
y

tot�jFz > : (1.8)
2
Rem em berthatthethird Eulerangle � m easuresan overalldegree ofrotationalfree-

dom (\gauge freedom "),thatcan be putto 0 in thiscontext.
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Let m e underline that this coherent state rem ains in the ferrom agnetic
ground-state m ultiplicity and that its totalspin is wellde�ned and equal
to N =2.

The sem i-classicalcharacter ofsuch states is em bodied in the follow-
ing property: the quantum overlap oftwo states pointing in di�erent di-
rections decreases exponentially with Stot,that is with the system size N
[3]. For m acroscopic sam ples,the state ofa ferrom agnet can thus be de-
scribed with classicalwordsand concepts.Thiscan besaid in anotherway:
them acroscopicspin,understood asa quantum observable,obeysquantum
com m utation relationships:

[Sxtot;S
y

tot]= iS
z
tot (1.9)

as Stot is proportionalto N ,the relative value ofthe \quantum 
uctua-
tions" (m easured by the com m utator/N 2) becom es negligible in the ther-
m odynam iclim it.

The selection ofa specialstate as (1.5) to describe the ferrom agnetic
ground-state isa \m inor(ortrivial?) sym m etry breaking" ofthe problem .
By SU (2)rotationsthiseigen-stategeneratesalltheground-statem ultiplic-
ity,and thism ultiplicity only 3.

1.3 J > 0: N �eelantiferrom agnet and spin gapped

Phases

1.3.1 A few historicalm arkers

IfJ is> 0 theground-stateof(1.3)isabsolutely notobvious.In 1932,N�eel
suggested thatthedescription ofexperim entswasconsistentwith a picture
ofthe ground-state as a specialarrangem ent offerrom agnetic sublattices
with a zero totalm agnetization.

Letusexam inethesim plestcaseoftheHeisenbergproblem on thesquare
lattice. Thislattice m ay be partitioned in two sublattices A and B with a
doubleunitcell.Each spin ofthe A (resp.B)lattice isexclusively coupled
to the B (resp.A)lattice .Such a problem issaid bipartite 4.In thiscase
we usually writeN�eel’swave-function as:

jC l:N �eelw:f:> =
Y

i2A ;j2B

ji;+ > jj;� > (1.10)

3
Som e authors deny the use of the word \sym m etry breaking" in that case, where

the ground-state,doesnotinvolve any m ixture ofeigen-stateswith di�erentsym m etries.

They are certainly rightfrom the theoreticalpointofview. In view ofthe experim ental

possibility in a m acroscopic ferrom agnet to point a given direction,we nevertheless use

thisexpression with an appropriate quali�er.
4
This is a class ofproblem s,for which exact results are available: M arshall(Peierls)

theorem ,and Lieb and colltheorem s.See forexam ple ref[3].

7



Thisstate hasindeed a zero com ponentofthetotalspin in thez direction,
butitisnon zero in the xy plane. ThisIsing state hasm axim alsublattice
m agnetizations: SA ;B = N

4
; M A ;B = � N

4
. The Ising state with a zero

com ponentofthe totalspin in the u direction,de�ned by the Eulerangles
�and �,isindeed:

jC l:N �eelw:f:;u > = e
iSztot�e

iS
y

tot�jC l:N �eelw:f:> (1.11)

In thisantiferrom agneticcasetheideathatitispossibletorestoretheoverall
sym m etry ofthe problem by rotation of(1.10)and averaging hasm ore far
fetching consequencesthatisusually thought!

In his biography N�eeltold that he had to face strong skepticism and
objections specially from C.J.G �orter (colloquium in Leyden at the K am -
m erlingh O nnes Lab;1932). It seem s that L.Landau equally rapidly dis-
carded thisspecialvariationalwave-function with thesam eobjectionsasC.
J.G �orter.

Ihave nothad accessto authenticated sources,butthe objectionswere
probably oftwo kinds:

� The N�eelstate strongly breaksthe SU (2)sym m etry ofthe Ham ilto-
nian and cannotbea good candidate to describean eigen-state,

� The existence offerrom agnetic sublattices isnotproved and elem en-
tary quantum m echanics seem s in strong disagreem ent with this as-
sum ption.

1.3.2 SU(2)sym m etry breaking ofthe N �eelstates.

AsIwillexplicitbelow and explain in detailsin the nextchapter,theN�eel
statesbreaksthe SU (2)sym m etry oftheHeisenberg Ham iltonian (and the
lattice geom etricalsym m etries) in a radicalway (quite di�erent from the
ferrom agnetic case).

The classicalN�eelstate is notan eigen-state ofthe totalspin,and as

such itcan only be described asa linearcom bination ofm any eigenstatesof

(1.3).
In orderto havean elem entary view ofthisquestion letusrephraseN�eel

wave-function in sim ple quantum term s: two ferrom agnetic sublattices A
and B,de�ned by theirtotalspinsSA ;B = N =4 are to becoupled in such a
way that:

(SzA + S
z
B )jC l:N �eelw:f:> = 0 (1.12)

W e know from elem entary spin algebra that there are (N =2 + 1) SU (2)
invariantwaysto do this:the di�erentstatesresulting ofthiscoupling can
belabeled in an uniquewaybytheirtotalspin Stot,which can range(foreven
N)from Stot = 0 to Stot = N =2. They can be written in an unam biguous
way underthe form jN

4
;N
4
;Stot;M S > . In any ofthese subspaces,one can

8



indeed select the M S = 0 com ponentofthe totalspin,thus ful�lling N�eel
prescription.

Elem entary spin algebraleadstothefollowingexpression fortheclassical
N�eelstate wave-function:

jC l:N �eelw:f:> =
X

S;M S

(� 1)M S

p
2S + 1

�
N =4 N =4 S

N =4 � N =4 M S

�

jSA ;SB ;S;M S >

(1.13)
where S runs through the N =2 + 1 possible values ofStot,and in general
for each value ofS,M S runs from � S to + S. Here the selection rule on
the z com ponentsofthe spinsim pliesthatM S = 0. In thisexpression the

coe�cients

�
SA SB S

M A M B M S

�

are known asW igner\3j" sym bols.These

coe�cients are the coe�cients ofthe unitary transform ation which trans-
form s the uncoupled sublattice spinsSA ;B to the SU (2) invariant coupled
com binations. The W igner \3j" sym bols can be calculated by elem entary
algebra,they are tabulated in booksand in com puterlibraries.

Com parison ofthis antiferrom agnetic coherent state (1.13) to the fer-
rom agnetic one (1.5),(1.7) shows explicit qualitative di�erences: the fer-
rom agnetic state is a state with a de�nite totalspin N =2,whereas (1.13)
involves com ponents with totalspin ranging from 0 to N =2. This shows
thatN�eelwave-function can atbestbedescribed asa linearcom bination of
a large num berofeigen-statesofH .

Forbipartitelatticesatheorem originally duetoHulthen (1938)[4],M ar-
shall(1955)[5]and strengthened by Lieb and M attis(1962)[6]statesthatthe
absoluteground-stateoftheantiferrom agneticHeisenberg(1.3)(and ofm ore
generalantiferrom agneticm odelsrespecting thebipartition ofthelattice)is
uniqueand hastotalspin zero.M oreoverthe ground-state energiesin each
S sectorareordered accordingly to Stot:

8S
0

tot> Stot E 0(S
0

tot)> E 0(Stot): (1.14)

From thatpoint,we m ightinferthatthe jSA = N =4;SB = N =4;0;0 >
state would be a good starting pointto describe the absolute ground-state
j	 0 > of(1.3),and forget allthe other com ponents ofthe classicalN�eel
state (1.13). But in such a point ofview,we lose the foundations for the
sem i-classicalapproaches:a state with totalspin 0 doesnotallow to point
any direction in spin space.According to W ignerEckarttheorem ,thethree
com ponentsofthesublatticem agnetizations(asthecom ponentsofany vec-
tor)are sim ultaneously and exactly zero in such a state: 5

< 	 0jSA ;B j	 0 > / < 	 0jStotj	 0 > = 0: (1.15)
5
P.W .Anderson and m any authorshavewritten thatthisexactproperty seem spara-

doxicaland contradictory with observationsand with thesem i-classicalapproaches(either

the sim plest spin wave approach,as wellas,the m ore sophisticated �eld theoreticalap-

proacheslaying upon a description ofthe ground-state by a coherentstate). The second
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To answer G �orter and Landau objection,and supportN�eelpicture for
quantum antiferrom agnets, it is thus necessary to show that eigen-states
with di�erent Stot appear in the exact spectrum as the di�erent SU (2)
invariant com ponents of the supposed-to-be quantum N�eelstate and are
degenerate in the therm odynam ic lim it. In such a lim it, a quantum su-
perposition ofthese eigen-statesem bodiesthe\strong" sym m etry breaking
associated to N�eel’sscenario6.Such a m echanism hasbeen described in full
length by P.W .Anderson in two books[7,8,9].

In thischapterand forthe sake ofsim plicity only bipartite latticesand
collinearN�eelstatesare studied.7

1.3.3 Ferrom agneticsublattices,\quantum 
uctuations" and

dim er pairing

The second di�culty with N�eel’s scenario,the existence offerrom agnetic
sublattices cannot be supported by quantum m echanics without speci�c
calculations. In fact the sublattice m agnetizations are not good quantum
num bers,they aredecreased and eventually wiped outby "quantum 
uctu-
ations". Thispointis com m on knowledge today. An essentialstone m ark
to this understanding is the �rst spin-wave calculations done in 1952 by
P.W .A.Anderson [7]and R.K ubo [13]8.

In thisapproach oneclearly seesthatthetransverseterm oftheHeisen-

assum ption istheoretically correct,PW .Anderson knew indeed theanswerto theparadox

and Iwilldescribe in the next chapter a sim ple way to reconcile both approaches. The

second assum ption about experim entalobservations seem s m ore questionable! This too

willbe brie
y discussed in chapter2.
6
Thiscorrespondsto the strictde�nition ofa sym m etry breaking situation where the

m acroscopic order param eter does not com m ute with the Ham iltonian. Technically this

can happen only by a m ixing of di�erent Irreducible Representations (IR) of the bro-

ken sym m etry group. (Elem entary exam ple ofthe broken left-right sym m etry in a one

dim ensionalproblem with an Ham iltonian invariantunderre
ection).
7
Q ualitatively the3-sublatticeN�eelstate on thetriangularlattice hasthesam e prop-

ertiesasthecollinearstate [10,11,12]with them inordi�erencethattheSU(2)invariant

com ponents ofthe 3-sublattice N�eelstates originate from the coupling ofthree m acro-

scopic spinsoflength N =6.Theground-statem ultiplicity isthussom ewhatlarger,and of

dim ension O (N
3
).In thiscasethedem onstration ofLieb-M attistheorem on thequantum

orderingoftheground-statesenergy in each S sectorfails:thepositivesign property ofthe

ground-statewave-function (M arshallproperty)isnom oretrue.Nevertheless,em pirically

we have observed thatthe ordering property (1.14)wasrealized in exactspectra ofm ost

system s for large enough sizes: the only restrictions com e from system s with com peting

interactions,very near a quantum criticaltransition to a ferrom agnetic state,where we

have som etim esobserved som e violationsofrelation (1.14)forlarge S.
8
Even ifyou are quite fam iliar with the m odern form alism ofspin-waves,this paper

developsa globalphysicalunderstanding ofthe subject,and rem ainsan im pressive piece

ofwork.The conclusion ofthe 1952 paperofAnderson also describes(in an elusive way)

the hinttoward the solution ofthe sym m etry breaking problem .
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berg Ham iltonian:

Si:Sjji;+ > jj;� > = S
z
i S

z
j ji;+ > jj;� > +

+ 1=2
h

S
+
i
S
�
j
+ S

�
i
S
+
j

i

ji;+ > jj;� >

= �
1

4
ji;+ > jj;� > +

1

2
ji;� > jj;+ > (1.16)

inducesspin-
ips,decreasing the sublattice m agnetizations. These low en-
ergy excitations(spin-waves)can bedescribed asquantum oscillators:they
have zero pointquantum 
uctuations,which renorm alize and stabilize the
Ising energy and decreasethesublatticem agnetization.Thisspin-wavecal-
culation layson an 1

S
expansion and itsvalidity forspins� 1=2 hasoften be

questioned. It appears to be qualitatively valid when com pared to exact
results(when they exist)orto m ore sophisticated num ericalwork (see Ta-
ble 1),Iwillexplain in the nextchapterthe physicalreason ofthis"good"
behavior.

To m y knowledgeexact resultsexistfor1-dim ensionalsystem s(Bethe
problem ,M ajum dar-G osh J1� J2 problem )wherethey predicttheabsence
ofN�eellong range order (and algebraic spin-spin decaying correlations in
the �rstcase,exponentially decaying ones in the second case). For larger
lattice dim ensionality, only the case of the cubic lattice has been shown
to be N�eelordered [14]. O n the other hand,the M erm in-W agner theorem
precludesexistence ofN�eellong range order(NLRO )atT 6= 0 forlattices
with dim ension d < 3. Thistheorem doesnotgive any indications forthe
T = 0behaviorof2-dim ensionalm agnetswhich arethecentralpointofthese
lectures.(Rigorousproofsoforderexistforspin 1 and larger[15,16,17].)

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

TheclassicalN�eelwave-function (1.10),isa variationalsolution with an
energy perbond (� J

4
).W hereasthe quantum ground-state of(1.1)is:

j(i;j)> =
1
p
2
[ji;+ > jj;� > � ji;� > jj;+ > ] (1.17)

with theenergy � 3

4
J.Thisstate thatwewillcalleithera singletstateora

dim errealizesa very im portantstabilization ofa pairofspins(ifcom pared
to the classicalstate) but it does not allow to point any direction in spin
space(itisastatewith atotalspin zero).Atthism icroscopicscalequantum
m echanics in its radicalism doesnotfavor the idea ofan SU (2)sym m etry
breaking.Thecontroversy on theexistenceofN�eellong rangeorder,specif-
ically in frustrated (� triangular)geom etry orwith com peting interactions
hasbeen a long lasting debate opened by P.W .A.Anderson and P.Fazekas
[18,19]and fueled again in 1987 with the discovery ofHigh Tem perature
Superconductorsin cuprates.
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Coordination 2 < Si:Sj >

Lattices num ber perbond M =M cl

dim er 1 -1.5
1 square 2 -1
1 D Chain 2 -0.886 0

honeycom b [20] 3 -0.726 0.44 bipartite
sq-hex-dod.[21] 3 -0.721 0.63 lattices
square [22] 4 -0.669 0.60

classicalvalue -0.5 1

one triangle 2 -0.5
kagom e [23] 4 -0.437 0 frustrating
triangular[11] 6 -0.363 .50 lattices
classicalvalue -0.25 1

1 tetrahedron 3 -0.5
checker-board [?] 6 -0.343 0 frustr.latt.

Table 1.1: Q uantum energy perbond and sublattice m agnetization in the
ground-stateofthespin-1/2 Heisenberg Ham iltonian on varioussim plecells
and lattices. The sq-hex-dod. is a bipartite lattice form ed with squares,
hexagonsand dodecagons.

W hen lookingin asim ple-m inded wayatalatticeofcoordination num ber
z, the energy balance between the classicalIsing-like N�eelstate and the
quantum dim er covering is not so clear. The classicalN�eelstate has an
energy

E cl=
N

2
z
J

4
cos(�) (1.18)

(where�istheanglebetween sublatticem agnetizations)to becom pared to
thequantum energy ofa dim ercovering

E dim = �
N

2
3
J

4
: (1.19)

Thissim ple approach predictsN�eelorderon the square lattice,itisincon-
clusive forthe hexagonallattice,orthe triangularlattice (which have N�eel
long range order)and itpredictsthattheHeisenberg m odelon thekagom e
lattice isdisordered (which iscorrect,see Table 1.1).

Indeed thisapproach isnaive in both lim its.
In the classicallim it we have neglected the "
uctuation e�ects" gen-

erated by the transverse coupling: these 
uctuationse�ectively contribute
noticeably to the stabilization ofthe ground-state ofordered system s (see
Table 1.1).

In the quantum disordered lim it,the dim er covering solutions do not
takeinto accounttheresonancesbetween di�erentnon orthogonalcoverings

12



Phases G .-S.Sym m etry Breaking O rderParam eter

SU(2)
Sem i-class.N�eelorder Space G roup Staggered M agnet.

Tim e Reversal
dim er-dim erLRO or

Valence Bond Crystal Space G roup S= 0 plaquettesLRO
R.V.B.Spin Liquid No local

(TypeI) topologicaldegeneracy orderparam eter
R.V.B.Spin Liquid No local

(TypeII) topologicaldegeneracy orderparam eter

Table 1.2:Thefour2-dim ensionalphasesdescribed in these lectures.

which arevery num erousand arean essentialconceptforunderstandingthe
Resonating Valence Bond Spin Liquids(concept introduced in the present
contextby P.W .Anderson in 1973 and nam ed in honorto LinusPauling).
The existence ofthissecond kind ofphasesrem ained speculative untilthe
end ofthenineties.W enow think thatthesedi�erentscenarioscan bereal-
ized in two dim ensionalspin-1/2 quantum antiferrom agnets(seeTable1.2).

In the�rstpartoftheselectures,Iwilltry toextractthegenericfeatures
oftheQ uantum N�eelphasein a fully quantum SU (2)invariantfram ework.
In so doing I hope to be able to convince you that the sym m etry break-
ing m echanism im plem ented in the N�eelstate could be understood from a
com pletely quantum and rathersim pleapproach.

In thesecond partofthelectureswewilldiscussthenew quantum phases
where the ground-state does not break SU (2) sym m etry and has no long
range orderin spin-spin correlations.W e willsee thatatleasttwo orthree
di�erent phases with these generalproperties have been exhibited in real-
istic spin m odels. The di�erences between these quantum phases depend
on the pattern ofdim er-dim ercorrelations: either they display long range
orderand thesystem isa ValenceBond Crystalorany correlation functions
are shortranged and itisa liquid (Resonating Valence Bond Liquid). W e
willtry to describethe generic propertiesoftheirexcitations,discusssom e
experim entalprescriptionsand recentresults.

1.4 M iscellaneousrem arkson the use ofthe words

\quantum 
uctuations",\quantum disorder"

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

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

13



let be conscious that it is a m odeldependent concept! In that case these
\quantum 
uctuations" do notdescribea realm icroscopic,tim e-dependent
m echanism : itisjusta way to describe a renorm alization (we m ightsay a
dressing)oftheIsing-like states.

O n the otherhand,when we say in the RVB spin liquid state,thatthe
system can 
uctuate between di�erent dim er covering con�gurations this
correspond to trueexcitationsofthe system which m ay begapped ornot.

Third,when neutronists say that they m easured longitudinalor trans-
verse spin 
uctuations,they use the word in its strictest acceptance! The
rootm ean square 
uctuationsofthe sublattice m agnetization isde�ned asq

< 	 0jS
2
A
j	 0 > . It has the value

q
N
4
(N
4
+ 1),in the classicalIsing-like

N�eelstate (1.13),and is stilloforder O (N ) in any quantum ground-state
with long range N�eelorder (as for exam ple,on the square,hexagonalor
triangular lattice). The sam e is true ofthe totalspin 
uctuations as we
willunderstand in the nextchapter!And thisisobservable!Thestaggered
susceptibility istheexperim entalquantity thatcan bem easured experim en-
tally:itisrelated to theFouriertransform oftheabovecorrelation function.
Itisnon zero in NLRO system sand zero in spin gapped ones.

In factthe 
uctuations ofthe totalspin are zero in a "quantum disor-
dered" system with a spin gap9.Butlocal
uctuationsofa con�guration of
spinsand dim ersin a\quantum disordered"spin liquid can also beobserved
with localprobes:asforexam ple m uons[25]....

O nly a few exam ples ofsituations that can be uncovered by the loose
expression \quantum 
uctuations"!

9
"quantum disordered isanotherawkward expression.TheValenceBond Crystalsand

standard (type I) resonating Valence Bond Spin Liquids are not "disordered system s".

The degeneracy oftheirground-state islower than the degeneracy ofthe N�eelstate and

they have wellde�ned excitations. Their order is not ofthe N�eeltype but they have

speci�c order,aswe willsee in the following lectures.
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C hapter 2

T he sem i-classicalN �eel

phase: quantum m echanics

and sym m etry breakings

In this chapter we want to uncover in a very sim ple quantum m echanical
pointofview,thenatureofthesem i-classicalphaseandtheingredientsofthe
SU (2)sym m etry breaking. Thisisgrounded in the existence ofa \tower"
ofSU (2) invariant states which collapse in the therm odynam ic lim it in a
ground-statem ultiplicity thatcan bedescribed eitherin theSU (2)invariant
basis,or in an (overcom plete) basis ofsem i-classicalcoherent N�eelstates.
W ewilldoit�rstin apedestrian calculusapproach and then phraseisagain
in a m ore basic and conceptualpointofview parallelizing the translational
sym m etry breaking ofsolids.Thespace sym m etry breaking willbequickly
discussed in this chapter. A m ore detailed study willbe done in the next
chapter where we analyze the m echanism of\order by disorder" in these
sem i-classicalantiferrom agnets.

2.1 C alculus approach

LetusconsidertheHeisenberg problem on a latticeofN siteswith periodic
boundary conditions. It is interesting to look �rst to an exactly solvable
m odel,thatem ergeseasily from the expression ofthe Heisenberg Ham ilto-
nian (Eq.1.3)in reciprocalspace:

H = 2J
X

k2B Z


kSk:S� k: (2.1)

In thisexpression:

Sk =
1

p
N

X

i

Siexp(� ik:R i) (2.2)
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where R i is the coordinate ofspin i,N the (even) num ber oflattice sites
and k runson the reciprocalpointsofthe lattice in the �rstBrillouin zone
(BZ).
k isthestructurefactorofthelattice:


k =
1

2

X

i= 1;2

cos(k:ei) (2.3)

with ej;(j = 1;2),the unitvectors generating the lattice. O n this lattice
theN�eelstate isinvariantby 2-step translationsassociated to wave-vectors
k = (0;0) and k = k0 = (�;�). Letusselect these specialcom ponents in
theHeisenberg Ham iltonian and rewriteitas:

H = H 0 + V (2.4)

with
H 0 = 2J(S20 � Sk0:S� k0) (2.5)

V = 2J
X

k2B Z �


kSk:S� k (2.6)

where B Z � isto be understood asthe �rstBrillouin zone m inusthe k = 0

and k0 points.
Sim plealgebra leadsto:

H 0 = 2J(S20 � Sk0:S� k0)

=
4J

N
(S2tot� S2A � S2B ); (2.7)

where Stot is the totalspin ofthe sam ple and SA ;B the totalspins ofthe
A;B sublattices.

You m ight recognize in H 0 the toy m odelused by Lieb and M attis in
the dem onstration ofthe ordering theorem [6]:itdescribesa problem with
constantlong range interactions between spinson di�erentsublatticesand
no interactions between spins on the sam e sublattice. This m odelcan be
solved exactly. 1

1
Thesam ekind oftoy m odelcan beintroduced in theproblem ofthe3-sublatticeN�eel

state on a triangular lattice: in that last case it involves the Fourier com ponents ofthe

spinsatthe threesoftpoints(which are thecenterand thetwo non equivalentcornersof

the Brillouin zone)and reads:

H
tri
0 =

9J

2N
(S

2

tot � S
2

A � S
2

B � S
2

C ) (2.8)

where SA ;B ;C are the totalspins ofthe A; B ; C sublattices. Such a m odelallows the

sam e developm entsasthose done below exceptindeed the com m entson the Lieb-M attis

ordering theorem [11].
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2.1.1 T he Ising-like N �eelstate in an SU(2)invariant m odel

Ham iltonian H 0 (Eq. 2.7) is an SU (2) invariant Ham iltonian which com -
m uteswith S2tot and S

z
tot.Italso com m uteswith S2

A ;B
,which in thism odel

areconservative quantities(good quantum num bers).Alltheseobservables
com m ute two by two and with H 0 . Eigen-states ofS2tot,S

z
tot,S

2
A
,S2

B
are

also eigen-statesof(2.7),with eigen-values:

E (S;SA ;SB )=
4J

N
[S(S + 1)� SA (SA + 1)� SB (SB + 1)] (2.9)

Thequantum num bersfora sam ple with an (even)num berN ofsitesare:

� SA ;SB 2 [0;1;::;N =4],

� Fora given setofvaluesofthesublatticem agnetizations(SA ;SB ) the
value ofthetotalspin S 2 [jSA � SB j;:::;SA + SB ],

� For a given value S ofthe totalspin ofthe sam ple,its z com ponent
M S 2 [� S;� S + 1;::::;S � 1;S].

T he ground-state in each S sector E 0(S)isobtained forthe m axi-
m um sublatticem agnetization N =4.Theenergiesoftheselow energy states
obey the following relation:

E 0(S)= �
J

2
(N + 4)+

4J

N
[S(S + 1)] (2.10)

2.
Theeigen-statesassociated to theseeigen-valuesaretheSU (2)invariant

com ponents ofthe Ising-like N�eelstate jSA = N =4;SB = N =4;S ;M S >

introduced in section 1.3.2 (Eq.1.13).Theseeigen-stateshavefouressential
properties:

� theirnum berand theirspatialsym m etriesareuniquely de�ned by the
coupling ofthe sublattice m agnetizations (these are exact necessary
requirem ents),

� theirsublattice m agnetization isN/4,

� they collapse to theabsolute ground-state asO (1
N
).

These levels form a setthathasbeen described by Anderson asa \tower"
ofstates [7,8,9]: we have called them in our originalpaper Q DJS (for
quasidegeneratejointstates).In thislectureswewillreferto thissetasthe
Anderson tower.

2Thisisa specialillustration ofEq.(1.14).Letusrem ark thatthisordering property

isshared by thetoy m odel(2.8)associated to the3-sublatticeN�eelorderon thetriangular

lattice.
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Figure 2.1: Typicalspectrum ofa �nite size collinear Ising m agnet. The
towerofeigen-levels joined by the continuousline and noted j0iisthe An-
derson tower ofstates needed to form a sym m etry breaking Ising ordered
ground-state(Eq.2.13):such astateisnon stationaryon a�nitesizesam ple.
The second set j1i (dashed line) is associated with the lowest excitations,
which are highly degenerate and non dispersive.

O n a �nitesize lattice theclassicalN�eelstate (1.13)isa non stationary
state ofH 0 (eq.2.7). But,its precession rate decreases as O (1

N
) with the

system size and becom esin�nitely slow in the therm odynam iclim it.
ThecoherentN�eelstatesdescribed by Eq.(1.11),form an (overcom plete)

basisofthisground-statem ultiplicity.Thepresentstudy oftheirSU (2)in-
variantrepresentation showsthatthem ultiplicity ofthissubspaceisO (N �)
where�isthenum berofsublatticesoftheclassicalN�eelstate[11,12].This
gives a non extensive entropy ofthe ground-state at T = 0 in agreem ent
with Nernsttheorem .

Excitations

In thism odelan excited state isobtained by 
ipping a single spin ofa
sublattice.From equation (2.9)oneseesthattheseexcitationsarelocalized
and have an energy:

E
exc
Ising = 2J

�

1+
4(S + 1)

N

�

: (2.11)

Forany size these excitationsare gapfuland O (J).
C onclusion

H 0 describesan Isingm agnetin an SU (2)invariantfram ework:itsspec-
trum hasthe very sim ple structureschem atized in Fig.2.1.In the therm o-
dynam ic lim it this m agnet can be described either in an SU (2) invariant
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language with the help ofthe jSA ;SB ;S;M S > statesorwith the coherent
sem i-classicalN�eelstates described in Eq.(1.11). The two basis are con-
nected by exacttransform ation laws,Eq.(1.13)and itsinverse:

jN =4;N =4;S;M S > = (2S + 1)

Z

d�D
y
s(�;�)jC l:N �eelw:f:;u > ; (2.12)

where the di�erentialintegration volum e reads d� = 1

4�
d�d(cos�),where

�2 [0;2�],�2 [0;�]and D S isthe rotation m atrix in the S subspace. In
the therm odynam ic lim it,the sym m etry breaking pointofview isasvalid
astheSU (2)invariantapproach.

2.1.2 \Q uantum 
uctuations" in the H eisenberg m odel

M odi�cation ofthis picture in an Heisenberg m agnet with next neighbor
exchange com es from the e�ect of the perturbation term V described in
Eq.(2.6).V doesnotcom m ute with S2

A
and S2

B
:at�rstorderin perturba-

tion each com ponentofV couplesthe ground-state ofH 0 in each S sector
(which arecharacterized bym axim um uniform sublatticem agnetizations)to
stateswhere the sublattice m agnetization isdecreased by one unitin som e
m odulated way. The analyticaltreatm entofthisperturbation isuneasy in
the SU (2)invariantform alism ,butindeed we recognize allthe conceptsat
thebasisoftheusualalgebraicspin waveapproach:thatisrenorm alization
ofthe ground-state energy and ofthe sublattice m agnetization by the zero

pointquantum 
uctuations ofthe spin wavesexcitations.
Ifthe structureofthe towerofstatesi.e.:

� num berand spatialsym m etriesofthestatesin each S sector,

� existence in each ofthese statesofa m acroscopic sublattice m agneti-

zation (i.e.
q

< jS2
A
j> / O (N )),

� scaling asO (JS(S+ 1)
N

)with respectto theground-state,

resiststo thisrenorm alization,thenatureoftheground-statem ultiplicity in
thetherm odynam iclim itgivesanew foundation tothespin-wavesym m etry
breaking point ofview 3. The quantum N�eelwave function thus em erges
from theclassicalpicture(Eq.1.13)bytherenorm alization oftheeigenstates
jSA ;SB ;S;M S > of H 0 under the action of V. W e can then write the
quantum N�eelwave-function as:

jQ u:N �eelw:f:> =
X

S;M S

(� 1)M S

p
2S + 1

�
SA SB S

SA � SB M S

�

^jS;M S > 0
(2.13)

3As an exam ple,allthese criteria have been thoroughly checked in the N�eelordered

phase ofthe Heisenberg m odelon the triangularlattice[10,11].
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wherethekets ^jS;M S > 0 arenow theexactlow lyingstatesoftheAnderson
towerofH (Eq.1.3).

2.1.3 T he spin-w ave algebraic approach

In order to gather allthe m aterialneeded for a fullunderstanding ofthe
sym m etry breaking m echanism in N�eelantiferrom agnets,let us recallthe
m ain resultsofa spin-wavecalculation.(Forthederivation ofthespin-wave
approach in antiferrom agnets,seetheabovem entioned text-books[1,2,3].)

Departing from the Ising con�guration (Eq.1.10),the transverse term s
ofthe Heisenberg Ham iltonian create �S z = 1 spin 
ips,which are m obile
excitations.

� In an harm onic approxim ation these excitationsare sim ply described
asspin-waves,with frequencies:

!q = 2J
q

1� 
2q (2.14)

where
q isthestructurefactorofthelattice de�ned in Eq.(2.3).The
spin 
ipsexcitationsare then dispersive,theirfrequency goesto zero
when going to thetwo softpointsk = 0;k0.Around thesepointsthe
dispersion law islinearin k (resp.(k � k0)).

� The zero pointenergy ofthese excitations(which are oscillator-like)
renorm alizesthe Ising classicalenergy ofthe ground-state (1.18). To
�rstorder,thisspin wave calculation givestheground-stateenergy of
the Heisenberg Ham iltonian on thesquarelattice as:

E
s� w = �

N

2
z
J

4
� N J +

X

q2B Z �

!q

2
(2.15)

� These \ quantum 
uctuations" also renorm alize the sublattice m ag-
netization. Let usde�ne the orderparam eter m in the ground-state
j0 > ofthissym m etry breaking representation by:

m =
2

N S
< 0jSzA j0 > : (2.16)

The�rstorderspin-wave calculation leadsto:

m
s� w = 1�

1

N

X

q2B Z �

�
1

!q
� 1

�

(2.17)

Therenorm alization oftheorderparam eterisdom inated by the
uc-
tuationsin the low energy m odes.The linearasym ptotic behaviorof
!q around the soft points,im plies that the spin-waves correction to
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theorderparam eterdivergesin 1D.Itgives�nitecorrectionsatT = 0
on m ostofthe 2-dim ensionallattices(square,triangular,hexagonal..
4).

� Finite Size E�ects: The spin-wave approach allowsa directunder-
standing ofthe �nite size e�ects in a problem with N�eellong range
order. Letus�rstrem ind thaton a �nite size lattice oflinearlength
L,the allowed wave vectors are quantized and ofthe form 2�

L
. This

introducesa cut-o� ofthelong wave-length 
uctuationswhich ispro-
gressively relaxed asthesizeofthesam plegoesto 1 .As!q islinear
in q around the softpoints,we thusexpectthatthe ground-state en-
ergy E s� w (Eq.2.15)and the orderparam eterm s� w (Eq.2.17)on a
lattice of�nite size L willdi�erfrom the L ! 1 lim itsby factorsof
orderO (1

L
).Thisisexactly theresultobtained in m ore sophisticated

approaches[26,27,28,29,30,31].

Aswehavealready underlined theexcitationsofthism odelnow di�er
from thoseofH 0:they areitinerantand haveacquired dispersion.O n
a �nitelattice theenergy needed to create thesoftestexcitation isno
m ore oforderJ,butoforder J

L
/ J

N 1=d
.

2.1.4 Self-consistency ofthe N �eelpicture for an H eisenberg

m agnet in an SU(2) invariant picture: spectrum and

�nite size e�ects.

Ifthe structure ofthe tower ofstates isessentially preserved by the quan-
tum 
uctuations due to V,the sem i-classicalpicture ofcoherent states is
preserved (seesubsection 2.1.2),thespin-waveapproach isa reasonableone
and the essentialresultsofthisapproach should appearin the fullspectra
ofEq.(1.3). Beyond the criteria already described to support the SU (2)
sym m etry breaking,thefollowing size e�ectsshould bepresent:

� The energy per site of the states of the low lying Anderson tower
should convergeto thetherm odynam iclim itwith a leading correction
term going as 1

N L
/ 1

Ld+ 1
,

� Thesublatticem agnetization
q

< jS2
A
j> in each ofthesestatesshould

rem ain O (N ),with aleadingterm tothe�nitesizecorrectionsoforder
O 1

L
,

� The low lying softest excitations with wave-vector2�
L

should be de-
scribed by a second tower ofstates issued from the tower ofexcited
states ofthe Ising m odelwith one spin-
ip (Eq.2.11). Butcontrary

4The exceptions:the checker-board and the kagom e lattice willbe studied in a forth-

com ing chapter.
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Figure2.2: Typicalspectrum ofa �nitesizecollinearantiferrom agnetwith
N�eelorder.Thetowerofeigen-levelsjoined by thecontinuouslineand noted
j0iistheAnderson towerofstatesneeded toform asym m etry breakingN�eel
ordered ground-state (Eq.2.13): such a state is non stationary on a �nite
size sam ple. The second setj1i(dashed line)isassociated with the lowest
m agnon.

to the Ising m odel, these states are now dispersive and the lowest
excitation isnow distantfrom the ground-state towerofstatesby an
energy oftheorderofJ

L
:itistheG oldstonem odeofthebroken SU (2)

sym m etry.

Som eofthesepropertiesaresum m arized in thesupposed-to-bespectrum
ofa N�eelantiferrom agnet described in Fig.2.2 . This is to be com pared
to an exact spectrum ofthe Heisenberg Ham iltonian on a square lattice
(Fig.2.3)[32]oron an hexagonallattice (Figs.2.4,2.5,2.6 )[20].

This globalunderstanding ofthe spectra of�nite size sam ples ofanti-
ferrom agnets is a very usefultoolto analyze exact spectra ofspin m odels
thatcan beobtained with presentcom puterfacilities5.Itseem sthatitm ay
equally help tounderstand thetim ebehaviorofnano-scaleantiferrom agnets
asferritin [34].

5
Historically the �rst authors to have looked for the Anderson tower ofstates were

probably A.S�ut�oand P.Fazekasin 1977 [33],and with them odern com putationalfacilities

M .G ross,E.Sanchez-Velasco and E.Siggia [26,27].
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Figure 2.3: Antiferrom agnetic Heisenberg m odelon the square lattice:
eigen-energiesvseigen-valuesofS2. The dashed-line isa guide to the eyes
for the Q DJS of the sym m etry breaking quantum N�eelstate (Eq.2.13).
The dotted line joins the states associated to the �rst m agnon. There is
oneQ DJS foreach S (asexpected fora collinearantiferrom agnet):they are
k = 0 states,and k = (�;�)states,invariantin C 4 rotations.
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Figure2.4: Antiferrom agneticHeisenberg m odelon thehoneycom b lattice:
eigen-energiesvseigen-valuesofS2. The dashed-line isa guide to the eyes
fortheQ DJS.Thedotted linejoinsthestatesassociated tothe�rstm agnon.
ThereisoneQ DJS foreach S (asexpected fora collinearantiferrom agnet):
they are k = 0 states,invariantundera 2�=3 rotation around an hexagon
center,even (odd)underinversion,odd(even)underare
ection with respect
to an axisgoing through nearestneighborhexagon centersforS even (odd)
(taken from ref.[20]).
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Figure 2.5: AF Heisenberg m odelon the honeycom b lattice,scaling ofthe
Q DJS with S and N forN = 18;24;26;28;32 (taken from ref.[20]).

Figure 2.6: AF Heisenberg m odelon the honeycom b lattice,(a) energy

persite e0 versusN
�

3

2 (b)spin-gap:Thedashed line isa linear�tin 1=N :
forthe sizesofinterestthe restriction to the leading term ofthe �nite size
expansion is insu�cient. The fullline is a �t to eq.[29,31]: �(N ) =
1

4�N
(1 � � c

�
p
N
)+ O ( 1

N 2) where �is the spin susceptibility,c is the spin-

wave velocity,�the spin sti�ness and �is a num ber oforder one (taken
from ref.[20]).

25



2.2 A sim ple conceptualapproach ofthe transla-

tionalsym m etry breaking ofa solid

Forawhileweexcludeanycalculationsand justrelyon verysim pleand basic
conceptsofcondensed m atterphysicsand quantum m echanicsto derivethe
\necessary" structure ofthe spectra ofordered condensed m atter in �nite
size sam ples. For the sake ofsim plicity,we begin with the problem ofthe
solid phase. W e successively expose the fundam entalclassicalhypothesis
underlying the theory ofsolids.Q uantization ofthispicture enlightensthe
translationalsym m etry breaking m echanism and �nite size e�ects give a
new lighton theabsence ofsolid orderin 1-dim ensionalphysics.

2.2.1 A n essentialclassicalhypothesis

Letusconsidera �nitesam pleofsolid with N atom sofindividualm assm .
TheHam iltonian ofthispieceofsolid containsa kineticenergy term and an
interaction term U (ri� rj),which essentially dependson distancesbetween
theN atom s,and istranslation invariant.Neverthelessany pieceofsolid in
naturebreakstranslationalsym m etry!

The�rststep in thedescription in classicalphasespaceofthedynam ics
ofthisobjectwith 2dN degreesoffreedom ,consistsin sortingthesevariables
in two sets:

� thecenterofm assvariables:Rc:o:m and P c:o:m ,thedynam icsofwhich
isa purekinetic term K:

K =
P 2

2N m
(2.18)

� and the 2d(N � 1) internal variables, which obey a dynam ic with
interactions:

H int=
X

i2[1;::;N ]

�
pi

2

2m
+ U (ri� rj)

�

(2.19)

Then invoking the inertia principle,the analysisofthe problem focuses
on the G alilean fram e,where the center ofm ass is at rest. In this fram e,
the internal excitations are analyzed in �rst approxim ation as m odes of
vibrations:thephonons,which presenta dispersion law linearin k forsm all
wave vectorsk.

In so doing,an essentialdichotom y isintroduced between the global
variable and itsdynam icson one hand and the internalexcitations on the
other:thisdichotom y isatthebasisoftheconceptofan ordered phase[9].
A technicalasym m etry isalso introduced in thetreatm entofthedynam ics
ofthese two sets ofvariables: the center ofm ass dynam icsis described in
a classicalfram ework which explicitly breaks the translation invariance of
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thetotalHam iltonian ofthesolid K + H int.O n theotherhand theinternal
excitationsarelooked atin a translationally invariant(eventually quantum )
pointofview.Thispointofview m ay seem inconsistentin particularwhen
looking ata �nitesized,eventually sm all,piece ofsolid.

Takingasa de�nition ofthesolid phasetheessentialdistinction between
the globalvariable and the internalones,we willshow that the technical
asym m etry in thetreatm entofthesevariablescan beeasily overcom e,thus
explaining both the localization ofa piece ofsolid in realspace,and the
in
uenceofspace dim ensionality on the de�nition ofthissolid.

2.2.2 Q uantization ofthe classicalapproach,�nite size spec-

tra,therm odynam ic lim it and translationalsym m etry

breaking

In ordernotto break arti�cially thetranslationalsym m etry oftheproblem
we considera solid with periodicboundary conditions.

Ifwe take for granted that it is legitim ate to disconnect the center of
m ass dynam ics from the internalexcitations we m ay consider a solid at
T = 0 with no internalexcitations: the vacuum ofphonons that we will
writej0 > .

Thetranslationally invarianteigen-statesofK are theplanewaveswith
wave-vectors k where kx;y;z = nx;y;z

2�
L
,L isthe linearlength ofthe sam ple

and nx;y;z non zero integers.Theireigen-valuesare ofthe generalform :

~
2k2

2m N
: (2.20)

Thetotalenergy ofthe solid in these statesisthusoftheform :

E 0(k)=
~
2k2

2m N
+ E g; (2.21)

where E g is a constant m easuring the zero point energy of the internal
degreesoffreedom . These eigen-states are shown in Fig.2.7 connected by
thered continuousline noted j0 > .

In order to localize the center ofm ass it is necessary to form a wave-
packetwith eigen-statesofK showinga largedistribution ofwave-vectorsk:
thelargestthek-distribution be,thebetterthelocalization ofthecenterof
m ass.Such awave-packetisnon stationary fora�nitesize,butitsevolution
rate goes to zero as O (1=N ). Localization ofthe center ofm ass is thus a
costlessoperation in thetherm odynam iclim it.

Letuslook now to the �rstexcitation ofthe solid with one phonon of
wavevectorkm in = 2�=L.Thisstatecan typically bewritten in asym m etry
breaking picture as:

j1 > = exp

0

@
X

j

ikm in:rj

1

A j0 > (2.22)
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Figure2.7: Typicalspectrum ofa �nitesizesolid.Thetowerofeigen-levels
joined by the continuousline and noted j0iisthe Anderson towerofstates
needed to form a sym m etry breaking vacuum ofphononsofthe solid:such
a stateisnon stationary on a �nitesizesam ple.Thesecond setj1i(dashed
line)isassociated with the lowestphonon.

Itthusinvolvesa linearsuperposition ofeigenstatesofK + H int with a dis-
tribution ofwavevectorsdisplaced by km in with respectto thedistribution
ofthelocalized ground-statej0 > .Thissecond setofexcitationsisdisplayed
in Fig.2.7 with a dashed line noted j1 > joining the di�erenteigen-states.
The softest phonon has an energy proportionalto km in / L� 1 / N � 1=d

which should beadded to theground-stateenergy (2.21)giving eigen-states
with eigen-energies:

E 1(k)=
~
2k2

2m N
+ E g + ~ck; (2.23)

where c is the sound velocity. Due to the structure ofequation (2.23) the
line joining the di�erent translation invariant states ofthis soft phonon is
parallelto the ground-state line j0 > . This explains the supposed-to-be
structureofthe low lying levelsofa �nitesize solid exhibited in Fig.2.7.

2.2.3 T herm odynam ic lim it, stability of the solid and self-

consistency ofthe approach

The consistency ofthe sem i-classicalpicture im plies that the localization
ofthe center ofm ass could be done whatever the degree ofexcitations of
phonons: looking to the �nite size e�ects this appears to be the case if
the dim ension ofspace iflargerorequalto 2. In these situations,forlarge
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enough sizesthereappearstwodi�erentscalesofenergy:theAnderson tower
ofstatesofthe ground-state collapsesasN � 1 to the absolute ground-state
whereasthesoftestphonon collapseson theground-stateonly asN � 1=d.In
thislim it,the dichotom y between the dynam icsofthe globalvariable and
theinternalvariablesistotally justi�ed.O n theotherhand in 1dim ension it
isquantum m echanically inconsistentto separate globaldegreesoffreedom
from internalones:thesetwotypesofvariableshavingdynam icsthatcannot
bedisentangled.

2.3 A n analogy: SU(2)sym m etry breaking in the

N �eelantiferrom agnet

Letusnow develop the analogy between the solid statesand the antiferro-
m agnetic ones.

� Theglobalvariablesofthesolid areRc:o:m and theconjugatevariable
P c:o:m . In the collinear antiferrom agnetic case the globalvariables
ofposition ofthe m agnet are the two Eulerangles (�;�)allowing to
pointthedirection ofthesublatticem agnetization in spin space.Their
conjugate variable isthe totalspin operatorS.

� Thefreem otion ofthecenterofm assisgoverned by theHam iltonian
K (the quadratic form ofthiskinetic energy being related to the ho-
m ogeneity ofspace). By analogy we expect the kinetic energy term
describing thefreeprecession ofthe sublattice m agnetization to beof
theform :K spin = S2tot=2van

6.In such a pointofview theconstanta
isjusta m ultiplicative term :weknow from othersources(
uctuation
dissipation theorem orm acroscopicapproach ofthem agnet)thatthis
isup to a constantthe hom ogeneousspin susceptibility.

� Theeigen-statesdescribing thefreeprecession oftheorderparam eter
in the vacuum ofm agnonsare thusstateswith totalspin S (ranging
from 0 to N =2),and eigen-energies:

E 0(S(S + 1))=
~
2S(S + 1)

2�N
+ E g (2.24)

They form the setj0 > ofFig.2.2. By form ing a wave-packet outof
thissetone can localize the direction ofthe sublattice m agnetization
and break SU (2)sym m etry.

6A threesublatticeN�eelorderhasam orecom plicated orderparam eter:thethreeEuler

anglesare needed to localize the3 sublatticem agnetizations:and them acroscopic object

is no m ore a rigid rotator as in the case ofthe collinear N�eelorder but a (sym m etric)

top. There is in thatlast case an extra internalspin kinetic energy term and asalready

explained in the previous section the Hibertspace ofthe problem is larger. See ref.[11]

forexam ple orthe quantum m echanicaltheory ofsym m etric top m olecules.
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� The discussion ofthe �rst excitations above the vacuum ofm agnon
com pletely parallelizes thatofthe phononsexcitations (sam e disper-
sion law and sam e �nite size scaling law). The eigen-energies ofthe
states em bedded in the softest m agnon (referred as j1 > in Fig.2.2)
are thusofthe form :

E 1(S(S + 1))=
~
2S(S + 1)

2�N
+ E g + ~cskm in (2.25)

wherecs isthespin wave velocity.

� Thepossibility ofa spin rotationalsym m etry breaking atthetherm o-
dynam ic lim itisem bodied in the �nite size behaviorofthe low lying
levels ofthe spectra (Fig.2.2). In dim ension d � 2 the eigen-states
ofthe sets j0 > (resp. j1 > ) collapse on their S = Sm in com ponent
as O (N � 1),m ore rapidly than the decrease in energy ofthe softest
m agnon which is O (N � 1=2). In dim ension 2 and higher,the SU (2)
breaking m echanism prevailson the form ation ofm agnon excitations
justifying the classicalapproach and the dichotom y between global
classicalvariablesand internalexcitations.

� These �nite size scalings ofthe Anderson tower ofstates and ofthe
truephysicalexcitations(them agnons)giveanew lighton theM erm in
W agner theorem which deniesthe existence ofN�eellong range order
in 1 dim ensionalm agnets.

2.4 T he coherentquantum m echanicaldescription

ofthe N �eelstate

Atthe end ofthispresentation Ihope thatEq.(2.13) now appearsasthe
naturalquantum m echanicaldescription ofa coherent N�eelstate. And by
thefacttheusualsym m etry breakingapproach isjusti�ed assoon asitgives
selfconsistentresults(i.e.non zero orderparam eter).

Thetechnicalanswerseem sbeyond doubt.
The question isnow,do coherentstates asthose described in Eq.1.11,

which Irewrite here

jQ u:N �eelw:f:> =
X

S;M S

(� 1)M S

p
2S + 1

�
SA SB S

SA � SB M S

�

^jS;M S > 0
(2.26)

existin reallife?
Iseenom echanism which can lock thedi�erenceofphasesofthem acro-

scopic num berofstates ^jS;M S > 0
entering Eq.(2.26)to the correctvalues
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and it seem s that m any perturbationscould destruct such a coherence,if,
by an in�nitesim alchance,itexisted!

So I willplead that in reallife the system m ay be in any incoherent

superposition ofthedegenerate ^jS;M S > 0
which doesnotbuild in spin space

a given direction to the sublattice m agnetization!
Butnobody has to care forit,experim ents are not sensitive to the di-

rection ofthe sublattice m agnetizations butonly to correlations functions:
as the square ofthe staggered m agnetization. This correlation function is
identicalin allthe states ofthe Anderson tower in the Ising m odel;ifit
survivesto quantum 
uctuationsintroduced by V,weexpectitto benearly

identicalin allthe ^jS;M S > 0
states at least for totalspin up to S �

p
N

(above these value ofthe totalspin there m ightbe som e di�cultiesto dis-
entangle m agnonsfrom the Anderson tower ofstates ofthe ground-state).
Thishasbeen checked to betruein theHeisenberg m odelon thetriangular
lattice [10].

As a last rem ark,the hom ogeneous spin susceptibility is always dom i-
nated by the largestspin statesofthe Anderson tower: thatisstateswith
totalspin O (

p
N ). Don’t forget that a state with totalspin

p
N has a

m acroscopic m agnetization by site: m = Stot=
N

2
/ 1p

N
that is essentially

zero in the therm odynam iclim it.

2.5 Space sym m etry breaking ofthe N �eelstate.

TheN�eelstate usually breakssom e space sym m etriesofthe lattice.

� In thesquarelattice case(seeFig.2.3)one-step translationsarenota
sym m etry operation oftheground-statebutthepointgroup isunbro-
ken. Thisappearsin the Anderson tower ofstates ofFig.2.3,where
the Irreducible Representations (IR) ofthe Q DJS have alternatively
wave-vector k = (0;0) or k = (�;�) (depending on the parity ofthe
totalspin),butare trivialIR ofthepointgroup.

� O n the hexagonallattice,which isnota Bravaislattice,the situation
is som ewhat di�erent (see Fig. 2.5): the collinear N�eel order does
not break either the translation group,nor C3,the group of3-fold
rotations (noted R 2�

3

). O nly the trivialrepresentation ofthese two

groups appears in the Q DJS (see Fig.2.5). But both the inversion
group (C2,sym m etry operation R �) and the re
ection with respect
to an axis joining the center ofthe hexagons (�) are broken: these
sym m etry breakings appear in the Anderson tower where there is in
the Q DJS an alternation ofeven and odd IRsofthese two groups.

Determ ination ofthe space sym m etries ofeach S com ponents ofthe An-
derson tower can be done exactly using sym m etry argum ents: the space
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sym m etriesofeach ^jS;M S > 0 depend on S,on theshapeand totalnum ber
ofspinsofthe sam ple [11,35,12,?]. In the following chapterwe willgive
an exam pleofsuch a determ ination fortheJ1 � J2 m odelon thetriangular
lattice. In a given range ofparam eters1=8 < J1=J2 < 1,there isa com pe-
tition between di�erentordersand selection by quantum 
uctuationsofthe
m ore sym m etric one. The study ofthisexam ple willshow the strength of
the sym m etry analysisand the exactnature ofthisphenom enon of\order
by disorder".
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C hapter 3

\O rder by disorder"

3.1 Som e history

Theconceptof\orderbydisorder"wasintroduced in 1980byVillain and co-
workers[37]in thestudy ofa frustrated Ising m odelon thesquarelattice.In
thism odelthenextneighborcouplingsalong alltherowsareferrom agnetic
aswellasthose on the odd colum ns(nam ed A in the following). The cou-
plingson theeven colum ns(nam ed B)areantiferrom agnetic.Itisassum ed
that

0 < jJA B j < JB B < jJA A j: (3.1)

Theground-statesofthism odelhaveA colum ns(resp B)ferrom agnetically
(resp.antiferrom agnetically) ordered.Fora system with a num berofsites

N = 0 [m od4],the degeneracy ofthisground-state is2
p
N ,itsentropy per

spin S0 =
1p
N
Ln2 isnegligible in the therm odynam ic lim it. AtT = 0 the

ground-state hasno average m agnetization and isdisordered. The picture
changes when therm al
uctuations are introduced: it is readily seen that
a B chain sandwiched between two A chains with parallelspins has lower
excitations than a B chain sandwiched between two A chains with anti-
parallelspins.Thisgivesa largerBoltzm ann weightto theferrim agnetically
ordered system .Villain and co-workershavebeen ableto show exactly that
the system is indeed ferrim agnetic at low T. They were equally able to
show thatsite dilution (introducing non m agnetic species)wasin a certain
dom ain of com position and tem perature able to select the sam e ordered
pattern,whencethenam e of\orderby disorder".

During theninetiesseveralauthorshavestudied a som ewhatlessdrastic
problem in theclassicalorquantum Heisenberg m odel:itistheselection of
a specialkind oflong rangeorderam ong a largerfam ily ofordered solutions
classically degenerateatT= 0[38,39,40,41,42,43,44].In theclassicalm od-
els,the selection ofthe sim plestordered structure by therm al
uctuations
,isdue to a largerdensity oflow lying excitations around these solutions,
whence an increased Boltzm ann weightofthe corresponding regionsand a
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therm al(entropic)selection oforder.
Thissam epropertyofthedensityoflow lyingexcitationscan alsoexplain

aselection ofspeci�cspin con�gurationswhen goingfrom theT = 0classical
approach ofthe Heisenberg m odelto the sem i-classicalone. Suppose that
m any classicalspin con�gurationsare degenerate in the classicallim it,the
existenceofa largerdensity ofexcitationsaround a speci�ccon�guration is
the signature ofa weaker restoring force toward this con�guration (larger
wellwidth in phasespace).Insofarasthesem i-classicalspin-waveapproach
is valid, this im plies that the zero point quantum energy

P

q2B Z �

!q

2
of

Eq.2.15 issm allerforthissolution,which willthusbeenergetically selected
by the\quantum "
uctuations.Both m echanism s(therm alorquantum )lay
on the propertiesofthe low lying excitations around the classically T = 0
degenerate solutions.

This selection oforder is,in m ost ofthe cases,less drastic in the con-
tinuous spin m odels,than in the originalproblem ofVillain. In m ost of
the cases,the degeneracy ofthe ground-state islesssevere than in the Vil-
lain case.In the Ising dom ino problem ,the degeneracy ofthe ground-state
is 2

p
N and the therm alselection em phasizes 4 ground-states am ong these

2
p
N .In the Heisenberg problem ,aswe willsee below,in m ostofthe cases

thelessordered solution hasa degeneracy oforderO (N �),with �thenum -
berofsublattices,whereasthe�nalorderselected by quantum 
uctuations
hasonly a degeneracy O (N �)with �< �. From thatsim ple pointofview
one can qualitatively state that the selection oforder is less drastic than
in the Villain problem . A specialm ention should be done ofthe Heisen-
berg m odelon the kagom e,checker-board or pyrochlore lattices. In these
cases,on which we willreturn atthe end ofthese lectures,the degeneracy
oftheclassicalground-stateisexponentialin N ,thereisa residualentropy
perspin at T = 0 and a selection (ifany) ofsom e partialorder is a m ore
di�cultissue.

3.2 "O rder by disorder" in the J1 � J2 m odel on

the triangular lattice

The existence ofcom peting interactions isindeed the m ain cause ofclassi-
calground-states degeneracy. As a generic exam ple,one can consider the
so-called J1 � J2 m odelon a triangularlattice with two com peting antifer-
rom agnetic interactions.ThisHam iltonian reads:

H = 2J1
X

< i;j>

Si:Sj + 2J2
X

< < i;k> >

Si:Sk (3.2)

whereJ1 and J2 = �J 1 arepositiveand the�rstand second sum srun on the
�rstand second neighbors,respectively. The classicalstudy ofthis m odel
hasbeen developed byJolicoeuretal.[42].Theyhaveshown thatforsm all�
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Figure3.1: Top:4-sublatticeclassicalground state.Spinsin thesublattices
A and B ,aswellasspinsin C and D ,m ake an angle 2�.Theplane ofthe
spins ofA and B m akes an angle �with the plane ofthe spins ofC and
D .Bottom :thecollinearsolutionswith thethreepossiblearrangem ents(in
thiscase,classicalspinsin sublatticesA and B are antiparallel).

(�< 1=8)theground statecorrespondstoathree-sublatticeN�eelorderwith
m agnetizationsat120o from each other,whereasfor1=8 < �< 1,thereisa
degeneracy between a two-sublattice N�eeland a four-sublattice N�eelorder
(see Fig.3.1). Chubukov and Jolicoeur[43]and K orshunov [44]have then
shown thatquantum 
uctuations(evaluated in aspin waveapproach)could,
liketherm alones,liftthisdegeneracy oftheclassicalground statesand lead
to a selection ofthe collinearstate (see Fig.3.1)[45].

The �rststudy ofthe exactspectrum ofEq.(3.2)done by Jolicoeuret
al. wasnotincom patible with thisconclusion,butwasinsu�cientto yield
it im m ediately. I willshow now how the study ofthe degeneracy ofthe
Anderson towerallowsa directderivation ofthisphenom enon.Thispartof
thelecture closely followsthe paperby Lechem inant�etal.[35].

As we have done in section (2.1), let us �rst study the exactly solv-
able m odels which display either four-sublattice order or collinear order.
These m odelsare obtained by extracting from the Heisenberg Ham iltonian
expressed in term softheFouriercom ponentsofthe spin:

H = 6J1
X

k

Sk:S� k

h


k +
�

3
(cosk:(2u1 + u2)+ cosk:(u1 + 2u2)+ cosk:(u2 � u1))

i

;

(3.3)
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where
k = 1=3
P

�
cosk:u� (u� are threevectorsat120 degreesfrom each

other and connecting a given site to �rstneighbors),those which describe
eitherthe4-sublattice structureorthe collinearones.

3.2.1 Sym m etry analysis of the A nderson tow er of the 4-

sublattice N �eelorder.

The four k vectors which keep the four-sublattice order invariant are k =
0 and the three m iddles of the Brillouin zone boundaries (called in the
following kI,kH and kG ).Itisstraightforward to writethecontribution of
these Fouriercom ponentsto H in the form :

4H 0 =
8

N
(J1 + J2)

�
S2 � S2A � S2B � S2C � S2D

�
; (3.4)

whereS isthetotalspin operatorand S� arethetotalspin operatorofeach
sublattice.4H 0;S

2;S2
A
;S2

B
;S2

C
and S2

D
form asetofcom m utingobservables.

Theeigenstatesof4H 0 have the following energies:

4E (S;SA ;SB ;SC ;SD )=
8

N
(J1 + J2)[S(S + 1)� SA (SA + 1)

� SB (SB + 1)� SC (SC + 1)� SD (SD + 1)]
(3.5)

wherethequantum num bersSA;SB ;SC ;SD run from 0toN =8and thetotal
spin resultsfrom a coupling offourspinsSA ;SB ;SC ;SD .

The low lying levelsofEq.3.5 are obtained forSA = SB = SC = SD =
N =8:

4
E 0(S)= �

J1 + J2

2
(N + 8)+

8

N
(J1 + J2)S (S + 1): (3.6)

These states,which have m axim alsublattice m agnetizations S2
A
= S2

B
=

S2
C
= S2

D
= N

8
(N
8
+ 1),aretherotationally invariantprojectionsofthebare1

N�eelstateswith foursublattices.Theirtotalenergy collapsestotheabsolute
ground-state asN � 1 and form the Anderson towerofthe 4-sublattice N�eel
order(noted f4 ~E g in thefollowing).

Aswewillnow show,thism ultiplicity f4 ~E gcan beentirely and uniquely
described by itssym m etry propertiesunderspin rotationsand transform a-
tionsofthe space group ofthe lattice.

Letusbegin by theSU (2)propertiesoff4 ~E g.Thesestatesresultfrom
the coupling offour identicalspins oflength N =8. There is N S di�erent
ways to couple these 4 spins: the degeneracy ofeach S subspace is thus
(2S + 1)N S,wherethe(2S + 1)factorcom esfrom them agneticdegeneracy
ofeach S eigen-state. N S is readily evaluated by using the decom position
ofthe productoffourspin N =8 representationsofSU (2)(D N =8)

f4 ~E g= D N =8 
 D N =8 
 D N =8 
 D N =8 (3.7)
1
W e m ay say Ising-like N�eelstate,asthese statescan be deduced from Ising statesof

the foursublatticespointing in the principaldirectionsofa regulartetrahedron.
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S4 I (A;B )(C;D ) (A;B ;C ) (A;B ) (A;B ;C;D )
G I t R 2�=3 � R

0

2�=3
�

N el 1 3 8 6 6
�1 1 1 1 1 1
�2 1 1 1 � 1 � 1
�3 2 2 � 1 0 0
�4 3 � 1 0 1 � 1
�5 3 � 1 0 � 1 1

Table3.1:Charactertableoftheperm utation group S4.Firstlineindicates
classesofperm utations.Second linegivesan elem entofthespacesym m etry
class corresponding to the class ofperm utation. These space sym m etries
are: the one step translation t (A ! C ),R 2�=3 (resp. R

0

2�=3
) the three-

fold rotation around a site ofthe D (resp. B ) sublattice,and �the axial
sym m etry keeping invariantC and D .N elisthenum berofelem entsofeach
class.

in spin S irreduciblerepresentations(D S).O neobtains:

N S =
1

2

�

� 3S2 + S (N + 1)+ 2+
N

2

�

for S �
N

4
; (3.8)

=
1

2

�
N

2
� S + 1

��
N

2
� S + 2

�

for S �
N

4
+ 1: (3.9)

Note that thisdegeneracy dependsboth on S and N and not only on the
totalspin S asisthecase fora two orthree-sublattice problem .

Thedeterm ination ofthespace sym m etriesoftheseeigenstatesallows
a com plete speci�cation off4 ~E g.

� Thefour-sublatticeorderisinvariantin a two-fold rotation:theeigen-
statesoff4 ~E g belong to thetrivialrepresentation ofC2.

� f4 ~E g form sa representation ofS4,theperm utation group offourele-
m ents.Theeigenstatesoff4 ~E gcould thusbelabeled bytheirreducible
representations(I.R.)ofS4 (see Table 3.1).

� Each elem entofthespacegroup m apsonto a perm utation ofS4 :one
step translationsonto productsoftranspositionsas(AC )(B D ),three-
fold rotations onto circular perm utations ofthree sublattices (AB C )
and so on. The com plete m apping of the space sym m etries ofthe
four-sublatticeorderonto theperm utationsofS4 isgiven in Table3.1
togetherwith the charactertable ofS4.

� Each irreducible representation of S4 can thus be characterized in
term sofitsspace sym m etry properties. Asnoted above they are all
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invariantin R �. �1;�2;�3 belong to the trivialIR ofthe translation
group,characterized by the wave-vector 0,whereas �4 and �5 have
a wave-vector kH ;kI or kG . �1 and �2 belong to the trivialI.R.of
C3,whereas�3 isthe2 dim ensionalrepresentation ofthissam egroup.
Finally,�1 and �4 areeven underaxialsym m etry,whereas�2 and �5
are odd.

� The num ber ofreplicas of�i that should appear for each S is then
com puted in the S;M S subspace with the help of the trace of the
perm utationsofS4:

n
(S)

�i
=

1

24

X

l

Tr(R ljS)�i(l)N el(l) (3.10)

where R l is an elem ent ofthe class lofS4,N el(l) is the num ber of
elem entsofthegroup in thisclassand �i(l)thecharacteroftheclass
lin the I.R.�i (see Table 3.1). The values ofthe traces for a given
totalspin S are then found as:

Tr

�

R l

�
�
�
�
S

�

= Tr

 

R l

�
�
�
�
M S = S

!

� Tr

 

R l

�
�
�
�
M S = S+ 1

!

: (3.11)

In each M S subspace off4 ~E g ,itisstraightforward to �nd the trace
oftheelem entsofS4:

Tr

 

Id

�
�
�
�
M S

!

=
N =8X

t;v;x;y= � N =8

�t+ v+ x+ y;M S

Tr

 

(A;B )(C;D )

�
�
�
�
M S

!

=
N =8X

t;v= � N =8

�2t+ 2v;M S

Tr

 

(A;B ;C )

�
�
�
�
M S

!

=
N =8X

t;v= � N =8

�3t+ v;M S
(3.12)

Tr

 

(A;B )

�
�
�
�
M S

!

=
N =8X

t;v;x= � N =8

�2t+ v+ x;M S

Tr

 

(A;B ;C;D )

�
�
�
�
M S

!

=

N =8X

t= � N =8

�4t;M S

where t;v;x;y,are the z-com ponents ofthe totalspin ofeach sub-
lattice (constrained to vary between N =8 and � N =8)and �i;j denotes
the K roneckersym bol. Using equations(3.10,3.11,3.12)one readily
obtainsthenum berofoccurrencesofeach �iforany S subsetoff4 ~E g
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N = 16
S 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

n�1(S) 1 0 2 0 2 1 1 0 1
n�2(S) 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
n�3(S) 2 0 2 1 2 0 1 0 0
n�4(S) 0 2 2 3 2 2 1 1 0
n�5(S) 0 2 1 2 1 1 0 0 0

N = 28
S 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14

n�1(S)+ n�2(S) 2 0 5 1 5 3 4 2 4 1 2 1 1 0 1
n�3(S) 3 0 4 2 5 2 5 2 3 1 2 0 1 0 0

n�4(S)+ n�5(S) 0 7 6 11 9 12 9 10 6 6 3 3 1 1 0

Table 3.2:Num berofoccurrencesn�i(S)ofeach irreduciblerepresentation
�i with respectto thetotalspin S.ForN = 28,n�1 and n�2 aswellasn�4
and n�5 have been added because this sam ple does not present any axial
sym m etry.

(Table3.2).Notethatthisresultdependson S and on thesizeofthe
sam ple.

This sym m etry analysis com pletes the determ ination of the Q DJS of
f4 ~E g. These propertiesofthe Anderson tower are stable underthe action
of the discarded part of the Heisenberg Ham iltonian. Ifthe ordering of
levels is not destroyed by quantum 
uctuations, the associated quantum

num bersrem ain good quantum num bersofthelow lying levels ^jS;M S > 0
of

theJ1� J2 m odel(3.2).W ehavethusobtained thecom pletedeterm ination
(allquantum num bers,and allthe degeneracies)ofthe fam ily oflow lying
levels describing the ground-state m ultiplicity f4 ~E g ofthe four-sublattice
N�eelsolutions.

3.2.2 Sym m etry analysisofthe Q D JS ofthe A nderson tow er

ofstates ofthe 2-sublattice collinear solutions.

Letusnow considerthe collinear solutions (Fig.3.1). They are particular
solutionsofthe 4-sublattice case and we willrapidly getthrough the sam e
schem eofanalysis,indicatingm ainly thenew points.Thetwovectorswhich
keep the two sublattices invariant are 0 and the m iddle ofone side ofthe
Brillouin zone (the vectors kI,kH and kG correspond respectively to the
collinear solutions(a),(b)and (c)in Fig.3.1). Extracting a speci�c setof
two wave-vectors from Eq. 3.3,we �nd the following contribution to the
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totalHam iltonian:

2H 0 =
8

N
(J1 + J2)

�

S2 �
1

2

�
S2� + S2�

�
�

: (3.13)

Thecorresponding low energy spectrum forS� = S� = N =4 is:

2
E 0(S)= �

J1 + J2

2
(N + 8)+

8

N
(J1 + J2)S (S + 1) (3.14)

and isdegeneratewith thefour-sublatticelow energyspectrum (seeEq.3.6).
Butherethetwo-sublatticehavem axim alspinsS� = S� = N =4.Thesenew
solutionsarisefrom thethreesym m etriccouplingsofthe4-sublatticespins:
S� = SA + SB or S� = SA + SC or S� = SA + SD with the sym m etric
counterparts for S�. These collinear solutions have thus a Z3 degeneracy
(see Fig.3.1). The representation space is thusthe sum ofthree products
D N =4 
 D N =4. It is not a direct sum since D N =4(A;B )
 D N =4(C;D ) and
D N =4(A;C )
 D N =4(B ;D )havein com m on thesam e(sym m etric)irreducible
representation with a totalspin N =2. O n an N -sam ple,the representation
space ofthe ground state ofthecollinearsolution is:

f2 ~E g = 3D S= 0 � 3D S= 1 � ::::� 3D S= N =2� 1 � D S= N =2
: (3.15)

Thedegeneracy isthus3(2S + 1)forallS valuesexceptforS = N =2,where
itisonly (2S + 1).

The space group analysis isidenticalto the analysis done forthe four-
sublattice order, but the num ber of occurrences of each I.R.�i is now
di�erent,sincethespacef2 ~E g issm allerthan f4 ~E g.Foreach S valuethere
are only three replicasofD S arising from the Z3 sym m etry (Eq.3.15 and
Fig.3.1).Thisallowsthedirectcom putation ofthetracesoftheoperations
ofS4 in each S subset off2 ~E g. Using the coupling rules oftwo angular
m om enta (and in particular the fact that the S eigen-state resulting from
thecoupling oftwo integerspinschangessign as(� 1)S with theinterchange
ofthe two parentspins)one obtains(forS 6= N =2):

8
>>>><

>>>>:

Tr(IdjS)= 3
Tr((A;B )(C;D )jS)= 1+ 2(� 1)S

Tr((A;B ;C )jS)= 0
Tr((A;B )jS)= 1
Tr((A;B ;C;D )jS)= (� 1)S

(3.16)

Therefore the collinear solution is sim ply characterized by �1 and �3 for
even S,and �4 forodd S,whateverthe sam plesize.

Thesym m etriesofallstatesofthetowerarenow fully determ ined both
for the 4-sublattice order f4 ~E g and for the collinear order f2 ~E g. Ifthe
quantum Ham iltonian presents one ofthese kinds oforder,the quantum

uctuations generated by the discarded partofH should preserve the dy-
nam icsand the structureofthese low lying subsets.
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Figure 3.2: Top: com plete spectrum ofthe N = 16 periodic sam ple with
respect to S2. Bottom : enlargem ent ofthe di�erence between the exact
spectrum and the energy ofthe low lying levelsofthe m odelHam iltonians
(Eq.3.6 or Eq.3.14). The ground-state m ultiplicity f4 ~E g is wellseparated
from them agnons.

3.2.3 Exact spectra of the J1 � J2 m odel on sm all sam ples

and �nite size e�ects: a direct illustration ofthe phe-

nom enon of\order by disorder".

W e have determ ined thelow (and high)energy levelsoftheJ1 � J2 Ham il-
tonian in each I.R.ofSU (2)and ofthespacegroup ofthetriangularlattice
for sm allperiodic sam ples with N = 12;16 and N = 28. The spectra are
displayed in Fig.3.2 and Fig.3.3. W e directly see in the upperparts of
these �guresthe setofQ DJS ("Anderson tower ofthe ground-state")well
separated from the set oflevels corresponding to the one m agnon excita-
tions. W e have veri�ed that this set has the sym m etry properties ofthe
above de�ned f4 ~E g subset. The action ofthe quantum 
uctuations could
then be read in the lower parts ofthe �gures. As expected,the quantum

uctuations lift the degeneracies which are present in the exactly solvable
m odeland stabilizetheeigenstateswith thelowerS values.Neverthelessthe
low lying energiespersitestillgroup around alineofslopeO [(J1+ J2)=N 2).
The num berand space sym m etries ofthese levels for each S and N value
are exactly those required by the above analysisofthe four-sublattice N�eel
order.

M oreover,itisalready visible on the N = 16 sam ple and quite clearon
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Figure3.3: Partialspectrum oftheN = 28 periodicsam ple.(Sam elegend
as for �g.3.2). Bottom : the tower ofstates ofthe 4-sublattice order f4 ~E g
lays under the dashed line. Above appear the �rst m agnons. Above the
dotted line are represented the �rst excited hom ogeneous states. In the
m agnon m ultiplicity (k 6= 0;kH ;kI or kG ),for S � 5,only the lowest 5
statesofeach I.R.have been com puted.
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Figure 3.4: Enlargem entofthe N = 16 and N = 28 Q DJS.A globalcon-
tribution �E 0(S)issubtracted from theexactspectrum .Thiscontribution
describesthe overalldynam icsofthe orderparam eterin this�nite sam ple,
�m easures the renorm alization ofthis dynam ics by quantum 
uctuations
(see refs.[11,35]). The bars represent eigenstates which belong both to
f2 ~E g and f4 ~E g.Thetrianglesindicatestateswhich belong to f4 ~E g butnot
to f2 ~E g.W ith increasing sizes,the subsetf2 ~E g isstabilized and separates
from the pure 4-sublattice order. ForN = 28 the two states off2 ~E g with
even S arequasidegenerate and cannotbedistinguished atthescaleofthe
�gure.

the N = 28 sam ple thata dichotom y appearsin thisfam ily (see Fig.3.4).
Thelowestlevelsofthistowerofstatesappearto be�1;�3 or�4 represen-
tationsdepending on the parity ofthe totalspin.They precisely build the
fam ily f2 ~E g ofisotropic projections ofthe collinear solutions (Eq. 3.16).
Thisstrongly suggeststhatthe4-sublatticeorderwilldisappearin thether-
m odynam iclim itand only thecollinearorderwillsubsist,aswaspredicted
in the spin-wave approach [42,43,44].

3.3 C oncluding rem arks

� The sym m etry and dynam icalanalysis of the low lying levels of a
Ham iltonian likely to exhibit ordered solutions gives rather straight-
forward answer to the kind oforder to be expected. The m ethod is
rapid,powerfuland unbiased. It does not require any a priorisym -
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m etry breaking choice: ifa speci�c order is selected,one should see
it directly on the exact spectra. M oreover,as it is essentially exact,
thereare no questionsrelative to theconvergence ofthe expansion as
in the spin-wave approach.O n the otherhand,asthe sizesam enable
tocom putation arelim ited,thereis,in theexactapproach,acut-o�of
the long wavelength 
uctuations. Resultsso obtained should thusbe
exam ined in thelightofa �nitesizescaling analysis.Thiswork never-
thelessshowsthatitisnotnecessary to invoke quantum 
uctuations
with very long wave-lengthsto selectthecollinearorder.

� Theselection of\orderby disorder"appearsin aparticularclearlight.
Increasing thesam ple size,increasesthe presenceoflong wave-length

uctuations.W eseeon thisexam plehow theselong wave-length 
uc-
tuationsrealizea di�erentialstabilization ofthef2 ~E g subset,favoring
collinear order and progressively wiping out 4-sublattice order. This
fully supportthe spin-wave calculations. Thisisalso a clearillustra-
tion ofthe previous com m ent on the \non drastic" character ofthis
phenom enon in this peculiar case. W ithout 
uctuations the system
has already som e order: the role ofthe quantum 
uctuations is just
to restore a higherdegree ofsym m etry to theground-state solution.

� G oing along thisroute one m ay alwaysspeculate ifin the therm ody-
nam ic lim it,quantum 
uctuations could not com pletely restore the
sym m etriesoftheHam iltonian.Spin-wavescalculations,so long they
areconsistentatsm allsizeswith exactdiagonalizationsand self-consistent
when going to the therm odynam ic lim it are credible. This com pari-
son is always usefuland relevant: in the J1 � J2 � J3 m odelon the
hexagonallattice [20,?],there are regions ofparam eter space where
�nite-sizeexactdiagonalizationsgiveN�eelLong RangeO rderwhereas
spin-waves in the therm odynam ic lim it indicate an absence of sub-
lattice m agnetization! W e have veri�ed in each ofthese cases that
at sm allsizes the sem i-classicalsolution in the spin-wave approach
was equally robustand was only destroyed by very long wave-length

uctuations.

� O n the other hand,in the situations where we claim an absence of
N�eelLong Range O rder and a m ore exotic phase (see next chapters
on ValenceBond Crystalsand Resonating ValenceBond Spin Liquids)
the Anderson tower ofstates isabsenteven on the sm allestsizes. In
such a case it is quite clear that the spin-wave approach should be
discarded forspin-1/2.
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C hapter 4

Valence B ond C rystals

4.1 Introduction

In our quest ofexotic quantum ground-states,we willnow describe som e
exam pleswherethe sem i-classicalN�eelorderisnotthe ground-state ofthe
problem and SU (2)sym m etry isnotbroken.

In this chapter we willconcentrate on solutions where there is long
range order in the dim er coverings: we callthese phases Valence
B ond C rystals (in the following noted VBC).

Such solutionsarewellknown in 1-dim ensionalproblem sasforexam ple
in the A.F.J1 � J2 m odel:

H = J1

X

< ij>

Si:Sj + J2

X

< < ij> >

Si:Sj (4.1)

where the �rst (resp. second) sum s run on �rst(resp. second) neighbors.
In 1-d,forJ2=J1 > 0:24,theground-stateisdim erized and thereisa gap to
the�rstexcitations:thisisthesim plestcase ofa VBC.

W hatisthesituation in 2-d?
In a classicalapproach,theground-stateofEq.(4.1)on a squarelattice

hasa softm ode at(�;�)forJ 2=J1 < 0:5. AtJ2=J1 = 0:5,the (�;�)order
isdegeneratewith 4-sublatticeorderand collinear(�;0)or(0;�)order.For
J2=J1 > 0:5,quantum 
uctuationsselectthe collinear(�;0)or(0;�)order
by the phenom enon of\orderby disorder" (see Fig.4.1).

In ournaive approach ofchapter 1,com paring the energies ofclassical
N�eelsolutionstodim ercoveringones,wewould concludethatdim ercovering
solutionsand VBC are m ore stable than any classicalN�eelorderin a large
range ofparam etersaround J2=J1 = 0:5 (Fig.4.1).

In fact\quantum 
uctuations" stabilizetheN�eelstatesand thewindow
foran exotic phase issm allerthan indicated in Fig.4.1.The nature ofthe
quantum phaseon the squarelattice atJ2=J1 = 0:5 isstilldebated [46,47,
48,49,50,51].A colum narVBC hasbeen identi�ed in the sam e m odelon
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Figure 4.1: Schem atization ofdi�erentvariationalsolutionsofthe J1 � J2

m odeldescribed in the introduction ofthischapter
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Figure4.2: Thecheckerboard lattice:thespinssitattheverticesshown by
bullets,allcouplingsareidentical,u1;u2 aretheunitvectorsoftheBravais
lattice.

the honeycom b lattice forJ2=J1 � 0:4 (see ref.[20]and refs. therein). For
a pedagogicalillustration we willm ove to a m ore clear-cut exam ple: the
Heisenberg m odelon thecheckerboard lattice[52,?](noted in thefollowing
HCK B).

4.2 T he H eisenberg m odel on the checker-board

lattice: an exam ple ofa Valence B ond C rystal

The checker-board lattice is m ade ofcorner sharing tetrahedrons,with all
bondsequal: thisa 2-dim ensionalslice ofa pyrochlore lattice. The under-
lying Bravaislattice isa squarelattice and therearetwo spinsperunitcell
(Fig.4.2).

4.2.1 C lassicalground-states

The Heisenberg Ham iltonian on such a lattice is highly degenerate in the
classicallim it. Due to the specialform ofthe lattice thisHam iltonian can
be rewritten as the sum ofthe square ofthe totalspin ofcorner sharing
units�:

H = J
X

(i;j)bonds

Si:Sj �
J

2

X

� units

S�
2 �

N J

4
: (4.2)

A classicalground-state is obtained whenever 8� S � = 0. Such ground-
stateshave a continuouslocaldegeneracy and an energy � (N J)=4.Thisis
m uch higherthan thedim ercovering energy,which is� (3N J)=8.Aswewill
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Figure 4.3:G ap between the absolute ground-state and the �rstS= 1 exci-
tation ofthe HCK B m odelversussam ple sizes.

see below,there is no m em ory ofthese classicalsolutions in the quantum
ground-statesand low lying excitationsofthism odel.

4.2.2 T he Q uantum H C K B m odel: Spin G ap

As we have seen in chapter 2,the �rst characteristic ofthe sem i-classical
N�eellike solution is the existence ofthe Anderson tower ofstates which
collapse to the ground-state asO (1=N )and the absence ofspin gap in the
therm odynam iclim it(see forexam ple Fig.2.5).

The �rstsalient feature ofthe Heisenberg m odelon the checker-board
latticeistheexistenceofa largespin gap,which showsno tendency ofgoing
to zero atthe therm odynam ic lim it(com pare Fig.4.3 with Fig.2.5). This
indicatesthatthe ground-state doesnotbreak the SU (2)sym m etry ofthe
Ham iltonian,and as a corollary we expect that the spin-spin correlations
decrease to zero at large distance (which seem s wellveri�ed,see Table IV
ofref.[?]).

4.2.3 D egeneracy of the ground-state and space sym m etry

breaking in the therm odynam ic lim it

Thelow lying levelsofthe spectra oftheHCK B m odelin the singletspace
are displayed in Fig.4.4.
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Figure4.4: G apstothe�rst(open up triangles)and second (black squares)
levelofthesingletsector.Forthestudied sam plesthesetwo\excited"singlet
levelsare in thesinglet-tripletgap (See Fig.4.3).

In this�gure,onereadsthatthe�rstexcited singletstatevery plausibly
collapsesto theabsoluteground-state,whereasa �nitegap to thethird S= 0
level(perhapssm aller than the spin gap) build on with sam ple size. This
pleads in favor ofa 2-fold degeneracy ofthe absolute ground-state in the
therm odynam iclim it.

The absolute ground-state is in the trivialrepresentation ofthe lattice
sym m etry group. Its wave function is invariant in any translation and in
any operation ofD 4: group ofthe �=2 rotations around point O (or any
equivalent point ofthe Bravais lattice) and axialsym m etries with respect
to axesu1 and u2 (see Fig.4.2).Theexcited state which collapseson itin
the therm odynam ic lim ithasa wave vector (�;�)(itswave function takes
a (-1) factor in one-step translations along u1 or u2),and it is odd under
�=2 rotationsand axialsym m etries.In thetherm odynam iclim itthe2-fold
degenerateground-statecan thusexhibita spontaneoussym m etry breaking
with a doubling ofthe unitcell.

Such a restricted sym m etry breaking doesnotallow a colum narorstag-
gered con�guration ofdim ers: both ofthese states have at least a 4-fold
degeneracy (Fig.4.5). The sim plestValence Bond Crystals thatallow the
above-m entioned sym m etry breaking are described by pure productwave-
functionsof4-spin S= 0 plaquettes.

Thisfam ily includeseightdi�erentcon�gurations:

� Thesingletplaquettesm ay siteitheron thesquareswith crossed links

49



Figure 4.5: Colum narand staggered con�guration ofdim ers(fatlinks)on
the checkerboard lattice:such sym m etry breaking con�gurationsare 4-fold
degenerate in thetherm odynam iclim it.

B configurationA configuration

S=0 S=0

S=0 S=0

S=0 S=0

S=0S=0
βα

α β

δ γ δ γ

Figure4.6: S= 04-spin plaquettevalence-bond crystalson thecheckerboard
lattice:fatlinksindicate 4 spinsinvolved in a singlet.

oron thevoid squares(A and B con�gurationsofFig.4.6),

� Thetranslation sym m etry breaking con�gurationsm ay bein two dif-
ferentlocationsnam ed A 1(2) (resp B 1(2)),

� An S= 0 state on a plaquette offourspinssitting on sites (�;�;
;�)
m ay be realized eitherby the sym m etric com bination ofpairsofsin-
glets:

j + > = j�! �> j
! �> + j�! �> j
! �> ; (4.3)

orby theanti-sym m etric one:

j � > = j�! �> j
! �> � j�! �> j
! �> : (4.4)

wherej�! 
> isthe singletstate on sites�and 
:

j�! 
> = (j�";
#> � j�#;
"> )=
p
2: (4.5)
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W ave-function Tu1 R �=2 �u1

A
+

1(2)
A
+

2(1)
A
+

1(2)
A
+

1(2)

A
�

1(2)
A
�

2(1)
(� 1)pA �

1(2)
(� 1)pA �

1(2)

B
+

1(2)
B
+

2(1)
B
+

2(1)
B
+

2(1)

B
�

1(2)
B
�

2(1)
(� 1)pB �

2(1)
(� 1)pB �

2(1)

X � = A
+
1 + �A

+
2 �X � X � X �

Y � = A
�
1 + �A

�
2 �Y � (� 1)pY � (� 1)pY �

Z � = B
+
1 + �B

+
2 �Z � �Z � �Z �

T� = B
�
1 + �B

�
2 �T � (� )p�T � (� )p�T �

Table 4.1: Transform ation rules ofthe product wave-functions in the ele-
m entary operationsofthesym m etry group (thespacegroup isde�ned with
respectto pointO and translationsu1;u2).Thewave-functionsoftheanti-
sym m etric plaquetteshave di�erentsym m etriesdepending on the parity p
ofthe num berofplaquettesin the sam ple.

W ecan thusde�neeightdi�erentproductwave-functionslabeled:jA �
1(2)

>

and jB �
1(2)

> .Thetransform ationsofthesestatesundertheelem entary op-
erations ofthe lattice sym m etry group are described in the �rstfourlines
ofTable 4.1. The sym m etric (resp.anti-sym m etric)linearcom binationsof
thesestateswhich areirreduciblerepresentationsofthisgroup arede�ned in
thefourlastlinesofthesam eTable.Com parison ofthesym m etriesofthese
states for di�erent sam ples with those ofthe two �rst levels ofthe exact
spectra indicates a Z + ;Z � sym m etry ofthe HCK B ground-state doublet.
In thetherm odynam iclim itthesym m etry breaking con�guration isthusof
the B type decorated by the sym m etric 4-spin plaquettes j + > described
in Eq.4.3.

A sim ple last rem ark could be done: the sym m etric-plaquette state
(Eq.4.3) can be rewritten as the product oftwo triplets along the diag-
onalsofthe square.Thiscon�guration ofspinsisnotenergetically optim al
on the squares with antiferrom agnetic crossed links (A con�guration) but
m ightaprioribefavored in B con�guration.Reversely the � -plaquettecan
berewritten astheproductoftwo singletsalongthediagonalsofthesquare,
and would eventually bepreferred in A con�guration.Thevariationalenergy
perspin ofthe productwave-function of + -plaquettes in B con�guration
isE var(B + )= � 0:5,whereasthevariationalenergy perspin oftheproduct
wave-function of � -plaquettes in A con�guration is E var(A � ) = � 0:375.
The exact energy per spin is E ex � � 0:514 � 0:006. This is a �rst proof
thatthe realsystem takes advantage ofsom e 
uctuationsaround the pure
productwave-function Z + to decrease itsenergy.
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Figure 4.7: Dim er-dim er correlations in the exact ground-state ofthe 36
sam ple(Eq.4.6).Thereferencebond isthebond (1;2).Positive (negative)
correlations are drawn as full(dashed) lines. The thickness ofthe lines is
a m easure ofthe strength ofthe correlation. The diagonallines show the
position ofthecrossed links.

Thestudy ofdim er-dim ercorrelations(Fig.4.7 and Table 4.2):

C4(1;2;i;j)= 4[< S1:S2 Si:Sj > � < S1:S2 > < Si:Sj > ] (4.6)

and 8-spin correlation functions [?]shows long range order in the 4-spin
plaquettes,butalso the dressing ofthe pureproductstate Z + by quantum

uctuations(see Table 4.2).

Are those sm allsize com putations relevant for the description of the
therm odynam ic lim it? The stronger answer is read in Fig.4.3 & Fig.4.4:
insofarasthedegeneracy oftheground-stateand thegapstothe�rsttriplet
state and the third singletstate rem ain �nite in the therm odynam ic lim it,
the Valence Bond Crystalpicture (with LRO in plaquettes)willsurvive to
quantum 
uctuations.The gapsresults(Fig.4.3 & Fig.4.4)show thatthe
studied sam ples (except the N = 16) have linear sizes ofthe order of,or
largerthan thespin-spin correlation length.W ethusthink thatthepresent
qualitative conclusionsarereliable.
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i;j ex.g.-s. Z w-f. i;j ex.g.-s. Z w-f.
31,32 .56 .63 7,13 .10 .25
7,8 .43 .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

Table 4.2: Dim er-dim ercorrelations C4(1;2;i;j) (Eq. 4.6)in the N = 36
ground-state.Thesites1;2;i;j are described in Fig.4.7,the i;j pointsare
enum erated in the�rstcolum ns.Thiscorrelation hasbeen m easured in the
exactground-statewavefunction (second colum ns)and in thevariationalZ
state (third colum ns). Allthe values ofthese correlations between sitesof
Fig.4.7 can beobtained from thistable by a m irrorsym m etry through the
bisectorofbond (1;2).
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4.2.4 Excitations: raw data and qualitative description of

the �rst excitations

Looking to Table 4.3 and Fig.4.8,it appears that the triplet excitations
are gapped (gap ofthe order of0.7) and very weakly dispersive. Singlet
excitations too are gapped (4th line ofTable 4.3 and Fig.4.9); they are
m uch m oredispersivethan thetripletexcitationsand lessenergetic (gap of
theorderof0.25).

N 24’ 28 32* 32’ 36
e0 -.522 -.520 -.517 -.514 -.520

E 1
S= 1

� E 1
S= 0

0.58 0.57 0.69 0.57 0.71
E 2
S= 0

� E 1
S= 0

0.08 0.09 0.03 0.01 0.05
E 3
S= 0

� E 2
S= 0

0.06 0.05 0.18 0.13 0.22
E 1
S= 1

� E 3
S= 0

0.44 0.42 0.47 0.43 0.44
n1 51 82 286 135 110

ln(n1)/N 0.16 0.16 0.18 0.15 0.13

Table4.3: Spectrum oftheHeisenberg m odelon thechecker-board lattice.

Energy perspin in theground-statee0 and energy gapsE
nS
S

� E
n0
S

S0
between

the n0
S
energy levelofthe S0 spin sector and the nS levelofthe S sector.

Second line: spin gap. Third line: gap between the absolute ground-state
and the �rstsinglet excitation . Fourth line: gap between the second and
third levelin the S = 0 sector. Fifth line: gap between the third level
in the S = 0 sector and the �rsttriplet excitation. Following lines: n1 is
the num berofsingletstates in the spin gap (including degeneracies). The
starred colum n correspondsto a sam ple which hasthe extra sym m etriesof
thepyrochlore lattice.

There isa very sim ple variationaldescription ofthe tripletexcitations:
letusconsiderthe4-spin plaquettesB oftheground-state.TheS= 0ground-
stateisform ed from thecoupling oftwo tripletsalong thediagonals.There
are fourS= 1 stateson such a plaquette.ThelowestS= 1 excitation sim ply
resultsfrom the S= 1 coupling ofthe two diagonaltriplets.Thegap to this
variationalexcitation is 1. The Bloch waves built on such excitations are
non dispersive.Up to a renorm alization ofthegap oftheorderof33% ,this
pictureappearsasa good qualitativedescription ofthetrueS= 1excitations
oftheHCK B m odel,which arem assive,quasilocalized excitationswith an
energy gap � 0:7.

The singlet excitations are m ore intricate. O n a B plaquette the �rst
S= 0 excitation correspondsto the antisym m etric coupling ofdim ersj � >

described in Eq.4.4.Itsenergy gap to the ground-state isequalto 2.This
�rstexcitation oftheB plaquettesism oreenergeticthan theobjectbuiltby
areorganization oftwosym m etric + stateson twoneighboringB positions.
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Figure 4.8: Dispersion relations in the triplet sector versus jkj=jk0jwith
k0 = (�;�).
The insetshowsthe correspondence between the colorsofthe sym bolsand
thewavevectorsin theBrillouin zone.O nlythetripletexcitationsaredrawn
in this�gure.
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Figure4.9:Dispersion relation ofthesingletexcitationsoftheN = 36 sam -
ple versus jkj=jk0jwith k0 = (�;�). The horizontaldashed line indicates
the spin-gap.The insetshowsthe correspondence between the colorsofthe
sym bolsand the wave vectors in the Brillouin zone. O nly the singletexci-
tations are drawn in this �gure. The �rst excited levelofthis �gure with
k0 = (�;�)(yellow up triangle)isnota trueexcitation.Thislevelisatthe
therm odynam iclim itdegeneratewith theground-stateand allowsthespace
sym m etry breaking ofthe4-spin plaquette order.
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M ore precisely the excitation which prom otes the two pairs ofspins(�;�)
and (�;
)into tripletstatesand then couplesthem in a singletstateshasa
gap 1 with respectto the ground-state. To �rstorderin 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 bit m ore
extended and com plex thatthis�rstapproxim ation.1

R em arks on the num ber of singlet excitations in the singlet-

triplet gap

Thespectra ofvery sm allsam plesoftheHCK B m odel[52]lead to con-
clusionson the num berofsinglets excitations thatshould be precised and
relativized. The above-m entioned authors,and m any com m entators after-
ward,argued thatthislargenum berofsingletsm ightberem iniscentofthe
exponentialdegeneracy in thesingletsectoroftheHeisenberg m odelon the
kagom e lattice. A precise analysis ofthe spectra ofsinglet excitations of
the HCK B m odelshows that this analogy is unjusti�ed for the following
reasons:

i)The sam ple setused to extractthisconclusion wasa m ixture oftrue
2-d checker-board sam ples,quasi1-dim ensionaltubeswith a crosssection of
4 spinsand 3-dim ensionalpyrochlore-likesam ples[?].Table4.3 sum m arizes
the resultsfor the restricted fam ily ofpure 2-dim ensionalHCK B sam ples.
W hereas the low density ofsinglet states ofthe Heisenberg m odelon the
kagom e lattice increases as 1:15N with the system size,a sim ilar analysis
for the HCK B m odelgives the value 0:14N . Changing the ratio of the
exponentialfrom a num berlarger than one to a num bersm aller than one
changes indeed com pletely the picture! In factthe best�tto describe the
num berofsingletin the spin-gap isobtained fora powerlaw �t: N 
 with

 = 3:96. Ifthese low excitations can be described as m odes one would
e�ectively expectsom e powerlaw.

ii)Lastdi�erencebetween the HCK B m odeland the Heisenberg m odel
on the kagom e lattice (HK ):in the HK m odelthe continuum ofsinglets is
adjacentto theground-statewhereas,in theHCK B m odel,thereisa clear-
cutgap in the singletsectorbetween the ground-state m ultiplicity and the
�rstsingletexcitations.

1
In view ofthestrong VBC correlationsoftheground-statedi�erentauthorsdeveloped

strong coupling perturbative studies ofthe excitations. The work by Brenig et al.[53]

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 lim it toward the isotropic point

ofthis high order perturbation expansion seem s to be rather wellbehaved but it fails

to restore the correct sym m etry breaking ofthe ground-state in the S= 0 sector. This

is perhaps not too surprising in view of the above rem arks on the �rst excitations in

the singlet sector. Berg and collaborators [?]have used a m ore sophisticated m ethod

(determ ination ofan e�ective ham iltonian by a realspace renorm alisation m ethod called

CO RE),with a di�erent departure point in the S = 0 sector,they found dom ain walls

between the two degenerate ground-statesasthe lowestexcitation in the S = 0 sector.
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Thissim ple analysisofthe singletand tripletexcitations ofthe HCK B
m odelsupportstheideathattheexcitationsaresim ple\opticalm odes"that
could be observed in Ram an,RPE,ESR or NM R spectra. This structure
iscertainly highly rem iniscentofthose ofdim erized orspin-Peierlschains,
gapped ladders.. A picture consistentwith the strong coupling description
ofthe ground-state.

4.2.5 Sum m ary of the generic features of a Valence B ond

C rystal

Iwould liketoarguethatthem ain featuresofValenceBond Crystals(what-
everthe dim ensionality ofspace wherethey are living)are probably:

� A spin gap,no SU (2) sym m etry breaking and short range spin-spin
correlations,

� Degeneracy in the therm odynam ic lim it ofthe S = 0 ground-state,
em bedding thespontaneousspace sym m etry breaking ofthe phase,

� Longrangeorderin dim er-dim erand/orlargerS = 0plaquettes,(that
can subsistup to �nitetem perature?)

� G apped excitations,in theS = 0 sectorsaswellasin otherS sectors,
that can be described as m odes,m ore or less dispersive. A strong
coupling analysisofthesem odesseem sa priorivalid buttheexam ples
worked out up to now,on this m odelor on the Shastry-Sutherland
m odel[55,56], show that the departure point of the perturbation
theory should begiven specialconsideration.

No experim entalevidenceexistsup tonow ofa pureValenceBond Crys-
talwith spontaneous sym m etry breaking. But a few 2-dim ensionalsys-
tem swith a ValenceBond ground-statehavebeen observed experim entally:
CaV 4O 9 [57,58,59,60,61,62,63,64,65,66,67,68,69]and SrCu2(BO 3)2 [70,
55,71,72,73,74,75,76,56,77,78].However,in both casestheground-state
isnon-degenerate because the Ham iltonian hasan integer spin in the unit
cell(4 spins1=2)and thedim erization doesnotbreak any latticesym m etry.
From thetheoreticalpointofview on m ay arguethatthedi�erencebetween
thetheoreticalVBC described in thischapterand thesecom poundsisakin
to the di�erence between the dim erized phase ofthe J1 � J2 m odelon the
chain and the spin Peierlscom pounds.Thisisa m inordi�erence and from
the experim entalpointofview the �rstexcitations ofallthese m odelscan
be qualitatively described as\opticalm odes". The detailed characteristics
ofthe two-quasi-particle continua could bea bitm oredi�erent.
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4.3 A sim ple m odelofV B C w ith a criticalpoint:

thehard corequantum dim erm odelofR okhsar

and K ivelson on the square lattice

Looking fora m odelwith a resonating valence bond ground-state,Rokhsar
and K ivelson introduced in 1988 a quantum hard core m odelon thesquare
lattice [79]. Theirm otivation wasthe description ofsystem swith strongly
coupled real-space Cooperpairs.Athalf�lling thesenext-neighborCooper
pairs can be seen as next-neighbor dim ers. Pauliprinciple and Coulom b
interaction im ply that these dim ers are hard core dim ers. Insofar as the
spin gap is large enough, it can be speculated that the m anifold of low
energy statesisspanned by thelinearly independentsetofnearestneighbor
dim ercoverings2. The dynam icsofthe low lying singletexcitations ofthis
m odelare described by the Ham iltonian H dim er:

H dim er =
X
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(4.7)
(In theiroriginalpapertheauthorsdiscussed thederivation ofthise�ective
Ham iltonian from a m ore realistic Hubbard m odel.)

The�rstterm ofEq.4.7 describesthespatial
ip oftwo paralleldim ers
from horizontalto verticalposition and vice-versa,itcould also beseen asa
cyclicperm utation ofthetwo dim ersaround a square:itisa kineticenergy
term which favors resonances between di�erent con�gurations of parallel
dim ers(J isalways> 0).Thesecond term isa potentialenergy term likely
toberepulsivein theoriginalelectron m odel.Theground-stateforin�nitely
large jV j

J
isa Valence Bond Crystal,eitherstaggered (forlarge V

J
> 0),or

colum nar(forlarge V
J
< 0).See Fig.18.

Topologicalstructure ofthe H ilbert space ofthe Q H C D m odel

on the square lattice

The eigenstates ofH dim er can be classi�ed according to their winding
num bers (
x;
y) across the 2-torus of the square sam ple with periodic
boundary conditions.Therearem any equivalentwaysto de�nethesewind-
ing num bers.Letusfollow RK .They draw the transition graph ofa dim er
con�guration C relative to a reference con�guration C0 (which m ay be the
colum narcon�guration)asthe superposition ofthe dim ercoverings ofthe
two con�gurationsC and C0.Thedim ersin C aredirected from onesublat-
ticetotheotherand reverselyforthedim ersofC0.Thetransition graph thus
appearsas a graph oforiented loops. The winding num ber
x (resp. 
y)
m easuresthenetnum berofloops(clockwisem inuscounter-clockwise)encir-
cling thetorusin thex (resp y direction).TheHam iltonian doesnotcouple

2Ithasbeen shown thatsuch setform a fam ily ofnon-orthogonalbutlinearly indepen-

dentstates[80,81].
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 on the square lattice ’88
 Rokhsar−Kivelson hard core quantum dimer model 

H  =  −  t + ...      + V + + 

 V / t

 VBC  VBC

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

 R. K. Critical Point

1~−0.2 ?

subspaceswith di�erentwinding num bers.Thesepairsofwinding num bers
de�ne N s disconnected topologicalsubspaces (where N s is the num ber of
lattice sites).

For V � J � 0,H dim er is positive sem i-de�nite, the ground-state is
uniqueand nodeless(Frobeniustheorem ).M oreover0 isa lowerbond ofits
energy.

Dem ons: A lower bond for the ground-state energy is given by a m in-
im ization ofthe Ham iltonian on each plaquette individually. Ifthe given
plaquette hasno paralleldim er(non 
ippableplaquette),itsenergy iszero
and ifit has paralleldim ers it has a potentialenergy V and at best a ki-
netic energy of� J. W e can thus write a lower bond energy ofthe global
system ,which isproportionalto thenum berof
ippableplaquettesnflip,as
m in[0;(V � J)nflip].

P hase D iagram ofthe R K m odel

Thestaggered con�guration isa zero-energy eigenstate ofH dim er.
Atthe point V

J
= 1 the m odelisexactly solvable.

� Thefourstaggered con�gurationsarezero-energyeigenstatesofHdim er.
Asthey saturate the low energy bond,they are the ground-statesfor
V � J � 0.Theycan beclassi�ed in twodi�erenttopologicalclassesin
which they aretheonly representatives.They havea zero energy and
any con�guration ofother topologicalsubspaceshas a larger strictly
positive energy (atleastoforderO (L)in thelim it V

J
! 1 ).

� At the pointV
J
= 1 the m odelis exactly solvable. There is in each

topologicalsubspace a ground-state with zero energy. Itisthe equal
am plitude superposition of allthe con�gurations of that sector. i)
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Sim ple com putation showsthatthese statesare zero-energy statesof
H dim er.ii)Sinceallo�-diagonalelem entsarenon-positivetheground-
state isunique and nodeless(Frobeniusproperty,M arshalltheorem ).
Theequalam plitudestatesarethustheuniqueground-statesin their
respectivetopologicalsectors.W ewillcallthesestatestheRK states.
This is the �rst exam ple in these lectures of a Resonating Valence
Bond wave-function.

� It has been shown by K ohm oto and Shapir [82],that the spin-spin
correlationsin thisstate decrease exponentially.

� An im portant property: any dim er correlation functions in the RK
state can be com puted from an exactm apping to the classicalstatis-
ticalproblem ofdim er coverings �rst solved by M .E.Fisher and J.
Stephenson [83]. From this work one can conclude that the dim er-
dim ercorrelation functionsat V

J
= 1,decreasesalgebraically with dis-

tance (asr� 2). Thisproperty im pliesthatthe �rstexcitationsabove
the ground-statesaregapless.

� O n the basis ofthe continuity in the energy between the staggered
phaseand theRK states,onem ay speculatethattheRK pointisthe
quantum criticalend ofthestaggered VBC phase.Buttheexcitations
ofthestaggered VBC arenon localand haveenergy oforderO (N + 0:5)
in the V

J
! 1 lim it. To sustain the above pointofview one should

explain how the kinetic term can dressthese excitationsso thatthey
becom e gaplesswhen V

J
! 1.In factthem ore probablehypothesisis

a �rstorderphasetransition between theRK phaseand thestaggered
one. Such a question could perhaps be answered with M onte Carlo
sim ulations.

� Theground-statewave-function atthisRK pointhasaproperty which
isconsidered asconstitutive ofa RVB spin liquid:thatisresonances
between alldim ercoverings.Itm ustbeunderlined herethatthisres-
onance phenom enon attheRK pointdoesnotbring any stabilization
ofthe equalam plitude superposition ground-state when com pared to
the neighboring staggered VBC phase.

� RK then arguethatforV
J
< 1,thereis,separated bya�rstorderphase

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 variationaland rather week.
The �rst calculation by Sachdev on a 36 lattice [84],gives evidence

3
i.e. a phase where the resonances between di�erent dim er coverings are essentialto

itsstabilization and are so im portantthatthere isa gap to the �rstexcitationsand any

correlation functions: either spin-spin,dim er-dim er or higher order plaquette-plaquette

correlation functionsdecrease exponentially with distance.
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for a VBC colum nar state for V
J
< 0:5 and not a clear conclusion

nearer from the RK point. Extending the calculations to 64 sites,
and using various estim ators, Leung and co-workers [85]estim ated
that long range colum nar orderprobably exists up to the RK point,
with the restriction that up to V

J
� � 0:2 the order is very plausibly

purely colum nar,whereasin the range � 0:2 < V
J
< 1 the ordercould

reduceto a 4-spin S= 0 plaquetteorder4.Itseem sneverthelesswidely
adm itted [86,87]that this m odelhas crystalline order everywhere
exceptattheRK criticalpoint.

In view ofthese results for the Q HCD m odelon the square lattice,of
m ost studies on the J1 � J2 SU (2) m odel,and ofthe SU (N ) studies on
the sam e lattice [88,89], one m ay be tem pted to conclude that VBC is
theparadigm ofthequantum ground-stateon squareand possibly bipartite
lattices.Thism ightbean escapableassum ption [51,20],butthefactisthat
the triangularbased lattices(see nextchapters)seem m uch m ore favorable
to Resonating Valence Bond Spin Liquids.

4
Thisconclusion isnotconsistentwith thedegeneracy theauthorsclaim fortheground-

state. The nature of the phase for V

J
< 1 rem ains an interesting and open question:

interesting but technically di�cult. The sam e kind ofdi�culty is present in the study

ofthe J1 � J2 m odelon the square lattice for J2=J1 � 0:5. At this point ofm axim um

frustration,N�eelorderisdestroyed buttheexactnatureofthephaseisuncertain:colum -

nar order [46,48],4-spin plaquette order [47,50]or RVB spin liquid [51]? In view of

exact spectra for sizes up to N= 36,it seem s that the 4-spin S= 0 plaquette order is the

less plausible (because the k = (�;�) states necessary for the 2-fold sym m etry breaking

ofthis state is very high in the spectrum ). W e expect a 4-fold sym m etry breaking in

the colum nar state as wellas in the RVB state ([81]and refs. therein). The gaps from

the ground-state to the plausible candidatesforthese 4-fold sym m etry breakingsare still

very large in the N= 36 sam ple. W e are thus lead to conclude that the N= 36 sam ple is

too sm allto give inform ative issue on the dilem m a: colum nar state or RVB state. This

strongly weakensthe variationalargum entofref.[51].
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C hapter 5

R esonating Valence B ond

Spin Liquid (Type I)

TheResonating ValenceBond Spin Liquid isa quantum conceptintroduced
in 1973 by P.W .Anderson [18],following thelineofthoughtofLinusPaul-
ing for m olecules. W hen the sem i-classical N�eel states or sim ple dim er
covering solutions are very far to satisfy each individualbond,Anderson
speculated thatthe m acroscopic system could take advantage ofthe quan-
tum resonancesbetween theexponentialnum berofdim ercoveringsto lower
its ground-state energy. Such states have no long range order whence the
nam eofSpin Liquid,quantum resonancesbetween theexponentialnum ber
ofequivalentdim ercoveringsareessential:itisa Resonating Valence Bond
Spin Liquid (abbreviated asRVB Spin Liquid orRVBSL in the following).

5.1 Introduction: short range versus long range

R esonating Valence B ond wave-functions

Resonating Valence Bond wave-functions encom pass a large class ofwave-
functionsbeyond theequalam plitudesuperposition ofnextneighbordim er
coveringsthatwe encounterattheRK pointin thelastchapter.

It is easy to verify that the whole set ofdim er coverings (without any
restriction on thelength ofthedim ers)isan overcom pletebasisoftheS = 0
subspaceofthespin system (com parethenum bersofthesecoveringsto the
size oftheS = 0 subspacefora N site lattice) 1.

Letussupposethatwehavedesigned a fam ily E oflinearly independent
dim ercoveringsCi,a generalRVB wave-function willbewritten as:

jRV B > =
X

Ci2E

A(Ci)jCi> (5.1)

1
Forlargeenough sizesthenextneighborcoveringsform a linearly independentfam ily.
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wherejCi> areproductsofdim erwave-functions(with asign conventionally
�xed,respecting the lattice topology).

In variationalcalculations,onegenerally userestricted form sofEq.5.1,
where the am plitude A(Ci) of a given con�guration Ci is written as the
productofam plitudesh(k;l)foreach dim er(k;l)presentin Ci.

Two situationshave been studied:
i)either long range RVB wave functionswhere the function h(k;l) de-

pends algebraically on the distance rkl between sites k and l(at least for
large distances):

h(k;l)=
C st

r�
kl

(5.2)

Liang,Dou�cotetAnderson [90]have shown thatsuch wave functionshave
N�eellong rangeorderin theHeisenberg m odelon thesquarelatticeif�< 5
and no N�eellong range order for �> 5 2. Capriottiand co-workers [51]
haveused a p-wave BCS wave-function fortheJ1 � J2 m odelon thesquare
lattice,which hasno long range orderin dim ers.

i) or the short range Valence Bond w.-f. where the am plitudes h(k;l)
arenotnecessarily strictly restricted to nextneighborsbutdecreaseatleast
exponentially with distance (m ost ofthe following is concerned with that
kind ofwave functions). By construction such functions cannot describe
N�eellong range order,as N�eelorder has long range correlations between
spinson thesam esublattices.Aswehaveseen in thepreviouschapter,this
fam ily encom passesthe quantum criticalbehavior ofthe Q HCD m odelon
the square lattice. W e can equally describe in thisbasisthe Valence Bond
Crystals,which arecharacterized by dom inantam plitudesassociated to the
sim ple sym m etry breaking con�gurations. M any propertiesofthese wave-
functionshavebeen studied theoretically ([91,92,93,80,81]and references
therein),we willsee som e ofthem in the following.

In this chapter we will�rst describe with som e length the properties
ofthe Q HCD m odelon the triangular lattice,to com pare to the solution
ofthe sam e m odelon the square lattice. W e willthen m ove to the M ulti-
Spin Exchange Ham iltonian on the sam e lattice,which is the �rst SU (2)
m odelexhibiting a \true" resonating Valence Bond Spin Liquid. A special
attention willbe given to the topologicaldegeneracy ofthe ground-state,
and to the existence ofdecon�ned spin-1/2 \spinons" excitations,which is
them ostim portantexperim entalsignatureofa RVB Spin Liquid state.W e
willclose the chapter by a sm allbibliography on gauge theory approaches
thathave been dealing with the sam e physicalproblem .

2They equally show thatthe di�erence in energy ofthose di�erentwave-functionsare

extrem ely tiny
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5.2 T he Q uantum H ard C ore D im er m odelon the

triangular lattice

The Q HCD m odelon the triangular lattice hasbeen studied by M oessner
and Sondhiin 2001 [87],when they realized that the dim er-dim er corre-
lation function on this lattice was not algebraically decreasing as on the
squarelattice butexponentially decreasing with distance.Them odelon the
triangularlattice com prisesthesam eingredientsason thesquarelattice:a
potentialenergy term between parallelpairsofdim ersand a kinetic energy
term which doesacyclicperm utation ofparalleldim erson 4-spin plaquettes
(involving two triangularunits).

H dim er =
X
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The sum over plaquettes runson the three kindsofplaquettes with orien-
tationsat60 degreesfrom each other.

J can beassum ed to bepositive3:itenforcesresonancee�ects,V can be
positive(repulsion between dim ers)orattractive.Theconditionsofvalidity
are the sam e as those ofthe m odelon the square lattice: it is supposed
that the spin gap is large enough so that the �rst excitations are in the
singlet sector. Insofar as the spin gap is large,the spin-spin correlations
are shortrange which is consistent with the restriction to the subspace of
nearest-neighborValence Bonds.

The properties ofthe lattice a�ect the properties ofthe Q HCD m odel
on two centralpoints:

� In the triangular case due to the higher entanglem ent ofthe lattice
with the two-dim erterm s,there isonly 4 di�erenttopologicalsectors
classi�ed accordingtotheparity ofthewindingnum bers:(even,even),
(even,odd),(odd,even),(odd,odd).(Thedim er-
ip term can change
the winding num bers,nottheirparities).

� Attem peraturem uch largerthan J and V ,thesquarelatticeproblem
hasalgebraically decreasing dim er-dim ercorrelations,whereason the
triangularlattice these correlationsdecrease exponentially [87].

As in the square lattice case,at the pointJ = V the m odelis exactly
solvable.Theground-statesheretoo aretheequalam plitudesuperpositions
ofalldim ercoveringsin each topologicalsector.

Dem ons: A lower bond for the ground-state energy is given by a m in-
im ization ofthe Ham iltonian on each plaquette individually. Ifthe given
plaquette hasno paralleldim er(non 
ippableplaquette),itsenergy iszero

3
Thiswasnotobviousa prioriand isim portantin the following asitinsuresthatthe

Ham iltonian ispositive sem i-de�nite forV � J � 0
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and ifit has paralleldim ers its potentialenergy is V and its kinetic en-
ergy is� � J.W e can thuswrite a lowerbond forthe energy ofthe global
system ,which is proportionalto the num ber of
ippable plaquettes nflip,
as m in[0;(V � J)nflip]. At V = J the equalam plitude wave-functions in
each topologicalsub-sectorsaturate thislowerbond.AsH dim er ispositive
sem i-de�niteatthispoint,theequalam plitudewave-functionsarethusthe
uniqueground-statesoftheproblem .

Contrary to the case ofthe square lattice,the degeneracy ofthisRVB
subspace isonly 4 on the triangularlattice (whereasitisoforderN in the
square lattice case). As in the square lattice case,these RVB states are
degenerate with the6 staggered con�gurations,which areground-statesfor
any V=J � 1 (see Fig.5.1).

Thesum overallcon�gurationsoftheequalam plitudewave-functionsis
equivalenttotheclassicaldim erproblem (up tothequestion ofthestaggered
phase which has a negligible statisticalweight in the problem ): thus the
dim er-dim ercorrelations decrease exponentially with distance atthe point
J = V .It’sthedescription ofa trueRVB Spin Liquid phasewith exponen-
tially decreasing spin-spin and dim er-dim ercorrelations (we thus expecta
gap in the singlet sector),and translationalinvariance ofthe ground-state
(allfourtopologicalground-states,with equalam plitudewave-functionsare
in the sam ek = (0;0)sectorofthe im pulsion [81]).

M onte-Carlo sim ulations[87]haveshown thatthisphaseextentsatleast
in the range 2=3 < V=J � 1. Itterm inates atV=J = 1,with a �rstorder
transition to the staggered phase (seen in the M onte Carlo sim ulations as
hysteretic behaviors). The dim er-dim er correlation function is very short
range in allthe above-m entioned range ofparam eter,and very weakly de-
pendenton tem perature,which issuggestive ofa gap in the spectrum .

W e willnot com m ent on the rest of the phase diagram , as it is not
relevant to our m ain point here. It is described in Fig.5.1. (For m ore
details,see theoriginalpaper[87]).

Spinons: Asnoted above the RVB phase hasa gap to collective exci-
tations,which isequally trueofVBC.Them ajordi�erenceinsofarbetween
VBC and RVB Spin Liquidsisthe existence in thisnew quantum phase of
decon�ned spin-1/2excitations:thespinons.Ifyou break aValenceBond in
aVBC phaseand try toseparatethetwosinglespinsfrom each othertheen-
ergy ofthesystem increasesasthelength ofthestring ofm isaligned dim ers
which appearsbetween the two single spins(take as an exam ple the stag-
gered orthecolum narphaseoftheQ HCD).Thiscreatesan elasticrestoring
force which bindsthe two spin-1/2 together:in such a Valence Bond Crys-
talsexcitationshavealwaysan integerspin (�S = 0 or1).W esuspectthat
in the RVB Spin Liquid state,where the correlations between localoper-
ators are short range and any disordered con�guration as probable as an
other,therestoringforcebetween two singlespinsbeyond a certain distance
willbenegligibleand thespin-1/2 (\spinons")willbedecon�ned.A sim ple
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Figure 5.1:Thephase diagram ofthe Q uantum Hard Core Dim erproblem
on the triangularlattice

veri�cation can bedoneon theequalam plitudestatesoftheQ uantum Hard
CoreDim erm odelwhateverthelattice:spinonsdo notinteractbeyond one
lattice step. O ne expects this property to extend in allthe RVBSL phase
at T= 0. At high tem perature the classicalsquare lattice is known to be
logarithm ically con�ning [83]. M oessnerand Sondhihave checked thatthe
triangularlattice isnotcon�ning.

Theexistenceofdecon�ned spin-1/2excitations,and thusofacontinuum
ofexcitationsjustabove the gap isthe m ain experim entalsignature ofthe
2-dim ensionalValence Bond Spin Liquid.Itwasrecently claim ed thatthis
continuum ofexcitationshasbeen observed in Cs2CuCl4 which issupposed
to bea two dim ensionalm agnet[94].

Two m ore com plex evidencesofRVB Spin Liquidsphaseshad been ob-
tained before the discovery ofthis sim ple toy m odel: the �rst in 1992 in
a large N ,Sp(N ) analysis ofSachdev [95],the second in a m ore realistic
SU (2)spin m odelby M isguich and coworkers [96,97]. Thislastwork will
betheobjectofthe nextsection.

5.3 T he M SE m odelor R ing Exchange m odelon

the triangular lattice

The m ultiple-spin exchange m odel(called M SE in the following) was �rst
introduced by Thouless [98]to describe the nuclear m agnetism of three-
dim ensionalsolid He3 [99]and by Herring [100]forthe W igner crystal. It
isan e�ective Ham iltonian which governs the spin degreesoffreedom in a
crystalofferm ions. The Ham iltonian is a sum ofperm utations which ex-
change the spin variablesalong ringsofneighboring sites.Itisnow largely
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believed that M SE interactions on the triangular lattice also describe the
m agnetism ofsolid He3 m ono-layersadsorbed on graphite[101,96,102]and
that it could be a good description ofthe two dim ensionalW igner crys-
talofelectrons [103]. In He3,exchange term s including up to 6 spins are
present[101]. Recent discussionsequally concern the strength and im por-
tance ofthe4-spin exchange term in La2CuO 4 [104,?,?,32].

Here we willonly focus on 2-and 4-spin interactions which constitute
them inim alM SE m odelwherea short-rangeRVB ground-stateispredicted
from exactdiagonalizations [97]. The Ham iltonian,which isalso called by
som e authorstheRing Exchange m odel,reads:

H = J2

X

t t

Pij + J4

X

� �
t t

t t

(Pijkl+ Plkji) (5.4)

The �rstsum runsoverallpairsofnearestneighborson the triangular
latticeand Pij exchangesthespinsbetween thetwositesiand j.Thesecond
sum runs over allthe 4-sites plaquettes and Pijkl is a cyclic perm utation
around the plaquette. The 2-spin exchange isequivalentto the Heisenberg
interaction sincePij = 2~Si�~Sj+ 1=2,butthefour-spin term containsterm s
involving 2 and 4 spinsand m akesthe m odela highly frustrated one.

Thegeneralphasediagram ofthism odelisgiven in Fig.5.2.
W e willnow focuson thephasedescribed as\Spin Liquid I" in Fig.5.2

and m orepreciselyon thepointJ2 < 0and J2=J4 ’ � 2which hasbeen stud-
ied extensively by m eansofexactdiagonalizations up to N = 36 sites[97]
(thisisa good qualitative description ofthelow-density solid He3 �lm s).

Finite size e�ects on the spin gap and energy perspin are displayed in
Fig.5.3.

Thesedata pointto a spin-gapped phasewith a shortcorrelation length
(oftheorderofa few lattice steps)and a spin gap oforder1.

Threepropertiesshould beem phasized:

� No sign ofa VBC could befound.Allcorrelationsfunctionsspin-spin,
dim er-dim er,4-and 6-spin plaquette-plaquette seem shortrange [97,
108]and consequently allsusceptibilities associated to localobserv-
ablesarezeroin theground-stateoftheM SE spin liquid (seeref.[81]).

� The ground-state displays at the therm odynam ic lim it a degeneracy
thathasbeen shown to bepurely oftopologicalorigin [81].

� Thesystem probably supportsuncon�ned spinons4.

4
O n the basis oftoo sm allsam ples we had concluded in our1999 paperthatspinons

were probably con�ned (which wasa bitunpleasantand contradictory with theexistence

ofa topological degeneracy and the absence of any order in a localorder param eter.)

Extending the calculationsto largersizesup to N = 33,we have now resultsthatclearly

pointto decon�ned spinonsforlarge enough distances.
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Figure 5.3: Finite size e�ects on the spin gap (top graph)and energy per
spin (bottom graph) in the Ring Exchange m odel(Eq.5.4) for J2 = � 2,
J4 = 1.Ref.[97]and unpublished results.Sam pleswith an odd num berof
sites are indicated by crosses. The fullsquares are for even sam ples with
the fullsym m etry ofthe in�nite lattice and open squaresforeven sam ples
with lowerspatialsym m etries.Study oftheenergy persite(bottom �gure)
is specially interesting. Shape e�ects are stillim portant for sizes as large
as32 butisappearsclearly thatthe energy ofthe m ostfrustrated sam ples
(odd num berofsites:crosses)isconverging to thesam elim itastheenergy
oftheunfrustrated ones.Thisisa good indication thatthelargersizesthat
we have considered should allow signi�cantqualitative conclusions.
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5.3.1 Topologicaldegeneracy:

This subject is fully developed in ref.[81]and illustrated in Fig.5.4. In
this �gure the �rst graph (top left) shows the low lying singlet states for
the N= 36 sam ple. O n this graph one sees that these singlet levels appear
asm ultiplets(the black sym bolisone tim e degenerate and the red sym bol
hasa 3-fold degeneracy). W ith the system size the "red" levelscollapse to
the black ones exponentially fast,with a characteristic length which is of
the orderof0:6 lattice step (�nite size scaling in the bottom right�gure):
thisisthedegeneracy,thatwe argue to beoftopologicalorigin.

In shortthe topologicaldegeneracy can be understood using two argu-
m ents:i)thewave-functionsdescribingtheM SE spin liquid can beclassi�ed
as short range RVB wave functions (allthe correlations functions in local
observablesare shortrange),ii)the Ham iltonian isa localoperatorinsen-
sitive to a globalproperty as the parity ofthe winding num ber. In other
wordsforlargeenough sizes,itispossibleto locally optim izetheenergy and
the result does not depend on the topologicalsector where it is done. As
thereis4 topologicalsectorsfora triangularlattice on a two torus,wehave
therethe origin ofthe 4-fold degeneracy.

O n lattices with an odd num berofrowsitispossible to transform one
topologicalsectorin anotherby a 2�twistoftheboundary conditionsalong
the even direction (Fig 5.4 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.[81]). In such an operation the global
spectrum oftheHam iltonian isunchanged buteigen-statesarenotm apped
on them selves: the m om entum ofthe states istranslated by (�;0) in such
an operation.O shikawa [109]concluded thatsuch system sshould exhibita
doubling ofthe Brillouin zone and the spontaneous sym m etry breaking of
a Valence Bond Crystal.Thisisan incorrectspeculation aswe willexplain
in section 5.5.A sim plecounter-exam ple isgiven by theHCQ D m odel:the
ground-state in the di�erenttopologicalsubspacesfor(even,even)sam ples
areallin thek = (0;0)sectorofthem om entum .Thereisthusan alternation
ofthe quantum num bersofthe degenerate ground-state m ultiplicity when
going from (even,even) to (even,odd) sam ples whatever the system size:
thisindeed isinconsistentwith a VBC spontaneoussym m etry breaking in
thetherm odynam iclim it.In thesam eline,in theM SE m odel,theevolution
with thesystem sizeofthequantum num bersassociated to thepointgroup
equally shows that this topologicaldegeneracy is by no way associated to
som e sym m etry breaking ofthelattice [81].

A last com m ent relative to the possibility ofusing this degeneracy to
producequantum bits protected from decoherence e�ects[110,111].
At�rstsightthe idea isattractive: due to the absence oflong range order
in any localvariable the localsusceptibilitiesvanish in the therm odynam ic
lim it(see ref.[81])and one expectssuch quantum bitsto be insensitive to
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exp(� L=�),�= 0:6.

Figure 5.4: Topologicaldegeneracy in the Ring Exchange m odel(Eq.5.4)
forJ2 = � 2,J4 = 1.Ref.[97]and unpublished results.The�gureatthetop
leftshowsthelow lyinglevelsin thesingletand tripletsectorsforthesam ple
ofsizeN = 36.Noticethatthesingletgap isalready m uch sm allerthan the
tripletgap.The�gureatthe bottom leftgivesthe �nitesize scaling ofthe
spin gap. The �gure atthe bottom rightshowshow the gap in the singlet
sectorisclosing asa function ofthesize.Itisexponentially decreasing with
the linearsize ofthe lattice,and the correlation length isabout0.6 lattice
step. Such a law correctly describes the �nite size scaling ofthe spin gap
ofunfrustrated sam ples (bottom left graph),with an estim ate ofthe spin
gap � 0:8� 0:1.The�gurein thetop rightshowsthee�ectofan adiabatic
twist ofthe boundary conditions in exchanging the two quasi-degenerate
topologicallevels.
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Figure 5.5: Spinonsbinding energy in the Ring Exchange m odel(Eq.5.4)
for J2 = � 2,J4 = 1. O ne sam ple only hasbeen used for the sizes 28,29,
30;thisprecludesan estim ation ofthe uncertainty due to the sam ple form
forinterm ediate results.Notwithstanding this,thedisplayed resultsdo not
in�rm the conclusion ofa zero energy binding forlarge enough sizes. The
red curve isan im perfectand arbitrary polynom ial�tto indicate a general
tendency (unpublished results,work in progress).

any localcauseofdecoherence.Butthecharm ofthisproperty isto bepaid
by highly non trivial,ifnotim possible,writing and reading ofthe state of
thequantum bit(which would im ply m anipulation ofgauge �elds..).

5.3.2 U ncon�ned spinons?

Toestim atethecon�nem entenergyoftwoseparated singlespins(seeFig.5.5),
we usethefollowing argum ents:

i)A sam pleof2N spinshasa ground-state energy which isessentially:

E (2N ;S = 0)= 2N e1 + O (
1

p
N
); (5.5)

the correction term to the N ! 1 lim itisatm ostO ( 1p
N
)ifthere islong

range orderin spin-spin correlations and ism ore plausibly O (exp(� L=�)p
N

)in

thepresentcase.
ii) A sam ple withe 2N + 1 sites can accom m odate N valence bonds+

one single spin,we can writeitsground-state energy as:

E (2N + 1;S = 1=2)= (2N + 1)e1 + � spinon + O (
1

p
N
� � � ) (5.6)

where� spinon m easuresthe energy gap forthe creation ofone spinon.
iii) Ifwe now look to the �rst �S = 1 excitation ofan even sam ple,

we expect(in the hypothesiswhere spinonsare the �rstexcitations ofthis
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system )that:

E (2N ;1stexc:lev:)= 2N e1 + 2� spinon + E binding + O (
1

p
N
� � � ) (5.7)

whereE binding isthebindingenergy oftwo spinons.IfE binding isnegativein
thetherm odynam iclim itthen thespinonswillbecon�ned,the�rstexcita-
tionswillbeintegerspin excitationsasexpected in a Valence Bond Cristal.
IfE binding ! 0 with � spinon ! � 0 6= 0 with increasing size,we then ex-
pectthespinonsto beuncon�ned and the�rstexcitationsofthem odelare
fractionalized [112,113,114,115,116,117,118]

Using thesethreeequations(Eqs.5.5,5.6,5.7)forconsecutive sizesone
obtainsan estim ate ofthebinding energy foreach sam plesize.Theresults
are shown in Fig.5.5. They give a positive indication in favor ofunbound
spinonsin the M SE m odel.

5.4 RV B Spin Liquids in other spin m odels

W esuspectthatRVB Spin Liquidscould beobserved in otherspin m odels.
Asalready discussed in thepreviouschapter,thecase oftheJ1 � J2 m odel
on the square lattice isstilldebated,the correlation length being probably
larger than the largest sizes actually available. The J1 � J2 m odelon the
hexagonallatticem ayhavespin liquid phasesforJ2=J1 � 0:3and around the
pointwith ferrom agneticJ2 and J2=J1 = � 0:25 [20].Heretoo,and contrary
to theM SE m odeltherangeofparam eterswherea spin liquid phasem ight
appearisrelatively sm all,thelocalS= 0 objectsprobably extend overa few
lattice cells,and asa consequence the gapsare rathersm alland the shape
e�ectsa bitchaotic fortheavailable sizes.

An explanation ofthe robustnessofthe short-range RVB phase in the
M SE m odelcan beguessed from theanalogy between m ultiple-spin interac-
tionsand Q HCD m odels.From theanalysisofQ HCD m odelsweunderstand
thatRVB phasesarepossiblewhen VBC areenergetically unstable.Colum -
narVBC arestabilized bystrongparalleldim erattraction and staggered [87]
VBC appearwhen therepulsion between theseparalleldim ersisstrong.In
between,an RVB phasecan arise 5.From thispointofview,increasing the
roleofthekineticterm ofthem odelisessential:itisexactly theroleofthe
four-spin ring exchange term ofthe M SE m odel(Eq.5.4)[108].

Therole ofthe triangularlattice (orofa preferred triangularsublattice
asin thecaseoftheJ1� J2 m odelon thehexagonallattice)should probably
alsobeem phasized:J.C.Dom enge’sprelim inary work on theM SE m odelon
thesquarelatticepointsto a sm allerextentoftheSpin Liquid phases[32].

5
In Ref.[113]an RVB state isselected by introducing defectsin thelattice in orderto

destabilize the com peting VBC states.
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Figure 5.6:2-toruswith one cut�.

5.5 Short range RV B :topologicaldegeneracy and

absence ofsym m etry breaking

In this section we develop two im portant properties oftype Ishort range
RVB Spin Liquids,in a m ore generalpoint ofview than in the preceding
sectionsand independently ofa speci�cHam iltonian,with the only restric-
tion that it is a short range operator and that the ground-state and �rst
excited levels can be described with resonantValence Bond superpositions
ofshortrangedim ers(notexclusively �rstneighbors).

(Forsim plicity thissection includessom epartsofthepaperby M isguich
etal.[81]butsom edem onstrationsand exam ples,which should notalterthe
generalunderstanding are om itted and in som e casesthe readerisreferred
to the originalwork to com plete thepicture.)

5.5.1 Topologicaldegeneracy ofthe ground-state m ultiplic-

ity ofa type I RV B w ith halfinteger spin in the unit

cell

D e�nition ofthe topologicalsectors

Letusdraw a cut� encircling thetoruscreated by periodicboundary con-
ditions(see Fig.5.6). Thishyper-surface ofdim ension d� 1 cutsbondsof
the lattice butthere is no site sitting on it. The position ofthe cutis ar-
bitrary.Thefam ily ofnearest-neighbordim ercoveringscan bedecom posed
into two subspacesE�

�
depending on theparity � � ofthenum berofdim ers

crossing the cut� 6.By considering a setofd cuts� i= 1;:::;d encircling the
torusin allpossibledirectionsone obtains2d fam iliesofdim ercovering.

Any m ovem ent of dim ers can be represented as a set of closed loops
around which dim ersare shifted in a cyclic way. A localoperatorwillonly
generatecontractibleloopswhich willcrosseach cutaeven num beroftim es.
Thenum berofdim erscrossing thecutcan thereforeonly bechanged by an
even integerand the parities� � i

are unchanged.
6
Thede�nition ofRokhsarand K ivelson [79]thatwe used before isequivalentto this

one butlesspracticalin the presentcontext.
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This property rem ains true as long as one works in a subspace where
the dim erlengthsare sm allerthan the linearsystem size,thatiswhen the
topologicalsectorarewellde�ned (ifa dim erlength ishalfthelinearofthe
system one cannot decide by which side it goes). O n the other hand,we
checked on the triangular (resp. K agom e) lattice that these 4 sectors are
the only topologicalsectors: local3-(resp 4-)dim erm oves can be used to
transform a con�guration ofa given sector into any othercon�guration of
thatsector.

These subspacesare orthogonalin the therm odynam ic lim it[119]. The
graph ofthescalarproduct< c+ jc� > oftwodim ercon�gurationsbelonging
to di�erentsubspacesE+ and E� hasatleastone long loop encircling the
torus in the Lx direction. W hen Lx goes to in�nity this contribution to
thescalarproductissm allerthan 2� Lx=2.Considertwo norm alized vectors
j	 + iand j	 � ibelonging to two di�erentsectors:

�
�	 �

�
=

X

c� 2E�

	 � (c� )
�
�c
�
�

(5.8)

Becauseoftheexponentialnum berofdim ercoveringsin each subspaceitis
notobviousthatj	 + iand j	 � iareorthogonalin thetherm odynam iclim it.
Butitisneverthelessthe case [81],and:



	 + j	 �

�
< O (2� L=2): (5.9)

In the following,unless explicitly m entioned,we consider the 2D case
forsim plicity butm ostofthe topologicalargum entsaboutdim ercovering
im m ediately extend to higherdim ensions.

T w o-fold degeneracy in even� odd sam ples

In thespecialcaseoftoriwith an odd num berofrows(and an odd num ber
ofspin-1

2
percrystallographicunitcell),onestep translation alongthex axis

(called Tx in thefollowing)m apsE+ on E� and reversely.Som epoint-group
sym m etry can also do thisjob.A �rotation abouta lattice sitenearby the
cut (called R � in the following) has the sam e e�ect. Ifthe cut is chosen
parallelto a sym m etry axisofthe sam ple,a re
ection with respectto this
axis(called �y in the following)willequally m ap E+ on E� and reversely.

Allthese sym m etry operationsisolate a single colum n C oflattice sites
between � and itstransform � 0.In thatcasecolum nshavean odd num ber
ofsitesand an odd num berofdim ersm ustconnectsom esitesinsideC with
sites outside C . Therefore � � di�ersfrom � � 0 and the two subspacesE+

and E� are exchanged.
Fora largeenough system thesetwo sectorsare1)orthogonal,2)uncou-

pled by any localHam iltonian and 3) exchanged by sym m etry operations
(even� odd). Thisisenough to insuresthatthey have the sam e spectrum ,
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irrespectively ofthe physics ofthe m odel,provided it can be described in
theshort-rangedim erspace.In fact,quantum num bersofthesedoubletsof
degenerate statesare �xed by sym m etry.

W e decom pose an eigenstate j 0 > on the two topologicalsubspaces
de�ned relatively to thecut�:

j 0i=
�
� 

+
0

�
+
�
� 

�
0

�
(5.10)

where
�
� 

�
0

�
belong respectively to thesetsE�

�
.j 0i,asan eigenstate ofthe

Ham iltonian with periodic boundary conditions,belongs to an irreducible
representation ofthetranslation group.In thefollowing wewillalso assum e
an R � and �y invariance oftheHam iltonian and that,forsim plicity,j 0 >
transform sundera one-dim ensionalrepresentation underR � and �y.

Tx j 0i= e
ik0� uj 0i

R � j 0i= �
�
0 j 0i

�yj 0i= �
y

0 j 0i (5.11)

In thetherm odynam iclim it
�
� 

+
0

�
and

�
� 

�
0

�
areorthogonaland Tx,R � and

�y m ap E+ on E� and reversely:

Tx
�
� 

�
0

�
= e

ik0� u
�
� 

�
0

�

R �

�
� 

�
0

�
= �

�
0

�
� 

�
0

�

�y
�
� 

�
0

�
= �

y

0

�
� 

�
0

�
: (5.12)

Letusnow build the variationalstate:

j 1;� i=
�
� 

+
0

�
�

�
� 

�
0

�
: (5.13)

Eqs.(5.12)im ply:

Tx j 1;� i= � eik0� uj 1;� i

R � j 1;� i= � ��0 j 1;� i

�y j 1;� i= � �
y

0 j 1;� i (5.14)

j 1;� i has thus a wave-vector k1, a rotation quantum num ber ��1 and a
re
ection quantum num ber�y1 related to the quantum num bersofj 0iby
therelations:

k1 = k0 + (�;0)

�
�
1 = � ��0

�
y

1 = � �
y

0: (5.15)

Itisthusastateorthogonalto theground-state(even on a �nite-sizesystem
wherethetopologicalsectorsarenotrigorously orthogonal).
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Sinceany localHam iltonian hasexponentially vanishingm atrix elem ents
between di�erentsectorswe have



 
+
0

�
�H 0

�
� 

�
0

�
! 0 (5.16)

and j 1;� > is thusdegenerate with the absolute ground-state,their sym -
m etriesbeing related by relations(5.15).

D egeneracies in even� even sam ples

Asrem arked by Bonesteel[119]on a squarelatticea �=2 rotation exchanges
sector(+ ;� )and sector(� ;+ )butsectors(� ;� )and(+ ;+ )rem ain inequiv-
alent. A sim ilar phenom enon occurs on the triangular lattice where 2�=3
rotationsperm utecyclically 3 ofthe4 sectors.Asa resultthereareequally
in even� even sam plesexactdegeneraciesdueto thesem appings[81].Read-
ersinterested in thedetailsofthesedegeneraciesarereferred to theoriginal
paper[81].

4-fold degeneracy in RV B SL phases

Thenum ericaldata on thetypeISpin Liquid phaseoftheM SE and Q HCD
m odels [81]suggest that the ground-state degeneracy is 4 in such a phase
whateverm ay betheshapeofthe sam ple.

Thereisno globalm athem aticalproofofthisproperty butthefollowing
physicalargum entsm ake itextrem ely plausible.

Letusm ake the following assum ptions:
a)The ground-state can be described in a short-ranged dim erbasis.b)

Alln-dim ercorrelations(n = 2;3;� � � )areshort-rangeand thecorresponding
correlation lengthsarebounded.c)TheHam iltonian islocal.

From hypothesesa)and c)itisclearthatfora largeenough system the
fourtopologicalsectorsarenotm ixed in theground-stateand thespectrum
can becom puted separately in each sector.Asseen before,we do nothave
any sym m etry operation which connects allfour sectors (these operations
connect only two or three ofthe topologicalsubspaces,depending on the
geom etry ofthe sam ple)and we need a physicalargum entto explain why
energiesshould bethe sam e in each sector(in the therm odynam iclim it)?

Because oftheir topologicalnature,it is not possible to determ ine to
which sectora dim ercon�guration belongsby looking only ata �nite area
ofthe system .In otherwords,any dim ercon�guration de�ned overa large
but �nite part ofthe system can be equally realized in allsectors. The
Hilbert space available to the system is the sam e over any �nite region of
the system .In the absence ofany form oflong-range orderthe system can
thereforeoptim izeallitscorrelationswith an arbitraryhigh accuracy equally
wellin each sector.Atthispointwe can only conclude thatthefoursector
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willhave thesam e energy density and we cannotexcludetheexistence ofa
gap between thedi�erenttopologicalsectors.

Howeverthe num ericalresultsobtained in theQ HCD and M SE m odels
indicatethatitisnotthecaseand thatthefourground-stateshaveasym p-
totically the sam e totalenergy. W e think that this should be true for a
generalshort-range RVBSL.

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

| Dim ers and twistoperator. The variationalstate j 1;� ican be deduced
sim ply from j 0i by changing the sign ofthe dim ers crossing the cut �.
Such an operation can also been seen asa 2�twistofthespinsofcolum n 0.
From the physicalpointofview the reason why j 1;� i hasasym ptotically
the sam e energy as j 0i becom es clear: in the absence ofsti�ness (� ab-
senceofsensitivity to a boundary twistin thetherm odynam iclim it)and of
long-range spin-spin correlations,the perturbation induced by the bound-
ary condition cannotpropagateand doesnotchangetheenergy oftheinitial
state: its only e�ect is to change the relative phasesofthe di�erenttopo-
logicalcom ponentsofthe wave function,and consequently the m om entum
and space sym m etry quantum num bersofthe initialstate ofthe even-odd
sam ples.

| Fractionalization and topologicaldegeneracy. To our knowledge all
presenttheoreticaldescriptionsoffractionalized excitationsin 2D m agnets
orrelated problem s[120,115,121,112,118](we should also m ention topo-
logicalproperties ofLaughlin’s wave function for fractionalquantum Hall
e�ect[122,123])im ply topologicalground-state degeneracies. In such pic-
tures,the physicaloperation which transform sa ground-state into another
isthevirtualcreation ofapairofspinons(by dim erbreaking)followed by its
annihilation afterthecirculation ofoneofthem around thetorus.In such a
processa �phase-shiftisintroduced between the topologicalsectors(asin
the above recipe). Forsam pleswith an odd num berofrowsthisoperation
connectseigenstateswith di�erentk vectors(and spacequantum num bers)
asdescribed in Eqs.(5.15).

| Num ericalstudies with a di�erenttopology. An interesting check of
thepuretopologicalnatureofthisdegeneracy could beobtained by studying
theproblem no m oreon a torusbuton a surfacewith a di�erentgenus.O n
a sphere we expect an absence ofdegeneracy. Unfortunately if a lattice
can be represented on an in�nite plane,both the num ber oflinks L and
plaquettesP depend linearly on thenum berofsitesN and Euler’srelation
P � L + N = 2� G constrainsthegeniusG to be2 !Thetorusisthe only
possibletopologyifwerequireafulltranslation invariancein both directions.
In a recentwork,Io�eetal.[111]have studied theabsenceofsensitivity to
disorder as an evidence for topologicalphenom enon in the liquid phase of
the Q HCD m odelon the triangularlattice. They also used open boundary
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conditionsto m odify thetopology ofthesystem and arguein thatcasethat
the low-energy spectrum isfree ofedge states which could hide the actual
ground-state degeneracy.

| Exam ple ofRVB phase with 2 spins in the unitcell. A spin liquid
state,seem ing very sim ilarto the state observed in the M SE m odelon the
triangularlattice,hasbeen observed in theJ1 � J2 m odelon thehexagonal
lattice [20]forJ1 = � 1;J2 = 0:3.No quasi-degeneracy ofthe ground-state
has been noticed. It should be rem arked that in this system there are 2
spins 1

2
percrystallographic unitcelland no degeneracy isexpected on the

basisofthetopologicalargum ents.

5.5.2 Sym m etry breaking in gapped phases

From the m athem atical point of view, ground-state wave functions that
break one-step translations or space group sym m etries can be built from
linear com binations ofthe degenerate ground-states ofthe even-odd sam -
ples. In a com pletely equivalent way, ground-state wave functions that
break rotation sym m etry can be built in even� even sam ples. O ne could
thussuper�cially concludethatspontaneoussym m etry breaking ispossible
in RVBSL,we willshow below thatthisassum ption isfalse.

There are m any featureswhich show thatthisdegeneracy property isa
subtleone,both from them athem aticaland physicalviewpoints.

Thepossiblealternation ofthespatialpropertiesofthelow-lying excita-
tionswith theparity ofthenum berofrowsofthesam ple(asobserved in the
Q HCD m odelon the triangularlattice)isa �rstdi�culty.The degeneracy
ofthe RVBSL isin factquite di�erentfrom thatappearing in a VBC.W e
do notexpecttheVBC ground-state degeneracy to depend on thegenusof
thesam ple,astheRVBSL does.

From the physicalpointofview also the two situationsare quite di�er-
ent. An in�nitesim alsym m etry breaking perturbation isable to selectone
sym m etry breakingground-stateoftheVBC,butaswewillshow below this
isim possiblein the RVBSL.

Let us callA the extensive non-diagonalobservable appearing in the
VBC in the therm odynam ic lim it. O n a colum narVBC m odulated in the
u direction,thisobservable is:

A =
NX

j= 1

e
iK 1� rjPS= 0(rj;rj + u) (5.17)

wherePS= 0(rj;rj+ u)istheprojectoron thesingletstateoftwoneighboring
spins. A connects eigen-states with wave-vector k0 to states with wave-
vectork0 + K 1 .

O n a �nitesizesam ple,with periodicboundary conditions,theexpecta-
tion value ofA iszero in any eigenstate,but< A 2 > could benon zero.If

80



theorderparam eterP de�ned by:

P 2 = <  g:s:jA
yA j g:s:> =N

2 (5.18)

doesnotvanish in thetherm odynam iclim it,thesystem hascolum nardim er
long range orderwith wave vectorK 1.

Letusnow considera perturbation oftheHam iltonian:

H � = H 0 � (�A + h:c:): (5.19)

AtT= 0,the intensive linearresponse on the observable A ism easured by
thesusceptibility:

�=
2

N
<  g:s:jA

y 1

H 0 � E g:s

A j g:s:> (5.20)

Thissusceptibility isbounded from below[124]:

4P 4N 2

f
< � (5.21)

wheref istheoscillatorstrength:

f =
1

N
h g:s:j[A ;[H 0;A ]]j g:s:i (5.22)

The dem onstration usesthe propertiesofthe spectraldecom position asso-
ciated to theoperatorA :

S(!)=
1

N

X

n6= 0

j<  g:s:jA jn > j
2
�(! � ! n) (5.23)

where!n = E n � E g:s

P 2 =
1

N

Z

S(!)d! (5.24)

Using the Cauchy Schwartz inequality one obtains:

P 4 �
1

N 2

Z

!S(!)d!

Z

!
� 1
S(!)d! (5.25)

where Z

!S(!)d! = f=2 (5.26)

Z

!
� 1
S(!)d! = �=2 (5.27)

which provesinequality (5.21).Fora shortrangeHam iltonian theoscillator
strength f isO (1)and inequality (5.21)im pliesthattheT= 0 susceptibility
associated to a �nite orderparam eterdivergesatleastasthe squareofthe
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sam plesize:any in�nitesim alsym m etry breaking perturbation willselecta
sym m etry breaking state.

W ewillnow show thatfora RVBSL,whereallthecorrelationsfunctions
are short-ranged with correlation lengthsbounded by �,thesusceptibilities
of the m edium rem ain �nite in the therm odynam ic lim it. To do so we
distinguish in Eq.5.20 thecontributionsfrom thequasi-degeneratestatesof
the topologicalm ultiplet (called j�i > )from the contribution ofthe other
states of the spectrum , above the physical gap �. W e thus obtain the
following upperbound forthesusceptibility:

� = � top + �� (5.28)

�top =
2

N
<  g:s:jA

yj�1 > < �1j

E �1 � E g:s:

A j g:s:> (5.29)

�� �
2

N �

h

<  g:s:jA
yA j g:s:>

� <  g:s:jA
yj�1 > < �1jA j g:s:> ] (5.30)

where j�1 > stands for the state(s) ofthe topologicalm ultiplet connected
to theabsoluteground-stateby A .Using thelocalpropertiesofA ,A yj�1 >

isin thesam etopologicalsectorasj�1 > and <  g:s:jA
yj�1 > isatm ostof

O (N � 2� L=2)(seeparagraph 5.5.1).AsE �1� E g:s:issupposedtodecreaseas
exp(� L=�)(seeFig.5.4)� top goesto a constantwhen thesizeofthesam ple
goestoin�nity,provided �issm allenough 7.In asystem with exponentially
decreasing correlations,P 2 decreasesas1=N and �� istrivially constantat
thetherm odynam iclim it.

In such aphasean in�nitesim al�eld cannotinduceasym m etry breaking
and therecould notbeany spontaneoussym m etry breaking.

5.6 O ther approaches oftype IRV B Spin Liquids

As already said,Sachdev in a large N ,Sp(N ) analysis ofthe Heisenberg
m odelon the triangularlattice equally found in the extrem e quantum case
an RVB ground-state and decon�ned spinons[95].

An interestingm appingofthedim erm odelson Isingm odelin transverse
�eld hasbeen studied by m any authors(See refs.[125,118]and references
therein).Thisapproach isoneofthewaysto giveevidenceoftheparentage
between this RVB spin liquid with its fractionalized excitations and the
decon�ning Ising G auge theories[126,127,128,118,116]

7Strictly speaking �� 1 should be� log2 butIneq.5.9 isa dram aticoverestim ateofthe

scalar product in the case ofan RVBSL [81]. The reason is that iftwo dim er coverings

c
+
and c

�
m axim ize



c
+
jc
�
�
they only di�eralong a single large (� L)loop.They have

di�erentlocalcorrelations along the loop and theirenergy di�erence isoforderL and it

isvery unlikely thattheirweightsin thestates 
+
(c

+
)and  

�
(c

�
)are both oforderone.
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5.7 Sum m ary ofthe propertiesoftype IRV B Spin

liquids

To concludeletussum m arize thepropertiesofa type IRVB Spin liquid:

� It is a phase which does not break either SU(2) sym m etry nor any
spatialsym m etries ofthe lattice. Its ground-state is unique up to
a topologicaldegeneracy which exists only in system s with an odd
num berofspin-1/2 in theunitcell,living on a 2-torus(m oregenerally
thedegeneracy is2g,with g thegenusofthetorus).In thatsenseitis
awkward to callsuch a phasea disordered phase!Noneoftheclassical
ideasassociated to disorderare relevantto understand the properties
ofthisRVB Spin Liquid phase. Ifwe have to com pare itto a liquid
phase it is m ore the super
uid phase of 4H e thatwe should have in
m ind!

� Allcorrelation functions in localobservables have only short range
order,and consequently the susceptibility associated to any localob-
servable iszero a T= 0.

� This phase has a gap for allexcitations,either in the singlet or the
tripletsectorsand itsupportsfractionalized excitations(the\spinons").
The�rstexcitationsin thesingletsectorcorrespond in thegaugethe-
ory language to the bosonsofthe gauge �eld thatSenthiland M .P.
A.Fisher call"visons" [127,128]. Due to the properties ofthe ex-
citations we expect them to form continua in the spin sectors. The
neutron experim entofColdea and co-workerson Cs2CuCl4 isperhaps
the �rstexperim entalproofofsuch a state [94].

� An RVB spin liquid state is expected in presence ofcom peting and
frustratinginteractions.Thebandwidthin which thisphenom enoncan
beobserved isstrongly reduced with respectto theoriginalcouplings
and often only asm allfraction oftheoriginalcouplings:thecaseofthe
M SE system atJ1 = � 2 and J4 = 1 (the pointwhere allthe results
given here have been calculated) isin som e sense ratherexceptional,
as at this point the spin gap is alm ost as large as the cyclic 4-spin
exchange.
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C hapter 6

R esonating Valence B ond

Spin Liquid (Type II)

Type IRVBSL have a gap in the singletsector. In the Ising gauge theory
approach this gap is essentialforthe consistency ofthe theory [128]. The
Ising gauge �eld quasiparticlescalled visonsby Senthiland co-workersare
vorticesofthegauge�eld,they carry a Z 2 gauge
ux,no spin and havelong
rangeinteraction with spinons.Ifthespectrum oftheseparticleshasa gap
then the spinonsare uncon�ned and the phase is\fractionalized". Ifthey
condense,thelongrangeinteraction between them and thespinonsfrustrate
the m otions ofthe latter which rem ained con�ned. The gap in the singlet
sector (above the topologicaldegeneracy) is a crucialingredient ofType I
RVBSL:aswe have learned in the previouschapter itisa property ofthe
M SE Ham iltonian neartheferrom agnetic phase.

As displayed in Fig.5.2,the M SE Ham iltonian near the antiferrom ag-
netic three sublattice N�eelorderdisplaysa second Spin Liquid phase,with
no long rangeorderin any observable,butno gap in thesingletsector[107].
Such a behavior is not a standard Spin Liquid behavior. Could it be a
quantum criticalbehaviorsim ilarto thatoftheRokhsarK ivelson m odelat
V = J? K eeping in m ind the restrictions inherent on sm allsize approach
ofsuch phenom ena,weneverthelessthink thattheobserved phenom enon is
distinctfrom the criticalRK behavioron the squarelattice (see below).In
view ofthe sim ilarities between the phase seen in the M SE m odeland the
phase observed in the Heisenberg m odelon the kagom e lattice,Itook the
step to describethephysicsthatcan beobserved atthatpointassom ething
di�erent:a RVB Spin liquid oftype II.

In fact as m ost ofthe studies done in m any groupshave been devoted
to the Heisenberg m odelon the kagom e lattice (noted HK m odelin the
following),itison thislastm odelthatwewillcenterthislastchapter.
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Figure 6.1: The kagom e lattice: a lattice ofcorner sharing triangles. In
Japanese kagom e is a com m 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

Therehasbeen a largenum berofstudiesdevoted to di�erentantiferrom ag-
neticm odelson thekagom elattice,which isa2-dim ensionallatticeofcorner
sharing triangles(Fig.6.1).

ThenextneighborIsingm odelon such alatticeisdisordered,itsentropy
isverylargeSIsing

kag
= 0:502,m orethan halftheindependentspin value,m uch

larger than the triangular lattice value SIsing
tri

= 0:323 and ofthe order of
Pauling approxim ation for independent triangles SP auling = 0:501 [129].
Thissuggeststhatthecorrelationsin thissystem arevery weak:them odel
rem ainsdisordered atalltem peratures[130,131].

M oessnerand Sondhihavestudied thisIsing m odelin a transversem ag-
netic �eld (the sim plestway to include in the m odelsom e quantum 
uctu-
ations): the m odelfails to order for any transverse �eld,at any tem pera-
ture[132,125].

The n.n. classicalHeisenberg m odelon the kagom e lattice has also an
extensiveT= 0entropy:thisisaproperty easily understood,shared with the
sam e m odelon di�erent lattices with corner sharing units as the checker-
board lattice orthe true three dim ensionalpyrochlore lattice. O n allthese
latticesthen.n.Heisenberg Ham iltonian can berewritten asthesum ofthe
square ofthe totalspin S� ofindividualunits�(a tetrahedron in the 2-d
and 3-d pyrochlorecasesand a triangleforthekagom elattice),which share
only one vertex.Classicalground-statesare obtained whenever8�S � = 0.
This condition �xes the relative position ofthe three classicalspins ofa
triangle at 120 degrees from each other in a plane. But it does not �x
the relative orientation ofthe plane ofa triad with respect to the planes
oftriads on corner sharing triangles: the m odelhas thus an in�nite local
degeneracy and an extensiveentropy[133,131].Thisstatetooisreluctantto
order:neverthelesstherm al
uctuationsselectcoplanarcon�gurations[133,
131,134],without long range order in the plane. The order param eter of
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such a phaseisthedirection ofthelocalhelicity (som etim escalled vectorial
chirality)and de�ned by itscom ponentsas:

�

 =

X

on a triangle

�
��


S
�
iS

�

j
(6.1)

where���
 istheantisym m etrictensor.Thiskind oforderisby analogy to
liquid crystalssom etim escalled a nem atic order. The existence ofsuch an
orderparam eterisprobably notwithoutrelation with theinstability ofthe
classicalHeisenberg m odelon the kagom e lattice to Dzyaloshinsky-M oriya
interactions[135,136].

6.2 T he next-neighborspin-1/2 H eisenberg m odel

on thekagom elattice:an extrem eplay-ground

for \quantum 
uctuations"

The n.n. spin-1/2 quantum Heisenberg m odelon the kagom e lattice has
equally been theobjectofm any studies[137,138,95,139,140,141,23,142,
143,144].From these studiesone can rem em berthefollowing facts:

6.2.1 G round-state energy per spin

The Heisenberg m odelon the kagom e lattice has an extrem ely low energy
per bond (< Si:Sj > perbond= � :437) � 87% of the energy per bond of
independenttriangles. O n thislattice the energy perbond ofthe spin-1/2

system is m uch lower than the classicalenergy E qu:

E cl:
� 1:74,a ratio m uch

largerthan in any other2-dim ensionalm agnet,thatcan only be com pared
tothevalueobtained fortheBethechain (1.77)(seeTable.1.1).Thekagom e
lattice isthe 2-dim ensionallattice which o�ersthe larger stabilization due
to quantum 
uctuations.

6.2.2 C orrelations

Spin-spin correlations [139],dim er-dim er correlations (Fig.6.2),chirality-
chirality correlations[138]areshortrange,which isconsistentwith thepre-
viouspoint.

6.2.3 Spin-gap and absence ofgap in the singlet subspace

There is probably a spin-gap ofthe order of1/20th ofthe coupling con-
stant [23]. In view ofthe sm allness ofthis spin-gap with regards to the
available sizes caution isnecessary. The above conclusion wasdrawn from
the raw data ofexactspectra ofsam pleswith up to 36 spins(see Fig.6.6):
m oreprecisely from them easurem entofE 0(S = Sm in + 1)� E 0(S = Sm in),
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Figure 6.2: Dim er-dim er correlations in the ground-state of the kagom e
Heisenberg m odel(bluesquares)and in theM SE m odel(red bullets)versus
distance. Although the decrease ofthese correlations is weaker in the K H
m odelthan in theM SE m odel,itisneverthelessroughly exponentialin these
�rsttwo decades,asthe spin-spin correlationsare [138,139]

where E 0(S) is the lowest energy in the S sector, and Sm in = 0 or 1/2
depending on the parity ofthe num ber ofspins ofthe sam ple. The size
e�ectson theseresultsarean orderofm agnitudesm allerthan in an ordered
N�eelantiferrom agnet. Nevertheless they are stillnot negligible for these
sizes.W ehavethustried an indirectm easurem entofthespin-gap along the
following line.

Thelowestexacteigenstatesin each S sectorofasam pleofN sitesde�ne
theenergy perspin ofthesam pleatT = 0asafunction ofitsm agnetization
m = S=(N =2). For low value ofthe m agnetization one can �tthis energy
perspin to an analytic law oftheform 1:

e(m )= e(0)+ am + bm
2
=2+ O (m 3) (6.2)

Thea and b coe�cientsdepend on N.Theirphysicalsigni�canceisclear:a
m easureshalfthe spin gap and

b=
@2e

@m 2
= �

� 1 (6.3)

where �is the hom ogeneous susceptibility ofthe m edium for �elds larger
than the critical�eld H c (H c in convenientunitsisequalto the spin gap).

1
This analytic form cannotextend beyond m = 1=3,where an angular pointappears

with a discontinuity ofthe �rstderivative signaling a m agnetization plateau [?,146]
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Figure 6.3: Finite size scaling ofthe spin gap in the spin-1/2 Heisenberg
m odelH =

P

< i;j>
Si:Sj on the kagom e lattice. Data are obtained by the

indirectproceduredescribed in the text.

Thisindirectdeterm ination ofthe spin gap leadsto a strong renorm al-
ization ofthe data farsm allsizes(explaining the large errorbarsforsm all
sizesdata in Fig.6.3). O n the otherhand the N dependence ofthe renor-
m alized data isnow m uch weakerascan beseen by a com parison oftheraw
results of[23]and Fig.6.6,with those ofFig.6.3. A linear extrapolation
versus1=N (which should give a lowerbound ofthe spin-gap)leadsto the
value 0:06 for the spin gap (consistent extrapolations give e1 = � 0:4365
and �1 = 0:34). Allthese determ inations are in agreem ent with the re-
sultsobtained from theraw data.Neverthelessisshould beunderlined that
even for N= 36 at the sm allest non zero m agnetization the linear term of
equation (6.2),is only 90% ofthe quadratic term : this shows the lim it of
con�dencein ourassum ption on the existence ofa spin-gap 2.

6.2.4 A n exceptionaldensity oflow lying excitations in the

singlet sector

W hatever the ultim ate fate ofthe spin gap a stilllarger surprise em erges
from the exact spectra: the absence ofgap in the singlet sector and the
anom alous density oflow energy states adjacent to the ground-state. W e
havem easured thenum berofsingletlevelsin thespin-gap (taken asa natu-
ralenergy band-width oftheproblem ):thisnum berincreasesexponentially
fastwith N as1:15N (see Fig.6.4).

The �rst im m ediate consequence ofthis property is the existence ofa
T = 0 residualentropy in this m odel. This cam e as a shock for m any
scientists who had the idea that the quantum dynam ics \should" lift the
degeneracy oftheincipientIsing m odelordim erm odels(see nextsection).

2This spin gap result is in m y point ofview the less reliable result am ong allthose

described in theselectures.In view ofthespin-spin correlationswhich seem sexponentially

decreasing and notcritical[139],and ofthefactthatresultsbetween 27 and 36 m ay signal

a cross-over behavior in the �nite size e�ects,we willnotquestion this pointfurtherfor

the m om ent. It would nevertheless be usefulto develop a very precise analysis of�nite

size e�ectsbetween 27 and 36 (aswe havedonefortheM SE m odelseeFig.5.3)to try to

con�rm thisconclusion.
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Figure 6.4: Logarithm ofthe num berofsingletstates in the spin gap ver-
sussam ple size (black squares). The shortdashed and long dashed curves
display the theoreticallaw (Eq.6.5) (short dashes: p = 1, long dashes:
p = 2).

Thisdoesnotseem to bethecase!!
Som erem arksare necessary to fully appreciate thisproperty.
Thetotalnum berofstatesofasam pleofN spins1/2is2N .Thesestates

arestretched on an energy scaleoftheorderofN J whereJ isthecoupling
constant ofthe Ham iltonian. This im plies that on m ost ofthe spectrum
thedensity ofstatesincreasesexponentially with N .Ifwespecialize to the
S = 0 sector as we willdo below, the picture is not very di�erent: the
num ber ofstates is C N

N

2

� C N
N

2
� 1

� O (2
N

N
) and here too, in m ost ofthe

spectrum the density isexponentially increasing with N.
BUT in allthephasesthatwehavestudied up to now,thenatureofthe

ground-state and ofthe low lying excitations leads to a di�erent behavior
atthe edgesofthe band.Typically the ground-state degeneracy isO (1)in
VBC and in type IRVBSL and itisO (N �)in N�eelordered states with �

sublattices.In allthesesituationsthelow lying excitationscan bedescribed
asm odesorquasi-particles.In thecorrespondingenergy rangeonetypically
countsN � levelsassociated with onequasiparticleexcitations.Thisalways
leads to density of states increasing as a power law as a function of N .
Inclusion ofm ulti-particleexcitationscan bedonein an averageway:letus
supposethatsingle particle excitationshave a dispersion law:

!(k)= k
p
: (6.4)

In a d-dim ensionalspacetheinternalenergy ofsuch a system increaseswith
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tem perature as T(p+ d)=p,the speci�c heatasT d=p asthe entropy S. Fora
system with N spinstheaverageenergy rangeW excited atthetem perature
T isoftheform :W = C stN T(p+ d)=p.Thisim pliesthattheentropy depends

on N as: S / N
�
W
N

� d

p+ d and thusthe average num berofexcited levels N
increasesas:

ln(N )/ N
p

p+ d (6.5)

3.
Asan exam ple,letusconsiderthequantum criticalphaseoftheRokhsar

K ivelson m odelon thesquarelatticeatthequantum criticalpoint(Chapter
4 page60):in thatcasethecriticalcorrelationsdecreaseasr� 2,thedisper-
sion law is linear in k,the logarithm ofthe num ber ofstates increases as
N 1=3 (shortdashesofFig.6.4),m uch slowerthan theexactresults.

Even in including m any particle excitations one would thus expect a
num ber of levels increasing m uch m ore slowly than in the exact results!
Exceptifwe acceptthatthereisin�nitely softlow energy m odes(p ! 1 ),
then werecoverthecorrectdensity oflow lyinglevelsand aresidualentropy.
Itisstillunclearifwe can do a connection between the\zero m ode" ofthe
classicalm odelatT= 0 and thispicture.And wecannotcom pletely indulge
ourselvesin saying thatquantum 
uctuationsareunableto lifttheclassical
degeneracy asquantum 
uctuationsseem sto open a spin gap!

A physicalconsequence ofthisexceptionaldensity oflow lying singlets
can be observed in the speci�c heat (Fig. 6.5): at low tem perature the
speci�c heat ofthis spin system is unusually insensitive to large m agnetic
�elds. This is easily understood ifwe suppose that in this energy range
the excitations are essentially singlets [143]. Thisresultisto be com pared
to the experim entalresultsofRam irez etal.[148]on SrC rG aO where the
speci�cheataround 5K hasan extrem 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 ifwe notice that it turns down around
50K [149].

6.2.5 A nom alous density ofstates in other spin sectors

This anom alous density oflow lying states has equally been observed in
the spin 1/2 sector(where the law could be �tted to N 1:15N ),in the spin
1 sector as wellas in other sectors with larger totalspin. 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.[150]and refs. therein) and
theoretically in the im aginary partofthe dynam icsusceptibility calculated

3Ithank S.K ivelson forgiving m e thisidea forthe com putation ofthe m ulti-particle

density ofstates.The errors,ifany,are m ine.
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within thedynam icalm ean �eld theory [151].A very high spin susceptibility
justabove the spin gap isnotexcluded in spin-1/2 com pounds[152].

6.2.6 U ncon�ned Spinons

The spinon binding energy (Fig.6.6)hasbeen com puted in the HK m odel
along the sam e line asithasbeen done in Chapter5 page 75 forthe M SE
m odel.Theonly di�erencelaysin sm allerand sm oothershapee�ectsin the
HK case,which allows to do analytic �tofthe energy perspin e(Sm in;N )
versus1=N 3=2 foreven and odd sam plesseparately.Eq.5.6,isthen written,
with referencetotheinterpolated valueoftheenergy ofeven sam plesforodd
value ofN:thistakesinto accountthe �nite size e�ectswith m ore subtlety
than the (2N + 1)e1 term ofequation 5.6. Allthese features explain the
sm ootherbehaviorofthespinon bindingenergy shown in Fig.6.6.From this
data onecan rathersafely concludethatspinonsareprobably uncon�ned in
theHK m odel.

The global picture of this phase is thus that of a Spin Liquid, with
no long range correlations in localobservable, uncon�ned spinons and a
residualentropy ofsingletsatT = 0,which isone ofthe m anifestationsof
an extraordinary large density ofstatesin each S subspace.

Figure 6.5: Speci�c heat (dot-dashed curve),entropy (dotted curve) and
spin-susceptibility (fullline)oftheHeisenberg m odelon thekagom e lattice
(exactdiagonalization on a N= 18 sam ple,and Padd�eapproxim antsto high
tem perature series[147]). The third bum p in the speci�c heatatvery low
tem peratureisan artifactofthesm allsizeand theassociated discretization
in thesingletsector.W e think thattheinterm ediate bum p isa realfeature
of the speci�c heat which subsists up to the therm odynam ic lim it [143].
Note the entropy ofthe singlets in a range oftem perature below the spin
gap wherethe spin excitationsare negligible asthe spin-susceptibility.
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Figure6.6: Finitesizescaling on thespin gap:red squares(raw data)and
thespinon binding energy:bluesquares(unpublished results).

6.3 N ext-neighbor R esonating Valence B ond de-

scription ofthespin-1/2 kagom eantiferrom ag-

net

Considering a supposed-to-belargespin-gap,Zeng and Elser[140]proposed
a description ofthe ground-state and low lying excitations ofthe kagom e
m odelin the basis ofnext neighbor Valence Bonds. W e know now that
the spin gap iscertainly sm allerthan itwasexpected in 1995,nevertheless
M ila and M am brini[142,144]have convincingly shown that the picture
ofa 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
ofgap in the singlet sector and the exponentialnum ber ofsinglets in any

given range ofenergy.Thisprobably im pliestheabsenceofan intrinsiclow
energy scale,which isconsistentwith the therm albehaviorofthe dynam ic
spin susceptibility calculated by G eorges and coll.[151]. This feature is
typicalofa criticalstate,butasseen in theabovediscussion,thesim pleRK
picture doesnotseem to �tnicely to the exact diagonalization data: m ay
bethe available sizesare too sm allorthe behaviorofthisquantum system
correspondsto som ething de�nitely new.

M ore generally this picture ofthe ground-state and �rstexcitations as
resonancesbetween an exponentialnum berofdim ercoveringsgivesa qual-
itatively interesting picture ofthe low tem perature physicsofdi�erentox-
ides that can be described as kagom e antiferrom agnets. The low tem per-
ature speci�c heat ofSrCr9G a12019 is apparently dom inated by localsin-
gletstates[148]. The m agnetic excitations ofthissam e com pound asseen
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by m uons can be described as spins1/2 itinerant in a sea ofsinglets [25].
SrCr9G a12019 exhibits at about5 K a very large increase ofits non linear
susceptibility rem iniscentofspin glasses[153],butneutronsand m uonsshow
thatm ostofthespinsarenotfrozen below thistem peratureand exhibitstill
very rapid 
uctuations[154]. The sam e phenom ena have been observed in
two jarositesthatareequally good m odelsofkagom eantiferrom agnetswith
half-odd-integerspin perunitcell[155,156].

6.4 H aldane’s conjecture

W hereasthe classicalHeisenberg m odelon the kagom e,checker-board and
pyrochlore latticesshare the property ofan extensive entropy and disorder
at T = 0,their quantum counterparts are quite di�erent. As it has been
explained in Chapter4,the Heisenberg m odelon the checker-board lattice
hasan ordered Valence Bond Crystalwith gapsto allexcitations.

Less is known on the ground-state ofthe Heisenberg m odelon the 3-
dim ensionalpyrochlore lattice: Canals and Lacroix [157]have shown that
their spin-spin correlations are short ranged and they have seen on a 16
sitesspectrum thatthe �rstexcitationswere singletones.Having donethe
spectrum ofa32sitespyrochloresam ple,wecon�rm thatthe�rstexcitations
are stillsingletsforthissize.Butthe �nite size e�ectson these excitations
between 16 and 32 arevery largeand itrem ainspossiblethatthegap in the
singlet sector be larger than the singlet-triplet gap in the therm odynam ic
lim it[?,?]:in any case thereisde�nitely a gap in the singletsectorin this
lastm odel!4

O n the otherhand,recentresultsfrom Hida [160]show thatthere isa
gap to allexcitationsin theS= 1 HK m odel.

Allthese results seem to con�rm Haldane’s conjecture: am ong these
strongly frustrated system s with an extensive degeneracy in the classical
lim it the spin-1/2 kagom e antiferrom agnet is the only system to have an
half-odd-integerspin in the unitcelland gaplessexcitations. The spin-1/2
Heisenberg m odelon the checkerboard lattice or on the pyrochlore lattice
and the spin-1 Heisenberg m odelon the kagom e lattice have integer spins
in the unitcelland quantum 
uctuationslead to gapfulexcitations.

4Tsutenegu hasrecently developed an e�ective description ofthesingletsector,where

he has a soft m ode in the singlet sector. I am a bit skepticalon his approach which

strongly and arti�cially breaksthesym m etriesatthem ean-�eld level[158]and then treats

in a sem i-classicalapproach the 
uctuations [159]. The Core approach ofE.Berg and

collaborators [?]seem s m ore appropriate to dealwith these system s where the quantum

dim erization isprobably the dom inantphenom enon
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