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W e investigate the quantum phase transition from antiferrom agnetism (AF ) to algebraic spin

liquid (ASL). W e propose thatspin 1=2 ferm ionic spinons in the ASL fractionalize into spin 1=2

bosonic spinonsand spinlessferm ionsatthe quantum criticalpoint(Q C P )between the AF and the

ASL. Condensation ofthe bosonic spinonsleadsto the AF ,where the condensed bosonic spinons

are con�ned with the spinlessferm ionsto form the ferm ionic spinons.These ferm ionic spinonsare

also con�ned to m akeantiferrom agnonsaselem entary excitationsin theAF .Approaching the Q C P

from the AF ,spin 1 criticalantiferrom agnetic 
uctuations are expected to break up into spin 1=2

criticalbosonic spinons. Then, these bosonic spinons hybridize with spin 1=2 ferm ionic spinons,

m aking spinless ferm ions.Asa resultthe ferm ionic spinonsdecay into thebosonic spinonsand the

spinlessferm ions.But,thespinlessferm ionsarecon�ned and thus,only thebosonicspinonsem erge

at the Q C P . This coincides with the recent studies ofdecon�ned quantum criticality[1,2,3,4].

W hen the bosonic spinonsare gapped,the ASL isrealized.The bosonic spinonsare con�ned with

the spinless ferm ions to form the ferm ionic spinons. These ferm ionic spinons are decon�ned to

describe the ASL.

PACS num bers:71.10.-w,71.10.H f,71.27.+ a,11.10.K k

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Nature of quantum criticality is one of the central

interests in m odern condensed m atter physics. Espe-

cially,decon�ned quantum criticality hasbeen proposed

in various strongly correlated electron system s such as

low dim ensionalquantum antiferrom agnetism on square

lattices[1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9] and geom etrically

frustrated lattices[10, 11, 12, 13] and heavy ferm ion

liquids[14,15,16,17,18]. In the present paper we fo-

cus our attention on the quantum antiferrom agnetism

in two dim ensionalsquare lattices. Starting from the

antiferrom agnetic Heisenberg m odel,one can derive the

O (3) nonlinear � m odel(N L�M ) as an e�ective �eld

theory.Utilizing the C P 1 representation ofthe N L�M ,

one can show that although the appropriate o�-critical

elem entary degrees offreedom are given by either spin

1 excitons(gapped param agnons)in theparam agnetism

or spin 1 antiferrom agnons in the antiferrom agnetism ,

at the quantum critical point (Q C P ) such excitations

breakupinto m oreelem entary spin 1=2excitationscalled

spinons[1,2,3,4].Thisistheprecisem eaning ofthede-

con�ned quantum criticality in the contextofquantum

antiferrom agnetism .

In thepresentpaperweinvestigatethequantum phase

transition from antiferrom agnetism (AF ) to algebraic

spin liquid (ASL)based on the decon�ned quantum crit-

icality of the O(3) N L�M [1, 2, 3, 4]. According to

one possible scenario[6], the pseudogap phase in high

Tc cupratesisproposed to be the ASL forspin degrees

of freedom . In this respect it is considerable to un-

derstand how the ASL em erges from the AF ,i.e.,the

quantum phasetransition between theAF and theASL.

The ASL is the state described by quantum electrody-

nam ics in two space and one tim e dim ensions (Q E D 3)

in term s ofm assless Dirac spinons interacting via U(1)

gauge 
uctuations[6]. O n the other hand, low energy

physicsoftheAF iswellunderstood by theO (3)N L�M

in term sofNeelorderparam eter�elds[19].O necan say

thatthe AF resultsfrom the ASL via spontaneouschi-

ralsym m etry breaking (S�SB )[20,21,22,23,24]. The

centralquestion in thispaperisthe natureofthe Q C P ,

wheretheS�SB occurs.Concretely speaking,weexam -

ine how the Neelorder param eter �elds in the N L�M

can be sm oothly connected to the ferm ionic spinons in

the Q E D 3 by studying the Q C P . W e apply the de-

con�ned quantum criticality ofthe O (3)N L�M to the

Q C P between the AF and the ASL. Approaching the

Q C P from the AF ,criticalantiferrom agnetic spin 
uc-

tuationsin the N L�M areconjectured to break up into

critical bosonic spinons, consistent with the previous

studies[1, 2, 3, 4]. Based on this conjecture we pro-

pose thatthe criticalbosonic spinons hybridize with the

ferm ionicspinonsin theQ E D 3 via Kondo-likecouplings,

screening out spin degrees of freedom of the ferm ionic

spinons and thus, m aking spinless ferm ions. In other

words,itcan bestated thattheferm ionicspinonsin the

ASL fractionalizeinto thebosonicspinonsand thespin-

lessferm ionsatthe Q C P . In thispaperwe constructa

critical�eld theory attheQ C P and discusshow theAF

and the ASL recoverfrom the critical�eld theory.

In the language of high energy physics the present

study exam inesthe chiralphase transition in Q E D 3.In

this respect we would like to point out an interesting

previousstudy ofthe chiralphase transition[25]. In the

study[25]the authors calculated a ferm ion-antiferm ion

scattering am plitude in orderto �nd lightscalarm esons

(ferm ion-antiferm ion com posites)showing up aspolesin

the scattering am plitude. Approaching the Q C P from

the sym m etric phase (ASL in the context ofquantum

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0504541v3
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antiferrom agnetism ),theauthorscould not�nd thepoles

in the scattering am plitude. This leads them to the

conclusion thatthere are no lightm esons corresponding

to order param eter 
uctuations. Based on this result

they proposed thatthechiralphasetransition isdi�erent

from usualsecond order phase transitions described by

Landau-G inzburg-W ilson typetheoriesoforderparam e-

ter
uctuations. O urpresentscenario ofthe decon�ned

Q C P forthe chiralphase transition seem sto be consis-

tentwith thispreviousstudy since the decon�ned Q C P

is not described by 
uctuations offerm ion-antiferm ion

com posite orderparam etersowing to spin fractionaliza-

tion.

II. FER M IO N IC N O N LIN EA R � M O D EL A S A N

EFFEC T IV E FIELD T H EO R Y FO R Q U A N T U M

A N T IFER R O M A G N ET ISM

W e consider the following e�ective action called

ferm ionicnonlinear� m odel

Z =

Z

D ~nD �D  �D a�e
� SA S L � SM � SN L � M ;

SA SL =

Z

d3x

h
� �
�(@� � ia�) � +

1

2e2
j@ � aj2

i

;

SM =

Z

d3xm  
� �~���0 �0 � ~n;

SN L �M =

Z

d
3
x

h
N m  

4�
j@�~nj

2
� i�(j~nj

2
� 1)

i

: (1)

In SA SL  � isam asslessDiracspinon with a
avorindex

� = 1;:::;N associated with SU(N) spin sym m etry. a�
isa com pactU(1)gauge�eld m ediating long rangeinter-

actions between Dirac spinons. e is an internalelectric

chargeoftheDiracspinon.SA SL in Eq.(1)wasproposed

to be an e�ective �eld theory forone possible quantum

param agnetism (ASL)ofSU(N)quantum antiferrom ag-

netson two dim ensionalsquarelattices[6].However,the

stability oftheASL hasbeen suspected owing to instan-

ton excitations ofcom pact U(1) gauge �elds[26]. Con-

densation ofinstantons(m agneticm onopoles)isbelieved

tocausecon�nem entofcharged particles[27,28,29],here

Dirac spinons. Recently, Herm ele et al. showed that

the ASL can be stable againstinstanton excitations[7].

Ignoring the com pactness ofU(1) gauge �elds a�,one

can show that the SA SL has a nontrivialcharged �xed

point in two space and one tim e dim ensions [(2+ 1)D ]

in the lim it oflarge 
avors[7,8,9],identi�ed with the

ASL. Herm ele et al. showed that the charged criti-

calpoint in the case of noncom pact U(1) gauge �elds

can be stable against instanton excitations ofcom pact

U(1) gauge �elds in the lim it oflarge 
avors[7]. Con-

densation ofinstantons can be forbidden at the stable

charged �xed pointowingtocritical
uctuationsofDirac

ferm ions.TheSA SL in Eq.(1)isacritical�eld theory at

thecharged criticalpoint,wherecorrelation functionsex-

hibitpowerlaw behaviorswith anom alouscriticalexpo-

nentsresulting from long rangegaugeinteractions[9,30].

Thisisthe reason why the state described by the SA SL
iscalled theASL.In appendix A webrie
y discusshow

thee�ectiveQ E D 3,SA SL in Eq.(1)can bederived from

the antiferrom agneticHeisenberg m odel.

However,we should rem em berthatthe ASL critical-

ity holdsonly forlarge 
avorsofcriticalDirac spinons.

Ifthe 
avor num ber is not su�ciently large,the inter-

nalcharge e is not screened out satisfactorily by criti-

calDirac ferm ions. Then,gauge interactions can m ake

bound statesofDiracferm ions,resultingin m assiveDirac

spinons.Thisisknown to bespontaneouschiralsym m e-

try breaking (S�SB )[20, 21, 22, 23, 24]. In the case

ofphysicalSU(2) antiferrom agnetsit is not clear ifthe

ASL criticality rem ainsstableowing to theS�SB caus-

ing antiferrom agnetism . It is believed that there exists

the critical
avor num ber N c associated with S�SB in

Q E D 3[20,21].But,theprecisevalueofthecriticalnum -

berisfarfrom consensus[21].Ifthecriticalvalueislarger

than 2,the S�SB is expected to occurforthe physical

N = 2 case,resulting in m assive spinons. O n the other

hand,in the case ofN c < 2 the ASL criticality rem ains

stable againstthe S�SB . Experim entally,an antiferro-

m agneticlong rangeorderisobserved in theSU(2)anti-

ferrom agnet.Thisleadsusto considerthe S�SB in the

ASL. In Eq. (1) SM represents the contribution ofa

ferm ion m assdueto theS�SB .m  isa m assparam eter

corresponding to staggered m agnetization. ~n represents


uctuations ofNeelorder param eter �elds regarded as

G oldstonebosonsin theS�SB .~� isPaulim atrix acting

on thespin (
avor)spaceofDiracspinons.Them asspa-

ram eterm  can be determ ined by a self-consistentgap

equation,given by m  � e2exp[� 2�=
p
N c=N � 1]in the

1=N approxim ation[20]. Varying the 
avor num ber N

controlsthem assparam eterm  .In thepresentpaperwe

use the m assm  asa controlling param eterofthe quan-

tum phase transition. This is analogous to a quantum

phasetransitionin theN L�M ,wherethequantum phase

transition isrealized by varying thespin sti�nessparam -

eterassociated with the value ofspin in the system [31].

For com pleteness of this paper we brie
y sketch the

derivation ofdynam icalm assgeneration in appendix B.

Thereareadditionalferm ion bilinearsconnected with the

Neelstateby "chiral" transform ationsbecausetheSA SL
in Eq.(1)hasm oresym m etriesthan thoseoftheHeisen-

berg m odel[23,32,33].Theseorderparam etersareasso-

ciated with valance bond orders[23,32,33]. But,in the

presentpaperweconsideronly theNeelorderparam eter

in orderto takeaccountoftheAF described by theO (3)

N L�M .

Contributions ofhigh energy spinons in SA SL + SM
lead to theSN L �M in thegradientexpansion[24,32,34].

Thise�ectiveaction isnothing buttheO (3)N L�M de-

scribing a collinearspin order. In the SN L �M we intro-

duced a Lagrange m ultiplier �eld � to im pose the rigid

rotorconstraintj~nj2 = 1. In appendix C we give a de-

tailed derivation oftheN L�M .Thetotale�ectiveaction

SA SL + SM + SN L �M called ferm ionicN L�M in Eq.(1)

naturally describesthe quantum AF resulting from the
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ASL via S�SB at half�lling. Based on this ferm ionic

O (3)N L�M weinvestigatetheQ C P oftheAF to ASL

transition.

In Eq.(1)weconcentrateon theK ondo-likespin cou-

pling term ~n �� ~� between antiferrom agnetic spin 
uc-

tuations~n and Diracferm ions �.Thisterm showsthat

an antiferrom agnetic excitation ofspin 1 can fraction-

alize into two ferm ionic spinons ofspin 1=2. But,long

rangegaugeinteractionsprohibitantiferrom agneticspin


uctuations from decaying into spinons. Because m as-

sive Dirac spinons in the S�SB can generate only the

M axwellkineticenergyforthegauge�eld a� viaparticle-

hole polarizations,they should be con�ned to form spin

1 antiferrom agnetic 
uctuations owing to the e�ect of

instantons. Rem em ber that the M axwellgauge theory

showscon�nem entofcharged m atter �elds in (2+ 1)D

owing to thecondensation ofinstantons[27,28,29].Asa

result spinon-antispinon com posites appear to be iden-

ti�ed with spin 1 antiferrom agnetic 
uctuations, i.e.,

~n = h� ~� i, where h:::i denotes a vacuum expectation

value.A resulting e�ective�eld theory forthisantiferro-

m agnetisobtained to be

ZA F =

Z

D ~�e� S� ;

S� =

Z

d
3
x
N m  

4�

�

j@�~�j
2
+
(~� � @�~�)

2

1� j~�j2

�

�

Z

d
3
x
N m  

4�

�

j@�~�j
2
+ (~� � @�~�)

2

�

; (2)

where the Neelvectorisrepresented as~n = (~�;n3)with

n3 =
p
1� j~�j2.In thelastlineweobtained an e�ective

�eld theory forsm all
uctuationsof~� �eldsaround the

Neelaxisn3 by using n3 � 1� (1=2)j~�j2.The~� �eldsare

nothing but aniferrom agnons,considered to be spinon-

antispinon com posites�� = h� ��  i= �1 � i�2 with the

relativistic spectrum of! = k in the low energy lim it.

The lastterm in the lastline representsinteractionsbe-

tween antiferrom agnons.Low energy physicsin thiscon-

ventionalquantum antiferrom agnetiswelldescribed by

the interacting antiferrom agnons[19].

III. Q U A N T U M P H A SE T R A N SIT IO N FR O M

A N T IFER R O M A G N ET ISM T O A LG EB R A IC

SP IN LIQ U ID

A . E�ective Field T heory

Reducing them assparam eterm  in Eq.(1)resultsin

the Q C P ofthe AF to ASL transition. Itisim portant

torealizethatalthough theDiracspinonsarecon�ned to

form antiferrom agnonsin theAF ,they should bedecon-

�ned to em ergein theASL.In orderto investigatetheir

con�nem ent to decon�nem ent transition,Dirac spinons

should be explicitly introduced in the e�ective action.

Especially,itneedsm uch careto treattheSM in Eq.(1)

representingspin fractionalization.In theAF thespinon

m asscan be considered to be in�nite owing to the con-

�nem ent of spinons, allowing us to ignore the process

ofspinon fractionalization.Thisperm itsusto integrate

overthespinon degreesoffreedom com pletely and obtain

thee�ectiveN L�M Eq.(2)in term sofonly theNeelor-

derparam eter�elds.O n the otherhand,nearthe Q C P

thisfullintegration ofspinonsisdi�cultto be justi�ed.

Becausethem assparam eterm  becom essm allnearthe

criticalpoint,thespin fractionalizationcannotbeignored

and thus, should be taken into account appropriately.

Neel�eldsand Diracspinonsshould betreated on equal

footing. In order to solve the K ondo-like spin coupling

term SM in Eq. (1),we utilize the C P 1 representation

~n = 1

2
zy�~���0z�0 or equally,~n � ~� = U �3U y, where z�

isa bosonic spinon and U ,itscorresponding SU(2)m a-

trix U =

 

z" � z
y

#

z# z
y

"

!

.InsertingthisC P 1 representation

intoEq.(1),theK ondocouplingterm ofm  
� �~���0 �0� ~n

is written to be LK = m  
� �(U �

3U y)��0 �0. Now this

K ondo coupling term can be easily solved by the follow-

ing gaugetransform ation

	 � = U
y

��0
 �0; (3)

resulting in LK = m  
�	 ��

3
��0	 �0. Physicalm eaning of

this gauge transform ation is clear. At the Q C P criti-

calbosonic spinonsU
y

��0 are expected to hybridize with

the ferm ionic spinons �0 via the K ondo coupling,thus

screening outtheirspin degreesoffreedom and resulting

in the spinlessferm ions	 �.

Representing Eq. (1) in term s of the fractionalized

�eldsU ��0 and 	 �,wealreadym entioned thattheK ondo

coupling term iscom pletely solved to be m  
�	 ��

3
��0	 �0.

In this representation the scattering e�ect offerm ionic

spinons  � by spin 
uctuations ~n appears in the ki-

netic energy ofspinons as �	 �
�(U
y@�U )��0	 �0,where

currents ofthe spinless ferm ions couple to those ofthe

bosonicspinons,

Z =

Z

D U D 	 �D a�e
� S;

S =

Z

d
3
x

h
�	 �
�([@� � ia�]���0 + [U

y
@�U ]��0)	 �0

+ m  
�	 ��

3

��0	 �0 +
1

2e2
j@ � aj2

+ Tr

�
N m  

8�
j@�(U �

3U y
)j2
�i

: (4)

This action has Ua(1)
N

Uc(1) local gauge sym m etry.

The form er Ua(1) guarantees the invariance ofthe ac-

tion Eq.(4)underthe gaugetransform ationsof

 
0
� = e

i�
 �, 	

0
� = e

i�
	 �;

U 0
��0 = U��0, a0� = a� + @��: (5)

Thisisnothingbutthegaugesym m etry oftheU(1)slave

bosonrepresentation.O ntheotherhand,thelatterUc(1)
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con�rm stheinvarianceofEq.(4)underthegaugetrans-

form ationsof

 0
� =  �0, 	

0
� = [ei#�

3

]��0	 �0;

U 0
��0 = U��[e

� i#�
3

]�� 0, a0� = a�: (6)

Thisnew localgauge sym m etry originates from the C P 1

representation and im plies that there should be a U(1)

gauge�eld correspondingto thegaugesym m etry.Indeed,

perform ing som estandard algebra such astheHubbard-

Stratonovich transform ation,we can reach the following

e�ective action

Z =

Z

D U D c�D 	 �D a�e
� S
;

S =

Z

d3x

h
�	 �
�([@� � ia�]���0 � ic��

3

��0)	 �0

+ m  
�	 ��

3

��0	 �0 �
�

N m  

j�	 �
��
3

��0	 �0j
2
+

1

2e2
j@ � aj

2

+ Tr

�
N m  

4�
j(@� � ic��

3
)U yj2

�

+
1

2g2
j@ � cj2

i

: (7)

Here c� is a new com pact U(1) gauge �eld guarantee-

ing the Uc(1) localgauge sym m etry, where the gauge

�eld c� is transform ed into c0� = c� + @�# under the

transform ations in Eq. (6). g is an internal charge

of the bosonic spinons U
y

��0
and the spinless ferm ions

	 �. The spinless ferm ions have both internalcharges,

e and g. The kinetic energy of the SU(2) m atrix U y

can be expressed into the fam iliar C P 1 representation,

Tr

�
N m  

4�
j(@� � ic��

3)U yj2
�

=
N m  

2�
j(@� � ic�)z�j

2.The

M axwellkineticenergy ofthegauge�eld c� can besafely

introduced as the contribution of high energy bosonic

spinons because the M axwellgauge action is irrelevant

in (2+ 1)D in therenorm alization group (RG )senseand

thus,doesnota�ectphysicsofthe Q C P .

W e would like to em phasize that Eq. (7) is justan-

other representation of Eq. (1). For this exact trans-

form ation to be physically m eaningfulbeyond a m ath-

em atical derivation, there should exist the decon�ned

quantum criticality ofthe N L�M allowing decon�ned

bosonic spinons at the Q C P . In other words,at least

the N L�M in the e�ective �eld theory Eq. (7) should

be stable in the RG sense. This is the reason why we

usetheterm ,"based on theconjectureofthedecon�ned

quantum criticality," in the introduction. Fortunately,

thisdecon�ned quantum criticality wasshown to existin

Refs.[2,3]by an RG analysis,aswillbediscussed later.

Based on the exacttransform ation and the existence of

the decon�ned quantum criticality,we discussthe Q C P

between theAF and theASL.W hen thedecon�nem ent

ofbosonic spinonsisnotallowed owing to instanton ef-

fectsofcom pactU(1)gauge �eldsc�,the e�ective �eld

theory Eq. (7) becom es unstable in the present decou-

pling schem eand thus,anothere�ectivetheory necessar-

ily results. This indeed happens away from the Q C P ,

where the O (3) N L�M with the Neelvectors and the

Q E D 3 with the m asslessDirac spinonsand slave boson

U(1)gauge�eldsrecoverfrom Eq.(7)in the AF and in

the ASL,respectively.

Thegaugetransform ation Eq.(3)introduced forsolv-

ing the K ondo coupling term in Eq. (1) m ay be still

suspected to be unnaturalalthough sim ilar decoupling

schem eshave been utilized in the contextofthe K ondo

lattice m odel[15,16,18]. In this respect it is necessary

to understand the presentm ethodology m ore deeply by

com paring thiswith otherwellstudied ones.A good ex-

am pleisa d� wave BCS theory forsuperconductivity of

high Tc cuprates[35,36].In the contextofd� wave su-

perconductivity thecoupling term ofj�je i�c"c# between

Cooper pairs and electrons plays the sam e role as the

K ondo coupling term ofm  ~n �� �~���0 �0 between spin


uctuationsand Dirac spinonsin the contextofantifer-

rom agnetism . Here j�jand � are the am plitude and

phase ofCooperpair�elds,analogousto m  and ~n,re-

spectively. In order to solve this coupling term several

kinds of gauge transform ations are introduced[35, 36].

In thesedecouplingschem escriticalphase
uctuationsof

Cooperpairsscreen outchargedegreesoffreedom ofelec-

trons,causing electrically neutralbut spinfulelectrons

called "spinons".Asa resultthephasefactordisappears

in the coupling term when it is rewritten in term s of

spinons.Instead,thiscoupling e�ectappearsascurrent-

current interactions ofneutralspinons and phase �elds

ofCooper pairs in the kinetic energy ofelectrons. De-

pendingon thegaugetransform ations,Z2[35]orU(1)[36]

gauge�eldsareobtained.In thisrespectthegaugetrans-

form ation Eq. (3) naturally extends the m ethodology of

chargeU(1)sym m etryin thecontextofsuperconductivity

to thatofspin SU(2)sym m etry in the contextofantifer-

rom agnetism .

In orderto convince criticalphysicistsofthe e�ective

action Eq.(7),in appendix D weshow thatEq.(7)can

be derived directly from the antiferrom agnetic Heisen-

berg Ham iltonian in a standard fashion. W e would like

to suggestonegood reference[37]which derivesa sim ilar

e�ectiveaction with Eq.(7)from theHubbard Ham ilto-

nian using thesam e decoupling schem e.

B . Q uantum P hase Transition from

A ntiferrom agnetism to A lgebraic Spin Liquid

Now wediscussthequantum phasetransition between

the AF and the ASL based on Eq. (7). The criti-

calvalue ofthe m ass param eter m  for the antiferro-

to para-m agnetic transition is assum ed to be m c
 . In

the case ofm  > m c
 condensation ofbosonic spinons

occurs,< U
y

��0
> 6= 0 (< z� > 6= 0), causing the AF .

The spinon condensation leads the gauge �eld c� to be

m assive (Anderson-Higgs m echanism ). In the context

ofgauge theories this phase corresponds to the Higgs-

con�nem entphase[28,29],where the m atter �elds with

internalcharge g are con�ned to form gauge singlets.

The condensed bosonic spinons U��0 are con�ned with
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TABLE I:Q uantum phase transition from antiferrom agnetism to algebraic spin liquid

Antiferrom agnetism Q uantum CriticalPoint Algebraic Spin Liquid

m  > m
c
 m  = m

c
 m  < m

c
 

O rderParam eter < U
y

�� 0
> 6= 0 (< z� > 6= 0) < U

y

�� 0
> = 0 (< z� > = 0)

g U�� 0	 � 0 !  �  � ! U�� 0	 � 0 U�� 0	 � 0 !  �

Con�nem entofg D econ�nem entofg Con�nem entofg

e  ��
�

�� 0
 � 0 ! �

� �	 �	 � ! � � �  �

Con�nem entofe Con�nem entofe D econ�nem entofe

Elem entary �
�

U
y

�� 0
(z�),c�  �,a�

Excitations Antiferrom agnons CriticalBosonic Spinons CriticalFerm ionic Spinons

thespinlessferm ions	 �0 and otherbosonicspinonsU
y

��0

to m ake the ferm ionic spinons  � and the Neelorder

param eter �elds ~n, respectively. Integrating over the

m assive U(1) gauge �eld c� in Eq. (7), we obtain

the following Lagrangian of L = � �
�(@� � ia�) � +
1

2e2
j@� aj2+ m  

� �~���0 �0� ~n+
N m  

4�
j@�~nj

2,wherethelo-

calinteractionsbetween spinlessferm ionsare cancelled.

In the AF the Neel vectors align to the z direction.

Adm itting transverse 
uctuations of the Neel vectors,

we obtain an e�ective �eld theory,L A F = � n
�(@� �

ia�) n+ m  
� n�

3
nm  m +

1

2e2
j@� aj2� 1

2
m  

� n�
3
nm  m j~�j

2+

m  
� n~�nm  m � ~� +

N m  

4�

�

j@�~�j
2 + (~� � @�~�)

2

�

,where we

used n3 =
p
1� j~�j2 � 1� 1

2
j~�j2 asEq.(2).Them assive

Dirac spinons should be con�ned to form the antiferro-

m agnons�� .Asa resulttheconventionalAF described

by Eq.(2)recoversfrom Eq.(7).

In ourrecentstudy[34]weproposed an interestingpos-

sibility that m assive Dirac spinons can appear to m ake

broad continuum spectrum at high energies in inelastic

neutron scattering[38].Them echanism ofspinon decon-

�nem entresultsfrom theexistenceofferm ion zerom odes

in single instanton potentials. Neelvectorscan m ake a

skyrm ion con�guration around an instanton ofthe com -

pactU(1)gauge�eld a�.Rem arkably,in the instanton-

skyrm ion com positepotentialthe Dirac spinon isshown

to havea zero m ode.Theem ergenceoftheferm ion zero

m odeforbidsthecondensation ofinstantons,resulting in

the decon�nem ent ofDirac spinons in the AF . Notice

thatthe Diracspinonsarem assiveowing to S�SB .

Approaching the Q C P (m  ! m c
 ), the critical

bosonicspinonsz� (U
y

��0
)would bedecon�ned[1,2,3,4]

to exhibit broad continuum spectrum in spin suscepti-

bility. In Ref. [2]Berry phase is shown to play a cru-

cialroleforthe decon�nem entofbosonic spinonsatthe

Q C P . Berry phase givesrise to destructive interference

for instanton excitations of the c� gauge �elds. As a

result only quadrupled instanton excitations contribute

to a partition function for the N L�M . These quadru-

pled instanton excitationsare known to be irrelevantat

the Q C P [2]. O n the other hand,in Refs. [1,3,4]the

spinon decon�nem entisclaim ed to occureven in the ab-

sence ofBerry phase.In thesestudies[1,3,4]thecrucial

pointistheexistenceofquantum criticality itself.Inter-

nalelectricchargesofspinonscan besu�ciently screened

by critical
uctuationsofspinons. The sm allerinternal

electriccharges,thelargerinternalm agneticcharges.As

a result instanton excitations can be irrelevant at the

Q C P .Especially,in Ref.[3]the presentauthorpointed

outthattheC P 1 action oftheN L�M in theeasy plane

lim it has two kinds of �xed points owing to an addi-

tionalvortex gauge �eld in the dualvortex representa-

tion. O ne isthe charged �xed point(inverted XY �xed

point) and the other,the neutral�xed point (XY �xed

point). In Ref. [3]the inverted XY �xed pointis iden-

ti�ed with the Q C P studied by Senthilet al.[2]. The

inverted XY �xed pointisshown to be unstable against

instanton excitations and the instanton excitations are

proliferated. Since condensation ofinstantons does not

allow spinon unbinding,this is consistentwith the con-

clusion ofSenthiland coworkers,thatis,with theabsence

ofspinon decon�nem entwithouta Berry phaseterm .At

the inverted XY criticalpointthe spinon decon�nem ent

can occur only in the presence ofBerry phase. O n the

otherhand,theXY �xed pointisshown to rem ain stable

againstinstanton excitations. From the RG analysisin

Ref.[3]one seesthatalthough o� criticality the instan-

tonsare relevanteverywhere,they becom e irrelevantat

the XY Q C P .Thisallowsspinon decon�nem ent,which

isdi�erentfrom the conclusion by Senthiletal.[2],since

thisnovelcriticalpointdoesnotcoincidewith theirone.

TheXY �xed pointis,instead,identi�ed with theQ C P

studied by Bernevig etal.[1],thusshowing thatthe de-

con�nem entofspinonstakesplaceeven withouttheBerry

phase.SeeRef.[3]fordetails.W ewould liketo m ention

the result ofM onte-Carlo sim ulation[4]supporting the

existence ofdecon�ned spinonsatthe Q C P ofthe O (3)

N L�M withoutBerry phase.They claim ed thatcritical


uctuations ofbosonic spinons result in a nonlocalac-

tion ofU(1)gauge�eldsand thiscontribution causesthe

decon�nem entofspinons[4].

Although the internalchargeg isdecon�ned owing to

critical
uctuations ofthe bosonic spinons,the spinless

ferm ions	 � would notappearatthe Q C P .Rem em ber

that the 	 � carries the internalcharge e. The spinless

ferm ions would feelcon�ning interactions m ediated by

U(1)gauge
uctuationsa� owing to their�nitem assm
c
 

at the Q C P . Ignoring antiferrom agnetic spin 
uctua-

tions,i.e.,~n = ẑ in them ean �eld level,onecan �nd that

theantiferro-to para-m agnetictransition isdeterm ined

by theself-consistentgap equation in Ref.[20](appendix

B).In thiscasethespinon m assm  iszeroatthecritical
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point. However,allowing spin 
uctuations beyond the

m ean �eld level,thecriticalvalueofthespinon m assfor

the m agnetic transition would notbe zero. Thiscan be

justi�ed by the RG analysisofthe O (3)N L�M . Using

the standard poor m an’s scaling for the SN L �M in Eq.

(1),oneobtainsthewellknown RG equation forthespin

sti�nessm  in (2+ 1)D [39]

dm
� 1
 

dl
= � m

� 1

 
+ �m

� 1

 

2
; (8)

where l is a scaling param eter and �, a positive nu-

m ericalconstant. This RG equation yields three �xed

points;m  ! 1 ,m  ! 0,and m  ! m c
 = �,cor-

responding to AF ,quantum disordered param agnetism ,

and Q C P , respectively. The nonzero criticalcoupling

in m c
 
� �~���0 �0 � ~n at the Q C P seem s to be consis-

tent with that of the K ondo lattice m odel[14, 15, 16]

which has a sim ilar structure with Eq. (7). Integra-

tion over the m assive ferm ions generates the M axwell

kinetic energy of the gauge �eld a�. In this case the

well known classic result by Polyakov[27] can be ap-

plied,leading to con�nem ent ofthe charge e. The re-

sulting critical�eld theory is obtained from Eq. (7) to

beLQ C P =
N m

c
 

2�
j(@� � ic�)z�j

2+ 1

2g2
j@� cj2,wherec� is

a noncom pactU(1)gauge �eld. In appendix E,in order

to con�rm thiscritical�eld theory we derive the sim ilar

criticaltheory in a di�erent way,where the Neel�elds

arenotintroduced.

In the case of m  < m c
 the bosonic spinons are

gapped,< U
y

��0 > = 0 (< z� > = 0). In order to cor-

rectly describe the ASL, the m assive bosonic spinons

should becon�ned with thespinlessferm ionsto form the

ferm ionic spinons.In otherwords,the internalcharge g

should becon�ned via gauge
uctuationsc�.AstheRG

Eq. (8)showsm  ! 0,the spinlessferm ions	 � would

becom e m assless in the quantum disordered param ag-

netism .O necan think thatthevanishingm assm akesthe

	 � �eld critical,resulting in decon�nem entofthe inter-

nalchargeg owingcritical
uctuationsoftheseferm ions.

However,thisguessisnotcorrect.Thevanishingferm ion

m ass gives rise to one problem that the strength oflo-

calinteractions goes to in�nity in Eq. (7). In order to

treatthe in�nitely strong localinteractions,we perform

the Hubbard-Stratonovich transform ation in Eq. (7)to

obtain S =
R
d3x

h
�	 �
�([@� � ia�]���0 � ic��

3
��0)	 �0 +

1

2e2
j@ � aj2 + 1

2�g2
j@ � cj2 � i�� �	 �
��

3
��0	 �0

i

,where the

gapped bosonic spinons are integrated out to produce

the M axwellkinetic energy ofthe gauge �eld c� with a

renorm alized coupling strength �g,and �� isan auxiliary

�eld to im pose the localinteractions. In the above we

utilized m  ! 0. Integration over the auxiliary �eld

�� results in the local constraint, �	 �
��
3
��0	 �0 = 0,

indicating that the 	 � �elds do not screen out the in-

ternal charge g. O nly the M axwell kinetic energy is

available,causing con�nem ent ofthe charge g[27]. The

gapped bosonicspinonsshould becon�ned with thespin-

lessferm ionsto m aketheDiracspinons.Sincethee�ec-

tive �eld theory Eq. (7) is unstable in the param eter

range ofm  < m c
 ,a new e�ective theory necessarily

results. Inserting 	 � = U��0 �0 into Eq. (7)underthe

constraintof �	 �
��
3
��0	 �0 = 0 and integrating overthe

gapped bosonicspinonsU
y

��0,wecan obtain thefollowing

Lagrangian ofLA SL = � �
�(@� � ia�) � +
1

2e2
j@ � aj2.

Localinteractions of spinon currents j� �
� �j
2 would

appearin the above e�ective Lagrangian,butthisterm

doesnota�ectlow energy physicsbecauseitisirrelevant

in (2+ 1)D in the RG sense. As discussed earlier,the

Dirac spinonswith the internalcharge e are decon�ned

to em erge at the charged �xed point ofthe L A SL . W e

sum m arize the quantum phase transition from the AF

to the ASL in Table I.

IV . SU M M A R Y

In sum m ary,we proposed the fractionalization ofthe

Dirac spinons into the bosonic spinons and spinless

ferm ionsnearthequantum criticalpointbetween thean-

tiferrom agnetism and thealgebraicspin liquid (TableI).

Based on this conjecture we constructed the "m other"

critical�eld theory Eq.(7)and showed thatthe antifer-

rom agnetism and the algebraic spin liquid can success-

fully recoverfrom Eq.(7).
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A P P EN D IX A

In appendix A we brie
y sketch how to obtain the

SA SL in Eq. (1) from the antiferrom agnetic Heisen-

berg m odelon two dim ensionalsquare lattices, H J =

J
P

< i;j>
~Si �~Sj with J > 0. Inserting the following

spinon representation for spin, ~Si = 1

2
f
y

i�~���0fi�0 into

the above Heisenberg m odel,and perform ing the stan-

dard Hubbard-Stratonovich transform ation for an ex-

change interaction channel, we obtain an e�ective one

body Ham iltonian for ferm ions coupled to an orderpa-

ram eter,H eff = � J
P

< i;j>
f
y

i��ijfj� � h:c:. Here fi�
is a ferm ionic spinon with spin � = ";#,and �ij is an

auxiliary �eld called a hopping order param eter. No-

tice that the hopping order param eter �ij is a com -

plex num ber de�ned on links ij. Thus, it can be de-

com posed into �ij = j�ijje
i�ij,where j�ijjand �ij are

the am plitude and phase ofthe hopping order param -

eter,respectively. Inserting this representation for the
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�ij into the e�ective Ham iltonian, we obtain H eff =

� J
P

< i;j>
j�ijjf

y

i�e
i�ijfj� � h:c:W e can easily see that

this e�ective Ham iltonian has an internal U(1) gauge

sym m etry,H 0
eff[f

0
i�;�

0
ij]= H eff[fi�;�ij]under the fol-

lowing U(1) phase transform ations, f0i� = ei�ifi� and

�0ij = �ij + �i � �j. This im plies that the phase �eld

�ij ofthe hopping order param eterplays the sam e role

as a U(1) gauge �eld aij. W hen a spinon hops on lat-

tices,it obtains an Aharnov-Bohm phase owing to the

U(1)gauge�eld aij.Itisknown thata stablem ean �eld

phaseisa� 
ux stateifan antiferrom agneticorderisnot

taken intoaccount[6,22].Thism eansthataspinon gains

the phase of� when it turns around one plaquette. In

the � 
ux phase low energy elem entary excitations are

m assless Dirac spinons near nodalpoints showing gap-

less Dirac spectrum and U(1) gauge 
uctuations[6,22].

In the low energy lim it the am plitude j�ijjis frozen to

j�ijj= Jj< f
y

j�fi� > j.A resulting e�ective �eld theory

forthispossible quantum param agnetism ofthe antifer-

rom agneticHeisenberg m odelisQ E D 3 in term sofm ass-

less Dirac spinons interacting via com pact U(1) gauge

�elds,SA SL in Eq.(1).

In the SA SL  � =

�
�+�
���

�

isa fourcom ponentm ass-

less Dirac ferm ion,where � = 1;2 represents its SU(2)

spin (";#)and � denotethenodalpointsof(�=2;� �=2)

in m om entum space.Usually,SU(N)quantum antiferro-

m agnetsare considered by generalizing the spin com po-

nents � = 1;2 into � = 1;2;:::;N . The two com ponent

spinors��� aregiven by �
+

1
=

�
f"1e
f"1o

�

,�
�
1
=

�
f"2o
f"2e

�

,

�
+

2
=

�
f#1e
f#1o

�

, and �
�
2
=

�
f#2o
f#2e

�

, respectively. In

the spinon �eld fabc a = ";# represents its SU(2) spin,

b = 1;2, the nodalpoints (+ ;� ), and c = e;o, even

and odd sites, respectively[22]. Dirac m atrices 
� are

given by 
0 =

�
�3 0

0 � �3

�

, 
1 =

�
�2 0

0 � �2

�

, and


2 =

�
�1 0

0 � �1

�

,respectively,where they satisfy the

Cli�ord algebra [
�;
�]+ = 2���[22].

A P P EN D IX B

In appendixB,forcom pletenessofthispaperwebrie
y

sketch how we obtain the dynam ically generated spinon

m ass m  in SM in Eq. (1). A single spinon prop-

agator is given by G � 1(k) = G
� 1
0
(k)� �(k), where

G
� 1
0
(k) = i
�k� is the inverse ofa bare spinon prop-

agator, and �(k), a spinon self-energy resulting from

long range gauge interactions. The spinon self-energy is

determ ined by the self-consistentgap equation,�(k)=
R

d
3
q

(2�)3
Tr[
�G (k� q)
�D ��(q)],whereD ��(q)isa renor-

m alized propagator of the U(1) gauge �eld a� due to

particle-holeexcitationsofm asslessDiracferm ions.The

self-energy can bewritten as�(k)= � m  (k)�
3 forstag-

gered m agnetization[22]. Inserting this representation

into the above self-consistent gap equation, we obtain

the following expression for the spinon m ass,m  (p) =
R

d
3
k

(2�)3

� m  (k)
�

k2+ m 2

 
(k)

D ��(p � k). The renorm alized gauge

propagatorD ��(q)isobtained to beD ��(q)� � � 1
�� (q)=

8

N q

�

����
q� q�

q2

�

in theLorentzgauge[22],where� ��(q)=

� N
R

d
3
k

(2�)3
Tr[
�G 0(k)
�G 0(k � q)] is the polarization

function ofm asslessDirac ferm ions in the 1=N approx-

im ation. Inserting this gauge propagator into the gap

equation and perform ing an angularintegration,onecan

�nd m  (p)=
4

N �2p

R�
0
dk

km  (k)

k2+ m 2

 
(k)
(k+ p� jk� pj),where

� isa m om entum cuto�[22]. Thisintegralexpression is

equivalentto the di�erentialequation, d

dp

�

p2
dm  (p)

dp

�

=

� 8

�2N

p
2
m  (p)

p2+ m 2

 
(p)

with boundary conditions,�
dm  (p)

dp p= �
+

m  (�) = 0 and 0 � m  (0) < 1 [20,22]. In Ref. [20]

this equation is wellanalyzed in detail. Its solution is

given by m  � e2exp[� 2�=
p
N c=N � 1]in the case of

N < N c[20,23].

A P P EN D IX C

In appendix C wediscusshow theO (3)N L�M can be

derived from the e�ective action SA SL + SM in Eq.(1).

Integration overtheDiracferm ionsin SA SL + SM results

in the following expression

SN L �M = � ln

hZ

D  �expf�

Z

d3x

�
� �
�(@� � ia�) �

+ m  
� �(~n � ~���0) �0

�

g

i

= � N lndet

h


�(@� � ia�)+ m  ~n � ~�

i

� �
N

2
lndet(� @2 + m 2

 )

+

Z

d
3
x

�
N m  

4�
j@�~nj

2
+

N

12�m  

j@ � aj
2

�

: (C1)
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The second term in the last line is wellderived in Ref.

[24],

�
N

2
lndet

h

1�
m  
�@�(~n � ~�)

� @2 + m 2
 

i

= �
N

2
Tr

Z

d3xhxjln

h

1�
m  
�@�(~n � ~�)

� @2 + m 2

 

i

jxi

= �
N

2

Z

d3x

Z
d3k

(2�)3

e
� ikx

Trln

h

1�
m  
�@�(~n � ~�)

� @2 + m 2

 

i

e
ikx

= �
N

2

Z

d3x

Z
d3k

(2�)3

Trln

h

1�
m  
�@�(~n � ~�)

k2 + m 2
 
� 2ik�@� � @2

i

�

Z

d
3
x
N

4

Z
d3k

(2�)3
Tr

�
m  
�@�(~n � ~�)

k2 + m 2

 

�2

=

Z

d3x
N m  

4�
j@�~nj

2: (C2)

In the above Tr standsfornota functionalbuta usual

m atrix traceforboth 
avor(spin)and spinorindices.In

going from the third to the fourth line we have dragged

the factor eikx through the operator, thus shifting all

di�erentialoperators@� ! @� + ik�[24].Expanding the

argum entofthe logarithm ic term in powersof@�~n and

of2ik�@� + @2,one can easily obtain the expression in

the �fth line. Perform ing the m om entum integration,

we obtain an e�ective spin sti�ness proportionalto the

m ass param eter m  . This im plies that the rigidity of


uctuations in the Neel�eld is controlled by the m ass

param eter m  ofDirac spinons. Eq. (C2) is nothing

but the O (3) N L�M describing a collinear spin order.

Note that higher orderderivative term s in the gradient

expansion areirrelevantin (2+ 1)D in the RG sense.

Next,we sketch the derivation ofthe M axwellgauge

action. Expanding the argum ent of the logarithm ic

term in Eq. (C1) to the second order of the gauge

�eld a�,weobtain Sgauge =
R

d
3
q

(2�)3
1

2
a�(q)� ��(q)a�(� q),

where the ferm ion polarization function � ��(q) is

given by � ��(q) = � N
R

d
3
k

(2�)3
Tr[
�G (k + q)
�G (k)]

with the single spinon propagator G (k) = [i
�k� +

m  ~n � ~�]� 1. Utilizing the Feynm an identity and trace

identity of Dirac gam m a m atrices, one can obtain

the following expression for the polarization function,

� ��(q) = 2N (TrI)
�(2� D =2)

(4�)D =2 (q2��� � q�q�)
R1
0
dx(1 �

x)x(m 2

 + q
2x(1� x))D =2� 2 =

(T rI)N

4�
(q2���� q�q�)

�
m  

2q2
+

q
2
� 4m

2

 

4q3
sin

� 1
�

qp
4m 2

 
+ q2

��

[22]. This leads to the

M axwellgaugeaction in Eq.(C1).

W e should com m entthe reason why im aginary term s

do not arise in the present N L�M because som e pre-

vious studies have shown the em ergence of im aginary

term s[40, 41]. Following the evaluations in Ref. [41],

one can obtain two im aginary term s in the irreducible

representation ofgam m a m atrices;oneisacouplingterm

ia�J� between topologicallynontrivialferm ioniccurrents

J� = 1

8�
�������
n

�@�n
�@�n


 and U(1)gauge �elds a�,

and the other, a geom etrical phase iN ��[~n][40, 41].

The key point is the representation of Dirac gam m a

m atrices[42]. Here,we utilized four-by-four Dirac m a-

tricesby com bining the two nodalpoints.Note thatthe

signsofPaulim atricesin the Diracgam m a m atricesare

oppositeforthenodalpoints� .Thisfactresultsin can-

cellation of the im aginary term s. The �rst im aginary

term can be considered from a variation ofthe logarith-

m ic term in Eq. (C1) with respect to the gauge �eld

a�

iN Tr

h


��a�
1


�(@� � ia�)+ m  (~n � ~�)

i

= iN Tr

h


��a�
� 
�(@� � ia�)+ m  (~n � ~�)

� [
�(@� � ia�)]
2 + m 2

 
� m  
�@�(~n � ~�)

i

� iN Tr

h


��a�
m  (~n � ~�)

� @2 + m 2
 

�
m  
�@�(~n � ~�)

� @2 + m 2
 

�2i

: (C3)

In this expression the key pointis the triple productof

Diracm atrices,
�
�
� in thelastline.In theirreducible

representation ofgam m a m atrices,i.e.,Paulim atrices,

thiscontribution isnonzero,leading to ����.Asa result

the im aginary term ofia��������
n
�@�n

�@�n

 can be

obtained[40,41].Another���
 associated with the Neel

vectorsappearsfrom thetripleproductofPaulim atrices,

�����
.O n theotherhand,in thepresentrepresentation

ofDirac m atricesthe contribution ofthe + nodalpoint

leads to + ���� while that ofthe � nodalpoint,� ����.

Thus,these two contributionsare exactly cancelled.The

geom etricalphase term ,considered from a variation of

the logarithm ic term in Eq. (C1) with respect to the

Neel�eld ~n[40,41],

� N Tr

h

m  �(~n � ~�)
1


�@� + m  (~n � ~�)

i

= � N Im Tr

h

m  �(~n � ~�)
� 
�@� + m  (~n � ~�)

� @2 + m 2
 
� m  
�@�(~n � ~�)

i

� N Tr

h

m  �(~n � ~�)
m  (~n � ~�)

� @2 + m 2
 

�
m  
�@�(~n � ~�)

� @2 + m 2
 

�3i

;(C4)

is also exactly zero owing to the sam e reason. Another

way to say this is that the signs ofm ass term s for the

Dirac ferm ions (�+n and ��n ) atthe two Dirac nodes (+

and� )areopposite,resultingin cancellation oftheparity

anom aly[42]. Ifwe �x the Neelvectorin the z direction

(~n = ẑ),we can see the opposite signs explicitly from

m  
� n�

z
nm  m = m   

y
n
0�

z
nm  m = m  �

+
n �z�

z
nm �

+
m �

m  �
�
n �z�

z
nm �

�
m = m  ��

+
n �

z
nm �

+
m � m  ��

�
n �

z
nm �

�
m . Both

m assiveDiracferm ions(��n )contributeto theim aginary

term s,respectively.However,the signsofthe im aginary

term sareoppositeand thus,thecancellation occurs.As

aresulttheim aginaryterm sdonotappearin thepresent

N L�M .Thiswasalready discussed in Refs.[43,44].
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It is possible that the m ass term s have the sam e

signs. Considering the two gam m a m atrices of 
4 =�
0 I

I 0

�

and 
5 =

�
0 I

� I 0

�

[22], we can obtain the

following m ass term s with the sam e signs, ~LM =

m  
� n
4
5�

z m = � m  ��
+
n �

z
nm �

+
m � m  ��

�
n �

z
nm �

�
m .

Thesem assterm scan arisefrom theSA SL in Eq.(1)via

S�SB because the ASL hasthe enlarged sym m etry[32,

33],asdiscussed earlier.In thiscasethecancellation dose

notoccurand thus,theim aginaryterm snecessarilyarise.

This AF would notbe conventionalsince it breaksnot

only tim e reversalsym m etry but also parity sym m etry.

W hen this AF disappears via strong quantum 
uctua-

tions,itscorresponding quantum disordered param agnet

is expected to be the chiralspin liquid[32,43,44]. In

thepresentpaperwedid notdiscussthequantum phase

transitionfrom thisanom alousantiferrom agnetism tothe

chiralspin liquid.

A P P EN D IX D

In appendix D we brie
y sketch a directderivation of

Eq.(7)from the antiferrom agneticHeisenberg Ham ilto-

nian H J = J
P

< i;j>
~Si�~Sj athalf�lling. Inserting the

U(1)slaveboson representation ofthespin operator~Si =
1

2
f
y

i�~���0fi�0 into theHeisenberg Ham iltonian,weobtain

H J = J

4

P

< i;j>
(f

y

i�~���0fi�0)� (f
y

j�~��� 0fj� 0). These two

body interactions ofspinons can be decoupled into the

Hartree (direct),Fock (exchange),Bogoliubov (pairing)

channels respectively, J

4
(f

y

i�~���0fi�0)� (f
y

j�~��� 0fj� 0) =

� J

8
[(f

y

i�~���0fi�0) � (f
y

j�~��� 0fj� 0) + (f
y

i�fi�)(f
y

j�fj�)] �

J

4
[(f

y

i�fj�)(f
y

j�fi�)� f
y

i�fi�]�
J

2
(f

y

i#
f
y

j"
� f

y

i"
f
y

j#
)(fj"fi# �

fj#fi")+
J

4
[45]. Perform ing the Hubbard-Stratonovich

transform ation for each interaction channel,we obtain

the following e�ectiveLagrangian

Leff =
X

i

f
y

i�(@� � iai� � �)fi� �
X

< i;j>

(f
y

i��ijfj� + h:c:)

�
X

< i;j>

f
y

i� ~m i� ~���0fi�0 �
X

< i;j>

�if
y

i�fi�

�
X

< i;j>

[� ij(f
y

i#
f
y

j"
� f

y

i"
f
y

j#
)+ h:c:]

+
1

J

X

ij

(j�ijj
2
+
1

2
j� ijj

2
)+

2

J

X

i

(j~m ij
2
+ �

2

i): (D1)

Here �ij isan exchange(hopping)orderparam eter,~m i,

a spin density wave order param eter,�i,a charge den-

sity wave orderparam eter,and � ij,a pairing orderpa-

ram eter. ai� is a Lagrange m ultiplier �eld to im pose

the single occupancy constraint off
y

i�fi� = 1,and �,

a spinon chem icalpotentialform ally introduced. In the

following we do not consider the pairing channel. In-

stead,wefocusourattention on thespinon exchangeand

m agnetization associated with theASL and AF ,respec-

tively. The ansatz ofan antiferrom agnetic order leads

us to the saddle point equations ofthe three order pa-

ram eters,�ij = Jhf
y

j�fi�i, ~m i =
J

4
(� 1)ihf

y

i��
3
��0fi�0îz,

and �i =
J

4
hf

y

i�fi�i.Athalf�lling thesaddlepointvalue

ofthe charge density wave order param eter is given by

�i = J=4.Shifting theai� �eld into iai� ! iai� � �� J=4

in Eq.(D1)leadsto the following e�ective Lagrangian

Leff =
X

i

f
y

i�(@� � iai�)fi� � �0

X

< i;j>

(f
y

i�e
iaijfj� + h:c:)

� m
X

< i;j>

f
y

i�
~
i� ~���0fi�0: (D2)

Here �0 = j�ijjand m = ~m i � ẑ are am plitudes ofthe

order param eters,assum ed to be uniform in space and

tim e.aij isthe phaseof�ij and ~
i,thatof~m i.

In order to derive Eq. (7) from the above e�ective

Lagrangian Eq.(D2),onecan usethe Haldanem apping

of~
i = (� 1)i~ni

q

1� ~L2
i+

~Li,where~niisaunitaryvector

representing the Neel�eld,and ~Li,the canting vector

orthogonalto~ni[31,39].UsingtheC P
1 representationof

~n� ~� = U �3U y and introducing thegaugetransform ation

ofd� = U
y

��0f�0 in Eq. (D2),one reachesthe following

Lagrangian

Leff =
X

i

d
y

i�([@� � iai�]���0 � [U
y
@�U ]��0)di�0

� �0

X

< i;j>

(d
y

i�U
y

i��e
iaijUj�� 0dj�0 + h:c:)

� m
X

i

d
y

i�[(� 1)
i�3��0

q

1� ~L2
i + ~���0 �~Li]di�0:(D3)

Integrating overthe spinlessferm ionsd�,expanding the

resulting ferm ion determ inant to the second order of

U y@�U and L�, and integrating out the canting �elds

L�,onecan �nally obtain theO (3)N L�M .Thisproce-

dureiswellderived in Ref.[37].Com bining the spinless

ferm ionswith thisN L�M in orderto exam inethem ag-

netic Q C P ,and perform ing the Hubbard-Stratonovich

transform ation used in section III-A,onecan �nd an ef-

fectiveaction with an em ergentU(1)gauge�eld c� sim -

ilarto Eq.(7)in the continuum lim it.

W e would like to com m enthow the presentstudy can

be expanded to the case ofgeom etrically frustrated lat-

tices. Rem em ber that in the present paper a collinear

spin orderisconsidered to resultin the O (3)N L�M in

Eq.(1).In thefrustrated antiferrom agnetsnon-collinear

spin orders are expected and thus,the present N L�M

cannotbe applied. In this case the unitary vector ~
 in

Eq. (D2) should be generalized to im pose non-collinear

spin orders. This requires a di�erent kind ofHaldane

m apping from the above. In this case a param agnetic

phase resulting from each non-collinearspin orderisan

interesting problem . Rem em ber that in appendix C we

m entioned an exciting quantum phasetransition from an
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anom alousantiferrom agnetism to the chiralspin liquid.

Thesetwo interesting studiesrem ain asfuture works.

A P P EN D IX E

In ordertocon�rm thepresentdescription oftheQ C P ,

we derive the sim ilar critical�eld theory,but in a to-

tally di�erentway wheretheNeelorderparam eter�elds

are not introduced. W e consider the following e�ective

Ham iltonian (appendix A and D)

H eff = � �0

X

< i;j>

(f
y

i�e
iaijfj� + h:c:)

� m
X

< i;j>

(� 1)if
y

i�~�
3

��0fi�0; (E1)

describing staggered m agnetization in the 
ux phase of

the Heisenberg m odel[46]. Because the 
ux phase re-

sults in m assless Dirac ferm ions near the nodalpoints,

the Q E D 3 with S�SB ,LQ E D = � �
�(@� � ia�) � +

m  
� � � +

1

2g2
j@� aj2 can bederived from Eq.(E1).W e

perform bosonization by attachinga
ux totheferm ionic

spinon,fi� = bi�exp

h

i
P

j�(i� j)(n j" + nj#)

i

,where

bi� is a statistically transm uted bosonic spinon with

ni� = f
y

i�fi� = b
y

i�bi�[47]. O ur strategy is to rewrite

Eq. (E1)in term s ofthe newly introduced boson �elds

bi�,

H eff = � �0

X

< i;j>

(b
y

i�e
iaije

ia
cs

ij bj� + h:c:)

� m
X

< i;j>

(� 1)
i
b
y

i�~�
3

��0bi�0 (E2)

with theconstraintof2�b
y

i�bi� ẑ = (~r �~acs)i,arisingfrom

the 
ux attachm ent. Here acsij isa Chern-Sim onsgauge

�eld with a statisticalangle� = �,guaranteeing thesta-

tisticaltransm utation oftheferm ionicspinons.Eq.(E2)

can bewritten to bein a generalgaugein thecontinuum

lim it

L = j(@� � ia� � ia
cs
� )��j

2
+ m

2

�j��j
2
+
u�

2
j��j

4

+
1

2g2
j@ � aj

2
+

i

4�
����a

cs
� @�a

cs
� ; (E3)

wheretheboson �eld b� isreplaced with acoarsegrained

�eld �� in the continuum lim it. Com paring Eq. (E3)

with the Q E D 3 with S�SB , the Dirac Lagrangian in

the Q E D 3 isreplaced with the K lein-G ordon onein the

sam e dispersion relation owing to the bosonic statistics

ofthe �� �eld in the 
ux phase.m � isa phenom enolog-

icalboson m assassociated with the m agnetization m in

Eq. (E1) and u�,strength oflocalinteractions. m � is

assum ed to be a function ofthe ferm ion 
avornum ber

N . As N approachesthe criticalvalue N c,m � goes to

zero.Theabovebosonization procedurecan befound in

Ref.[48],butin an oppositedirection (boson to ferm ion

instead offerm ion to boson). The m ain point is that

at the Q C P (m � ! 0) the Chern-Sim ons gauge �eld

does notplay any roles[48]. Shifting the gauge �eld a�
to c� = a� + acs� and integrating overthe Chern-Sim ons

gauge �eld,we obtain a higher order derivative ofthe

gauge �eld c�,(@ � c)� (@ � @ � c). This higher order

derivativeterm isirrelevantattheQ C P in theRG sense.

The resulting e�ective �eld theory is obtained to be

LQ C P = j(@� � ic�)��j
2+ m 2

�j��j
2+

u�

2
j��j

4+ 1

2g2
j@� cj2.

Rem arkably,thiscritical�eld theory hasthe sam e form

as that derived in a di�erent way earlier[49]. It is im -

portant to realize that this e�ective Lagrangian can be

physically m eaningfulonly attheQ C P becausethecom -

pactnessofthegauge�eld c� can beirrelevantonlyatthe

Q C P .Rem em berthataway from theQ C P thise�ective

�eld theory becom esunstable in the RG sense owing to

spinon condensation in thecaseofm 2

� < 0 and instanton

condensation in the case ofm 2

� > 0,respectively. Espe-

cially,thecaseofm 2
� > 0 correspondsto theASL in the

ferm ion representation. This discussion shows that the

statisticsofspinonsisferm ionic in the ASL.
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