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W e construct a two-dim ensional m icroscopic m odel of interacting quantum din ers that displays
an in nite number of periodic striped phases in its T = 0 phase diagram . The phases form an
ncom plete devil’s staircase and the period becom es arbitrarily large as the staircase is traversed.
The H am iltonian has purely short-range interactions, does not break any sym m etries of the under—
Iying square lattice, and is generic In that it does not involve the ne-tuning of a large number
of param eters. O urm odel, a quantum m echanical analog of the P okrovsky-Talapov m odel of uc—
tuating dom ain walls in two dim ensional classical statistical m echanics, provides a m echanism by
which striped phases w ith periods Jarge com pared to the lattice spacing can, in principle, form in
frustrated quantum m agnetic system s w ith only short-ranged interactions and no explicitly broken

sym m etries.

I. NTRODUCTION

The past two decades have seen the discovery of a
num ber of strongly correlated m aterials w th unconven—
tional physical properties. D ue to the com peting e ects
of essentially electronic processes and interactions these
doped M ott insulators typically exhibit com plex phase
diagram s which include antiferrom agnetic phases, gen—
erally lncomm ensurate charge-ordered phases, and high
tem perature superconducting phases. W hen conduct-
ing, these system s do not have wellde ned electron-lke
quasiparticles and theirm etallic statesthus cannot be ex—
plained by the conventionaltheory ofm etals, the Landau
theory of the Fem i liquid, and the associated supercon—
ducting states cannot be describbed in term s ofthe BC S
m echanisn for superconductiviy.

The startling properties of these m aterials have led
to a num ber of proposals of non-trivial ground states of
strongly correlated system swhich share the comm on fea—
ture that they cannot be adiabatically obtained from the
physics of non-interacting electrons. A class of proposed
ground states are the resonating valence bond RV B ) spin
lJiquid phases, quantum liquid ground states in which
there is no long range spin order of any kind, and the
related valence bond crystal phases, of frustrated quan—
tum antiferrom agnetst? and their descendants242© On
the other hand, the presence of com peting spatially—
Inhom ogeneous charge-ordered phases in close proxim iy
to both antiferrom agnetism and high T. superconductiv—
iy, and the existence of ncom m ensurate low energy uc—
tuations In the latter phase, strongly suggest that these
phasesm ay have a comm on origin. It has long been sug—
gested that som e form of frustration ofthe charge degrees
of freedom m ay be at work in these system s/€2 T he ex—
planation ofboth the existence ofa large pairing scale in
the superconducting phase and their close proxin iy to
Inhom ogeneous charge-ordered phases is one of the cen—
tral conceptual challenges in the physics of these doped
M ott insulatorsi®

T hem ost studied class ofthese strongly correlated m a—

terials are the cuprate high tem perature superconductors
(for a recent review on their behavior and open ques—
tions see Ref. .) U nconventional behaviors have also

been seen in other strongly correlated com plex oxidest?

M ore recently, strong evidence for non-m agnetic phases
has been discovered in new frustrated quantum m ag-—
netic m aterials, ncluding the quasi2D triangular anti-
ferrom agnetic insulators such ast® Cs,CuC L, the quasi-
2D triangular organic com pounds such ast! -BEDT -
TTF),Cuy CN)3, and the 3D pyrochlore antiferrom ag—
nets such as the spi—ice com pound*®2® Dy, T10, @k
though quantum e ects do not appear to be prom nent
In spin-ice system s.)

Tt is thus of interest to develop a theoretical fram ew ork
to describe quantum frustrated system s in the regin e of
strong correlation, and to understand their role in the
m echanisn for inhom ogeneous phases In strongly cor-
related system s. This is the m ain purpose of this pa-
per. It has long been known that generally incom m en—
surate Inhom ogeneous phases arise In classical system s
w ith com peting short range attractive Interactions and
Iong range repulsive interactions. In such system s, the
short range attractive interactions Wwhose physical ori-
gin depend on the system in question) favor spatially
Inhom ogeneous phases, ie. phase separation, which is
frustrated by long range (typically Coulomb) repulsive
Interactions. Coulom b-frustrated phase separation has
been proposed asam echanisn for stripe phases in doped
M ott insulators’2728 and in low density electron gasesi?
Sin ilar ideas were also proposed to explain the struc—
ture of the crust of neutron stars, lightly doped w ith
protons?92l and in soft condensed m atter (eg. block
copolym ers) 22

In this work we will pursue a di erent approach and
considerm echanism sofquantum stabilization (ie. quan—
tum order by disorder) of stripe-like phases in frus—
trated quantum systems. W e will speci cally consider
frustrated versions of two-dim ensional quantum diner
m odels/?® which provide a qualitative description of the
physics of quantum frustrated m agnets in their spin—
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disordered phases. T he phases that we w ill discuss here
are essentially valence bond crystals w ith varying de-
gree of com m ensurability and becom e asym ptotically in—
comm ensurate. Since these systam s are chargeneutral,
there are no long range interactions. As we will see
below , quantum  uctuations resolve the high degenera-
cles of their naive classical lim it leading to a non-trivial
phase diagram w ith phasesw ith di erent degree of com —
m ensurability or tilt. The resulting phase diagram has
the structure of an incom plete devil’s staircase sim ilar
to that und in classical orderby-disorder system s such
as the anisotropic next-nearest neighbor Ising ANNN I)
models??23, In the regine in which quantum  uctua—
tions are weak, which is where our calculations are sys—
tem atically controlled, only a sm all fraction of the phase
diagram exhibits phases wih non-trivial m odulations.
In this \classical" regin e the observation of non-trivial
phases requires ne tuning ofthe coupling constants. (In
contrast, In system sw ith long range interactionsno such

ne tuning is needed at the classicalkevel’) H ow ever, as
the quantum  uctuations grow , the fraction ofthe phase
diagram occupied by these non-trivial phases becom es
larger. Thus, at nite values of the coupling constants,
w here our estin ates are not accurate, no ne tuning is
needed.

C onsiderable progress has been m ade tow ards under—
standing theoretically the liquid phases, including the
proper eld theoretic descriptiorf®2? which also allow s
for an analysis of the related valence bond solid phases
w ith varying degrees of com m ensurability 2822 C om ple—
m entary to thise ort is the dynam ical question of how,
or even if, a phase w ith exotic non—local properties can
arise In a system where the Interactions are purely lo-
cal. W e em phasize the requirem ent of locality because
m any of these exotic structures have been proposed for
experim ental system s believed to be described by a local
Ham ittonian (1. e. of the Hubbard or H eisenberg type).
An additional question is whether the exotic physics
can be realized in an isotropic m odel or if it is neces—
sary for the H am ilttonian to explicitly break symm etries.
For som e of these structures, the dynam ical questions
have been partially settled by the discovery of m odel
Ham iltonians??=2%21 which stabilize the exotic phase over
a portion oftheir quantum phase diagram s. W hilem any
of these m odels do not (currently) have experim ental re—
alizations, their value, In addition to providing proofs
of principle, lies in the identi cation of physicalm echa—
nisn s, which often have validity beyond the speci c case
considered. For exam ple, the existence of short-range
RVB phaseswas rst dem onstrated analytically in quan—
tum din erm odels?3-9, the essential ingredientsbeing ge—
om etric frustration and ring Interactions. T he possibility
of such phases being realized In goin system s was sub-—
sequently dem onstrated by the construction ofa num ber

variant m odels??33, all of which reduce to din erlike
m odels at low energies. T he existence of com m ensurate
valence bond solid phases, with low order com m ensura-—

bility, in doped quantum din er m odels®® has been stud-
jed recentl294l ) as well as m odulated phases in doped
quantum dinerm odels within mean eld theory??

It is in this context that we ask the Pllow ng ques—
tion: is it possble to realize high order striped phases
n a strongly-correlated quantum system with only local
Interactions and no explicitly broken sym m etries? W hile
the tem stripe has been used In reference to a num ber
of spatially inhom ogeous states, here we use the temm to
denote a dom ain wallbetween two uniform regions. The
presence ofdom ain wallsm eansthat rotationalsym m etry
hasbeen broken. F ig.[ll gives exam ples of striped phases.
T heordes based on the formm ation of striped phases have
been proposed In a num ber of experin ental contexts, no—
tably the high T. cuprates?4243:44 where the \stripes"
are lines of doped holes separating antiferrom agnetic do-
mains (see Fig.[lh). In the sinplest striped states, the
dom ain walls are periodically spaced F ig.[Ib) orare part
of a repeating uni cell Fig.[Ic). W e use the term \high
order striped phase" In the case w here the periodicity is
large com pared to the other characteristic lengths in the
m odel.
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FIG. 1l: Examples of striped phases. (a) shows stripes of
holes separating antiferrom agnetic dom ains. This structure
appears In som e theories of the high T. cuprates. () shows
periodically spaced dom ain walls ssparating regionsw here the
order param eter takes the uniform valie 1 or 2. (c) is
another exam ple where the periodicity is associated with a
repeating unit cell. If the repeat distance becom es in nite,
then the state is said to be incom m ensurate w ith the lattice.



Our central result is a positive answer to the question
posed In the preceding paragraph. W e do this by con—
structing a tw o-din ensional quantum din erm odel, w ith
only short range interactions and no explicitly broken
symm etries, that shows an in nite number of periodic
striped phases In its T = 0 phase diagram . The collec—
tion of states form s an incom plete devil’s staircase. The
phases are separated by rst order transitions and the
spacing between stripes becom es arbitrarily large as the
staircase is traversed.

Before giving details of the construction, we reiter—
ate that we are searching for (high-order) striped phases
In a Ham ittonian with only local interactions and w ith—
out explicitly breaking any symm etries. A s alluded to
earlier, a num ber of experin ental system s w here stripe—
based theories have been proposed are w idely believed
to be described by H am iltonians that m eet these restric—
tions. A notable exam ple is the Em ery m odel248 of the
high-T. cuprates, which is a generalization of the Hub—
bard m odel that includes both Cu and O sites. Since
it is not a priori obvious that a nontrivial global or-
dering such as a high order striped phase w ill/can un—
am biguously arise from such local, symm etric strongly
correlated m odels, we include these phases in the list of
\exotic" structures. However, In the absence of these
restrictions, the occurrence of stripe-like phases is rela—
tively comm on. Relxing the requirem ent of high peri-
odicity, we note that low order striped quantum phases
can occur in the BoseH ubbard m odel at fractional I
Ings if appropriate next-nearest-neighbor interactions are
added?’ . Relaxing the requirem ent of locality, we note
that stripe phases arise naturally In system s with long
range Coulomb interactionst?*2. M ore generally, if the
Ham iltonian includesa temm that ise ectively a chem ical
potential for dom ain walls, and if there is a long-range
repulsive Interaction between dom ain walls, then wem ay
generically expect striped phases where the spacing be—
tween dom ain walls is Jarge (com pared w ith the lattice
spacing) .

A guiding principle In constructing m odels w ith exotic
phases is frustration, or the inability of a system to si-
m ultaneously optin ize allof its local interactions. Q uan—
tum dim erm odels are relatively sin ple m odels that con—
tain the basic physics of quantum frustration and have
proven to be a useful place to ook in the search for ex—
otic phases’® . This is one reason why we choose to work
In the dim er H ibert space. A second reason is related
to the cbservation that each dim er covering m ay be as—
signed a winding number and this divides the H ibert
space Into topological sectors that are not coupled by lo—
caldynam ics. T he ground state wavefunction ofa dim er
Ham ittonian w ill typically live In one ofthese sectors (ig—
noring the com plications of degeneracy for them om ent).
A s param eters In the H am iltonian are varied, it is possi-
ble that at som e critical value, the sector containing the
ground state w ill change. Such a scenario, which occurs
even In the sim plest dim erm odel form ed by R okhsarand
K wwvelson, is an exam pl of a quantum tilting transition
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between a \ at" and \tilted" state. In Reﬁ@ and @,
i was shown, by eld theoretic argum ents, that when
such a transition is perturbed, states of \interm ediate
titt" (this w illbe m ade m ore precise below ) m ay be sta—
bilized. A s we will show, these intermm ediate tilt states
may be viewed as stripe-like states, of the form we are
Interested in. Taking inspiration from these ideas, our
construction involves perturbing about a tilting transi-
tion in a specially constructed din er m odel.

In classical Ising system s, the com petition between
nearest-neighbor and next-nearestneighbor Interactions
is a weltknown m echanism for generating incom m ensu—
rate phases??. Classical m odels of striped phases are
based on two com plem entary principles: soliton form a—
tion and com peting interactions?®. Our quantum con-
struction is based on analogies with two classicalm od—
els that are representatives of these two aspects: the
P okrovsky-Talapov m odel of uctuating dom ain walls®
and the ANNNImode®?. In section[II, we review the
relevant fatures of these m odels. Tn section [II, we re—
view the salient features about din erm odels and tilting
transitions. In section [[V], we give an overview of the
construction and technical details are presented In sec—
tion [¥] and the appendices. In section V1, we discuss
how these ideas connect to spin m odels, thus extending
our \proofofprinciplk" to system sw ith physical degrees
of freedom . W e discuss in plications of these results n
section W IIl. In two appendices we give technical details
of our calculations.

II. CLASSICAL M ODELS

Our approach builds on principles underlying stripe
form ation in classical m odels, where the problem is
also referred to as a comm ensurate-incom m ensurate
transition?® . T he classicalm odels are based on two com —
plem entary principles: the insertion ofdom ain wallsand
com peting local interactions.

A toy model relevant to the present work is the pic—
ture of uctuating dom ain walls iIn two din ensions, in—
troduced by Pokrovsky and Talapovi®. The walls are
allowed to uctuate though the ends are xed F ig2),
which precludes bubbles. The free energy m Inim ization
is a com petition between the creation energy of having
w alls, the elastic energy of deviating from the at state,
and the entropicbene tofallow ngthewallsto uctuate.
T his theory predicts a transition from a uniform phase
to a striped phase. T he spacing between walls depends
on the param eters of the theory (ncliding tem perature)
and can be large com pared w ith other length scales.

A second m odelrelevant to the present w ork isthe clas-
sical anisotropic next-nearest-neighbor Ising ANNN I)
m odeln three (and higher) din ensions?442 . Thism odel
 ig.[3) describes Ising spins on a cubic lattice w ith ferro—
m agnetic nearest-neighbor interactions J; < 0 and anti-
ferrom agnetic next-nearest-neighbor interactions J, > 0
along one of the lattice directions. A key feature of the
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FIG.2: (@) ground and () excited states of the P okrovsky—
Talapov m odelof uctuating classicaldom ain walls. Thisisa
tw o-din ensional anisotropic m odel w here dom ain walls form

along the y direction and separate regions where the order
param eter is uniform . W hilke the dom ain walls cost energy,
they are allowed to uctuate, which carries entropy. For a
range of param eters, the dom ain walls are actually favored
by the free energy m inim ization.
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FIG . 3: T he anisotropic next nearest neighbor Ising A NNN I)
m odel. Ising spins lie on the points of a d-dim ensional cube.
N earest neighbor interactions are ferrom agnetic (J; < 0.
A long one of the directions, we also have antiferrom agnetic
next nearest neighbor interactions J, > 0.

ANNNTIHam iltonian is a specialpoint J;=J, = 2 where
a large num ber of stripe-like states are degenerate at zero
tem perature. A s the tem perature is raised, the com pe—
tition between J; and J, causes an in nite number of
m odulated phases to em erge from this degenerate point.
Thephasediagram in the low T lim it was studied analyt—
ically in Ref. using a novelperturbative schem e where
the existence of higher order phases was established at

successively high orders In the perturbation theory. Nu-—
m erical studies at higher tem peratures? indicated that
incom m ensurate phases occur near the phase boundaries.
T herefore, the collection of phases form an incom plete
devil's staircase?®2? . A quantum version of the ANNN I
m odelwas studied in Refs.[5] and[52.

T he phase diagram of our m odel is sin ilar to that of
the ANNN Im odeland ouranalyticalm ethods are sin ilar
In spirit to Ref.|24. However, the basic physics of our
m odel corresponds m ore clkarly to a quantum version
ofthe energy-entropy balance occuring In the uctuating
dom ain wallpicture. W enow discussonem ore ingredient
of the construction before putting the pieces together n
section [IV].

ITII. QUANTUM DIM ER MODELS AND
TILTING TRANSITION S

A hard-core dim er covering of a lattice is a m apping
w here each site of the lattice form s a bond w ith exactly
one of its nearest neighbors. Each dim er covering is a
basis vector in a din er H ibert space and the inner prod—
uct is such that di erent din er coverings are orthogonal.
Quantum dim erm odelsarede ned on thisdin erH ibert
space through operators that m anipulate these dim ers in
w ays that preserve the hard-core condition. T hese m od—
els were rst proposed as e ective descriptions of the
strong coupling regin e of quantum spin system 22 and
Reﬁ.@@@ discuss ways In which this correspondence
can be m ade precise.

T he space of din er coverings can be subdivided into
di erent topological sectors labelled by the pair of w ind—
ing numbers @ ;W) de ned n Fig[d. The winding
num ber is a global property in that it is not a ected
by any local rearrangem ent of din ers. In particular, or
any localH am iltonian, them atrix elem ent betw een din er
coverings In di erent sectors w illbe zero.

Fora given localH am iltonian, the ground state of the
system will typically lie in one of the topological sec—
tors. A comm on occurrence in dim er m odels is a quan—
tum phase transition in which the topological sector con—
taining the ground state changes. Such an occurrence is
called a tilting transition because a din er covering ofa 2d
bipartite lattice m ay be viewed as the surface ofa three—
din ensional crystal through the height representation®3.
In this language, the di erent topological sectors cor—
respond to di erent values for the (glbal) average tilt
of the surface. T he correspondence between din ers and
heights is review ed in F ig.[H but for the present purpose,
i is su cient to de ne the \tilt" of a dim er covering
as its \w Inding num ber per unit length". The sin plest
dim er m odel Introduced in Ref. , has a tilting tran—
sition between a at state (zero tilt) and the staggered
state, which ism axin ally tilted Fig.[Bb). At the criti-
calpoint, called the RokhsarX ivelson or RK point, the
H am ilttonian hasa ground state degeneracy w here all tilts
are equally favored.



FIG .4: W inding numbers: draw a reference line that extends
through and around (due to the periodic boundary condition)
the system and labelthe vertical lines ofthe lattice altemately
as A and B lines. For any din er con guration, we m ay de—

ne, with regard to this reference line, the w inding num ber
Wyx=Nja Np ,where N, isthe number of A dim ers inter-
secting the line and sim ilarly forNg . W e can sin ilarly draw a
vertical line and de ne a sin ilar quantity W y . N ote that this
particular construction works fora 2d bipartite lattice. For2d
non-bipartite lattices, the construction is sim pler: count the
total num ber of din ers intersecting the horizontal and verti-
cal reference lines and there are four sectors corresponding to
whether W »,;, is even or odd.

The recognition of the RokhsarK ivelson diner
model as a tilting transition led to a eld theoretic
description?¢2* of the RK point based on a coarse—
grained®® version of the height eld Figld). The sta-
bility ofthis eld theory was studied in Reﬁ and.
T hese studies showed that by tuning a an all perturba-
tion and non-perturbatively adding irrelevant operators,
it is possible to m ake the tilt vary continuously from a

at state to the m axim ally tilted state. In addition, i
was observed that the system has a tendency to \lock—
n" at values of the tilt com m ensurate w ith the under—
Iying m icroscopic lattice, the speci ¢ values depending
on details of the perturbation. It was also noted that
w hile a generic perturbation would m ake the transition

rst ordef®, r a su ciently amall perturbation, the
correlation length was extrem ely large?? which, it was
argued, jasti ed the
T herefore, the generic e ect of perturbations would be
to am oothen the R okhsarK ivelson tilting transition by
m aking the system pass through an incom plete devil's
staircase of Intemm ediately tilted states. One may sus—
pect that the structure ofthe eld theory, including the
predictions of Refs.28 and [29, would hold Hr a broader
class of tilting transitions. In particular, one m ay con-—
sider the case where the critical point is m erely a point
of large degeneracy w here all tilts are favored®¢=27, which
is analogous to the classical ANNN I m odel.

T he relevance of all of this to the present work ism ost
easily seen by Fig.[3, which show s the sin plest exam ples
of states that have intemm ediate tilt (i. e. w inding num —
ber). These are stripe-like states having a nite density
of staggered dom ain walls and m ore general tilted states
m ay be obtained by locally rearranging the din ers. The
preceding discussion suggests that these kinds of struc—
tures arise naturally when quantum dim er m odels are

eld theory approach nonetheless.

0l1]ol1[0]1 lol1]4]5[4]5
@ 3/2[3]2(3]2 o L L3]2]3]e[7]6
0]1[0]1[0]1 0 1]4]5[4]5
3]2[3]2[3]2 3]2|3]6][7]6
0]10]1[0]1 014545
o[1]4]5]8]9 1[o]sfal-3]o 1
" ol EIE] E1kd [P EIEEnPIE] E
ol1]4/5]8] 9 1]o]3]-4-8]o 1
Bl BE BE o122 ]2
3Kl BE BE 1]ofsl4]-3]o 1

FIG. 5: Sampl diner con gurations with corresoonding
height m appings. T he height m apping involves assigning in—
tegers to the squares of the lattice in the fllow Ing m anner.
D iwvide the bipartite Jattice nto A and B sublattices. A ssign
zero height to a reference square and then m oving clockw ise
around an A site, the height increases by one if a diner is
not crossed and decreases by three ifa dim er is crossed. T he
sam e rule applies m oving counterclockw ise about a B site.
T he integers correspond to local heights of a crystal whose
base lies on the page. In these exam ples, the lower square
in the second colum n is taken as the reference square. (@)
D In ers are arranged in colum ns corresponding to a surface
that is at on average (though there are uctuations at the
Jattice scale) . (o) D Im ers are staggered and the corresponding
surface ism axim ally tilted. (c) T here average tilt is nonzero
due to the staggered strip in between the at colum nar re-
gions. (d) Going from left to right, the surface initially falls
and then rises giving an average tilt of zero. This is because
the tw o staggered regions have opposite orientation.

perturbed around a tilting transition. T his observation
w i1l guide the construction outlined in the next section.

IVv. OVERVIEW OF STRATEGY

W e now com bine various ideas presented in sections[I]
and to construct the prom ised quantum model. In
the present section, we present an overview of the con—
struction w ith details and subtleties relegated to section
[V]. Thebasic idea is to construct a quantum din erm odel
w ith a tilting transition and then to appropriately per—
turb this m odel to realize a staircase of striped states.
W e design the unperturbed system to have a large degen—
eracy at the critical point, w ith each of the degenerate
states having a dom ain-wall structure. The perturba-
tion will e ectively m ake these dom ain walls uctuate
and the degeneracy w illbe lifted in a quantum analog of
the energy-entropy com petition that drives the classical
P okrovsky-Talapov transition. U sing standard quantum
m echanical perturbation theory, we w ill obtain a phase
diagram sin ilar to the classical 3D ANNN I m odel and
will nd that phasesw ith Increasingly long periodicities
w ill be stabilized at higher orders In the perturbation
theory. This m athem atical approach is sin ilar In goirit



to the analysis of the classical ANNN Im odel in Ref.|24.
A sinple, rotationally invariant Ham iltonian with a
tilting transition is given by:

>-a((A 1+ PP+ IrmXral+m XD +

T-b(oxo|+|ExXah

4d)

This m odel displays a rst-order transition between a
colum nar and fully staggered state at a very degenerate
point, where 2a = b. In principle, we m ay perturb this
model with an o -diagonal resonance temm and expect
phases w ith interm ediate tilt (and possibly other exotic
phases) on the generalgrounds discussed In the previous
section. However, it is di cult to m ake precise state-
m ents about the phase diagram even for such f2irly sim -
plmodels. W e will study a slightly constrained version
of this m odel that is convenient for m aking analytical
progress.

W e construct the quantum dim erm odel in two steps.
First, we construct a diagonal parent Ham iltonian H g
€ g.[5.1) where the ground states are separated from ex-
cited statesby a tunably largegap. H ¢ w illnot break any
lattice sym m etries, but the preferred ground states w ill
spontaneously break translationaland rotationalsym m e—
try. In particular, we design H g to select ground states
having the dom ain wall structure shown i Fig.[d. T
these states, the din ers arrange them selves into stag—
gered dom ains of unit w idth separating colum nar regions
ofarbirary width. T he colum nardim ers are horizontalif
the staggered din ers are vertical (@nd vice versa) and the
staggered strips com e In two orientations. Notice that
the fully colum nar state (@ colum nar region of in nite
w idth) is included this collection but the fully staggered
state Fig.[Bb), which appears in the R okhsarK ivelson
phase diagram , is not. In the ollow ing, we w ill typically
draw the staggered strips as vertical dom ain walls but
the horizontalcon gurations are equally possible.

FIG.6: A typicaldom ain wall state selected by Ho. These
statesbreak translationaland rotationalsym m etry. T he stag—
gered strips, which are one colum n wide and m ay have one
of two ordentations, are lke dom ain walls separating colum —
nar regions, which m ay have arbitrary width. W hen a= b in
Eq. [E2], the set of these states spans the degenerate ground
state m anifold ofH g .

In analogy w ith the ANNN Im odel, H ¢ is designed so
that all of these dom ain wall states are degenerate w hen
the couplings are tuned to a special point. Away from
this point, the system will enter eithera at or a tilted
phase. The unperturbed phase diagram is sketched in
Fig.[.

columnar herringbone

3 a-b
(highly degenerate)

FIG .7: G round state phase diagram of the parent H am ilto—
nian H asa filnction ofthe parametera b (seeEq.[Bd). In
these states, the din ersm ay only have two attractive bonds.
W hen a b= 0, the states of Fig.[d are degenerate ground
states. Away from thispoint, the system entersa state where
din ers either m axin ize orm inim ize the num ber of staggered
interactions. The m axin ally staggered con guration is com —
monly called the \herringbone" state.

T he second step ofthe construction isto perturbatively
add a an all, non-diagonal, resonance term tV :

v = S| X 1+ I XEa [ +he)

@2)
The sum is over all plaquettes in the lattice. D gpend-
Ing on the Iocaldim er con guration ofthe wavefunction,
the Individualtem s in this sum w illeither annihilate the
stateor Ip the localcluster ofdin ersas shown in F ig[g.
The action of this operator on the dom ain wall states
(Fig.[@) is con ned to the boundaries between staggered
and colum nar regions and e ectively m akes the dom ain
walls uctuate. Notice that Eq[42 is equivalent to two
actions of the fam iliar R okhsarK ivelson tw o-din er reso—
nance tem . W e expect the basic conocgptualargum ent to
apply or a m ore general class of perturbations, includ-
Ing the tw o-dim er resonance, but we consider the speci ¢
orm of Eq.[4J to simplify certain technical aspects of
the calculation. W e will elaborate on this m ore In the
next section.

T he degenerate point ofF ig [lm ay be view ed asthe de—
generacy of an individual vertical colum n having a stag—
gered or colum nar dim er arrangem ent. T he perturba—
tion [42 lifts this degeneracy by lowering the energy of
con gurationsw ith dom ain wallsby an am ount of order

Lt perdom ain wall, where L is the Iinear size of the
system . Therefore, the systam favors one of the states



FIG . 8: One of the term s in the operator of Eq.[42 will i
the circled cluster as shown.
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FIG . 9: Exam pls of ideal tilted states. In these states, the
dom ain walls have the sam e ordentations and are unifom ly
spaced. The notation [Iln] denotes the state where one stag—
gered strip is followed by n colum nar strips and so on. It
is understood that [In] collectively refers to the above states
and those related by transhtional, rotational, and re ection
(ie. sw itching the orientation of the staggering) sym m etries.
The exam ples drawn here, where it is understood that what
we are seeing is part of a larger lattice, are (@) 1] b) [L2]
© [31 @) 4] (e) 5] (B [e].

w ith a m axin al num ber of dom ain walls and for techni-
cal reasons discussed below , w ill choose the one having
m axin altikt: the [11] state in Fig.[%a. H owever, the de-
generacy between colum nar and staggered strips w ill be
restored by detuning H o from the t= 0 degenerate point.
T his in plies the second order phase diagram sketched in
F ig.[I0.

Fig.[I0 is correct up to error tem s of order t!. To
this approxin ation, states having tilt in between the [11]
state and the ( at) colum nar state are degenerate on the
phase boundary. P hysically, this boundary occurs when
the energy from second order processes which stabilize
the staggered dom ains isprecisely balanced by the energy
of a colum nar strip. This degeneracy w ill be partially
lifted by going to higher orders In perturbation theory.
W e nd that at ourth order, a new phase is stabilized
in a region ofwidth € between the colum nar and [11]
phases. This new phase is the one which m axin izes the

[11]

columnar herringbone

- /
b-a highly degenerate

FIG .10: (Colr online) G round state phase diagram ofH =
Ho+ tV from second order perturbation theory.

num ber of urth order resonances shown in Fig.[I1] and
isthe [12] state Fig.[9). T he corrected phase diagram
is given in Fig.[I2.

initial state

2 flips

FIG .1l: (Color online) T he excited state on the right is ob-
tained from the initial state by acting tw ice w ith the pertur-
bation in Eq.[Z2].

[12 [11]

columnar herringbone
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b-a highly degenerate

FIG .12: (Colr online) G round state phase diagram ofH =
Ho+ tv from fourth order perturbation theory. The w idth of
the [12] phase is oxder .

Fig.[I2 is accurate up to corrections of order t°. To
this approxin ation, on the boundaries, states w ith tilts
In between the bordering phases are degenerate. T hese
degeneracies w ill be partially lifted at higher orders in
the perturbation. At higher orders, there w ill be reso—
nances corresponding to increasingly com plicated uctu—
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FIG .13: (Colronline) G round state phase diagram ofH =
Ho + tVv from nth order perturbation theory. The width of
the [ln] phase is of order °" .
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FIG.14: (Color online) T he boundaries of the [ln] sequence
w illtypically open nto nerphases and subsequently the ne
boundaries can them selvesopen. W hil the detailed structure
dependson param eters in them odel, generically we expect an
Incom plete devil's staircase to be realized. In the gurewe
have explicitly drawn the opening of the[l1}-[12] boundary
but the other boundaries w ill behave sin ilarly.

ations of the staggered lines but at nth order, the com —
petition between the [L,n-1] and coluim nar phases w ill
alw ays be decided by the nth order generalization of the
long resonance in Fig.[Idl. The com petition w ill stabilize
anew [ln]phase h a thy region ofwidth  £* between
the [L,n-1] and colum nar phases resulting in the phase
diagram ofF ig.[13.

We will also nd that at higher orders, the individ-
ualboundaries of the [In] sequence w ill them selves open
revealing ner phase boundaries, which them selves can
open. T his leadsto the generic phase diagram sketched in
Fig.[I4. T he steps in the [In] sequence that are stabilized
depend on the values of param eters in the H am ittonian.
H ow ever, the conclusion of arbitrarily long periods being
realized is robust. The ne structure ofhow the [Ln-1}
[In] boundaries open is lss certain because the depen—
dence on param eters is m ore intricate and increasingly
com plicated resonances need to be accounted for. How -
ever, generalargum ents indicate that the boundariesw ill

open and even periods incom m ensurate w ith the lattice®®
are likely to occur in the m odel, though such states w i1l
notbe seen atany nite orderofourperturbation theory.

In the tem inology of com m ensurate-incom m ensurate
phase transitions, the [In] sequence form s a (ham less)
staircase w ith a \devil's top-step"2422 . W ith the open—
ings of these boundaries, beginning in the [L1] state and
moving left in Fig.[I4 ort6 0, the system traverses an
ncom plete devil's staircase of periodic states. T he sub—
sequent steps In the staircase have progressively am aller
tilts culm nating In the at colum nar state. T he phase
boundaries are  rst order transitions. This phase dia-
gram is sin ilar to what is seen In the classical ANNN I
m odel, where the transitions are driven by therm al uc—
tuations.

W e m ake two rem arks before launching Into the cal-
culation. First, when we refer to the \[11] phase" (for
exam ple) what we precisely m ean is that in this region,
the ground state w avefunction is a superposition ofdim er
coverings that has relatively lJarge overlap w ith the state
in Fig.[Fa and much sn aller overlaps (of order 2, t* etc.
) with excited states cbtained by acting on Fig.[9a w ith
Eq.[42. The coe cients llow from perturbation the-
ory. Second, since Fig.[I4 is obtained using perturba—
tion theory, we can be con dent that this describes our
system only in the lim it where t is an all. In the classi-
cal ANNN Im odel, num erical evidence indicates that as
the sn allparam eter (the tem perature In that case) is in—
creased, the phase boundaries close into A mold tongue
structures. W e do not currently know if this will occur
In ourm odelas t Increases.

V. DETAILS

In this section, we construct a Ham iltonian using the
strategy outlined In the previous sections. T he Ham iltto—
nian H = H + tV consists of a diagonaltem H and
an o -diagonaltem tV, which we treat perturbatively
In the sm allparam eter t.

A . Parent H am iltonian

O ur parent Ham ittonian H o is the follow ing operator:

H =

o= Z-alt X+ X+ Imoxeal XD+
S-b(oxo|f+ X)) +

ZC(|E><E | +3 more) +
2d(|EH)(EH |+ 7 more) +
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FIG .15: Coloronline) (@) and () are thetwo ways in which
a dim er can participate in three attractive bonds. (c) is the
one way In which a din er can participate in four attractive
bonds. The attractive bonds are shown by the blue (dark
gray) arrow s. However, these con gurations also involre re—
pulsive interactions, which are shown in red (light gray), from

tem scand d in the H am iltonian. (d) isan exam pl ofa state
w here every where every din er has only two attractive bonds
but wih som e dim ers the two bonds are of di erent types.
These \kinks" In the staggered dom ain walls Involve an en-—
ergy cost from temm d as indicated by the red (light gray)
arrow s.

Yp(lgm )@ |+ 3 more) +

| + 7 more)
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The coe cientsa, b, ¢, d, p, and g are positive num bers.
T he symbols used in E q.[5.1] are pro fction operators re—
ferring to con gurations of din ers on clusters of plaque—
ttes and the sum sare overall such clusters. T he notation
\3 m ore", etc. refers to the given term as well term s re—
lated to it by rotational and/or re ection symm etry; In
term s a and b these other tem s are explicitly w ritten.
N otice that this H am iltonian is a sum of local operators
and does not break any symm etries of the underlying
square lattice.

Temn sa and b are attractive Interactions favoring stag—
gered and colum nardin er arrangem ents respectively and
we study Eg.[Ellneara = b. Tem s c and d are repulsive
interactions and if ¢;d a;b, the dim ers prefer dom ain
wall pattems Fig.[d). Tem s p and g are repulsive in—
teractions which detem ine the phases on the staircase.
If these tem s are su  ciently Jlarge®® com pared to a;b;c
and d, the staircase w ill include phases w ith arbitrarily

long periods.

W e begin by showing that when a = Db, the ground
states of H ; are the dom ain wall states of Fig.[6. W e do
thisby show ing that com petitive statesm ust have higher
energy. In the dom ain wall states, every din er partici-
pates in exactly tw o attractive interactions and no repul-
sive interactions. The only way to achieve a low er energy
is for som e din ers to participate in three or four attrac—
tive interactions. This involres local dim er pattems of
the orm shown in Fig.[[8abc. In Fig.[I5a, the central
din er participates in one colum nar and tw o staggered in—
teractions but also two repulsive Interactions from temm
d ;n Eq.[E. Sinilarly, Figs.[I8b and [I8c show that if
a din er participates iIn m ore than two staggered inter-
actions, the extra bonds are penalized by term c. Iffwe
require c;d ajb, these pattems w ill result In higher en—
ergy states asthe repulsive tem s nullify the advantage of
having extra attractive bonds. This also explainswhy in
F ig.[g, the staggered strips have unit w idth and the stag—
gered and colum nar dim ers have opposite orientation.

O f the states where every dim er has two attractive
bonds, the states where som e din ers have two bonds
of di erent type will also have higher energy as shown
in Fig.[I9d. O f the rem aining states, it is readily seen
that states where every din er participates in either two
a bonds or two b bonds, and where there are some b
bonds, m ust be ofthe dom ain wall form . T he only other
possibility is the \herringbone state" w here every din er
has two a bonds (see Fig.[D). T he latter states are part
of the degenerate m anifold at a = b but are dynam ically
nert because in this state it isnot possible to locally m a—
nipulate the dim ers (w ithout violating the hard-core con—
straint). This establishes that when a = b, the ground
states have the dom ain wall orm . It is also clear that
when a < b, the systam willm axin ize the num ber of b
bonds and when a > b, the number of a bonds. T here—
fore, we obtain the zero tem perature phase diagram in
Fig.[d.

Tt is usefiil to see this form ally by calculating the en—
ergy of each dom ain wall state. For concreteness, we
assum e the translational sym m etry is broken in the x di-
rection. A con guration with Ng staggered stripsand N .
colum nar strips has energy :

E Ng;No) =  aNyNg INyN.
N N,
- bTF+ b alN.  62)

where N, and N, are the dim ensions of the Jattice (the
lattice spacing is set to uniy). W e have used the relation
N+ N.= %=, W hen a= b, the dom ain wall states are

degenerate and the energy scales w ith the total num ber
ofplaquettesN ;N , . Ifa < b, the systam prefersthem in-
In al num ber of staggered strips, which is the colum nar
state. Ifa > b, the herringbone con guration has lower
energy than any dom ain wall state. Notice that all of
these states are separated by a gap of order a or b from

the nearest excited states obtainable by localm anipula—
tions ofdim ers. Since we w illbe Interested m ainly in the




di erencea b, the mdividualsize ofa (orb), which sets
the scale of this gap, can be m ade arbitrarily lJarge.

B . Perturbation

W e now consider the e ect of perturbing the parent
Ham iltonian [5.)) with the non-diagonal resonance term
given in Eq.[42:

v = S| X 1+ I XEa | +he)

63)
Weassume t << 1;a;b and consider t as a sm all pa—
ram eter in perturbation theory. W e exam ine how the
degeneracies in the t = 0 phase diagram Fig.[l) get
liffted when t6 0. T he technical com plications of degen—
erate perturbation theory do not arise because di erent
dom ain wall states are not connected by a nite num ber
of applications of this operator. Eq.[53 is equivalent to
two applications of the fam iliar tw o-dim er resonance of
RokhsarX ivelson. The m echanisn we now discuss can,
In principle, be made to work for even this two-din er
termm , but there are additional subtleties which will be
m entioned.

1. Seoond order

An even number of applications of operator [53 are
required to connect a dom ain wall state back to iself.
T herefore, to linear order in t, the energies of these states
are unchanged. To second order in t, the energy shift of
state 11 is given by:

0
X" Von Vi n

E, = , ¢t +0 i} 5.4)

m n
m

n is the unperturbed energy of state hi as given by
Eq.[52. The prin ed summ ation is over all dim er cov—
erings except the original state h1i. The term s in the
sum w hich give nonzero contribution corresoond to states
connected to the initial state by a single ipped cluster.
T hese term sm ay be interpreted as virtualprocesses tak—
Ing the Iniial state to and from higher energy interm edi-
ate states, which m ay be viewed as quantum  uctuations
of the staggered lines.

T he resonance energy ofa particular staggered line de—
pends on how the din ers next to the line are arranged.
F ig.[18 show s the three possibilities that give denom ina—
tors that m ay enter Eq.[5.4: T he staggered line m ay be
of type (1) next to a colum nar region of greater than
unit width Fig.[18-1), or separated by one colum nar
strip from another staggered line of type (2), having the
sam e ordentation  ig.[I82) ortype (3), having opposite

(F ig.[I83) ordentation. From the gure, we seethat cases
(2) and (3) nvolve higher energy intermm ediate statesthan
case (1) but allow for a denser packing of lines.
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FIG .16: (Colbronline) T he three typesof intemm ediate states
obtained by acting once w ith the perturbation on the do—
m ain wall states. The blue/dark gray (red/light gray) arrow s
denote attractive (repulsive) interactions that are present in
the niial (left) or excited (right) state but not both. The
circled cluster of the excited state of (3) is another such in—
teraction. (1) is a staggered line next to a colum nar region
of greater than unit width. (2) and (3) are staggered lines
separated by one colum nar strip from another staggered line
ofthe sam e and opposite orientation respectively. N otice that
relative to the excited state of (1), the excited state of (2) has
2 additional attractive a bonds and 2 additional repulsive c
bonds. Sin ilarly, excited state (3) has 1 additional attractive
bbond, 2 additional repulsive d bonds, and a repulsive p in—
teraction. Since c;d a;b, cases (2) and (3) Involve higher
energy interm ediate states than (1).

Ifp issu ciently large, states w ith type (3) lines will
be disfavored as ground states. Ignoring such states, we
update Eq.[52 to include second order corrections. For
convenience, we set ¢ = a which rem oves the distinction
between cases (1) and (2),

E Ng) bw+(b e )N N
- a -
S 2 4d+ 2 V°

63)

W e m ay use this to update the ground state phase dia—

gram . Ifb> a+ ﬁ,thesystem is optin ized when

N, = 0, whih is the colum nar phase. Ifb< a+ 2oz,
the best dom ain wall state is the one w ith m axin alstag—
gering but w ithout case (3) lines. This corresponds to
the [11] state Fig.[3a) in which every staggered strip
has the sam e ordentation. Asa b is further Increased,
the herringbone state will eventually be favored. The
boundary between the [L1] and herringbone state m ay
be determ ined by com paring energies. T he energy ofthe
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FIG.17: (Color online) Second order phase diagram when
c > a. The [11] phase has width £ and the A, phase

has width (c a)tz. On the 11, and the A ;-colum nar
boundaries, interm ediate dom ain wall states are degenerate
as described In the text.

[L1] state is:
E (b < =y L 6@ty 66
= a —— K
e 4d+ 2o 4
while the herringbone state has energy Ey, = aw

From this, it follow s that the [L1] state will be ﬁvored
when:

< b< a+ .7

4d+ 2b 4d+ 2b

w hile the herringbone statew illoccurwhen b< a ﬁ .

T herefore, up to corrections of order t?, the system
has the phase diagram shown in Fig.[I0. Because the
coe cient of Ng in Eq.[5H is zero on the [11}colum nar
boundary, we have that the [L1] state, colum nar state,
and any dom ain wall state w ith interm ediate tit (that
contains only lines of type (1) and (2)) are degenerate
on the boundary. In contrast, on the [l1lFherringbone
boundary, only the two states are degenerate.

In Appendix [A], the m ore general case, where ¢ > a,
is discussed and the resulting phase diagram is shown In
Fig.[I7. An additional phase is stabilized in a region of
w idth © a) @ssumig £ ajis nie) between
the [L1] and colum nar states. In this new phase, labelled
A,, any state where ad-pcent staggered lines are sepa-
rated by two colum ns, incliding the [12] state F ig.[%o),
is a ground state. T hese are the states which m axin ize
the number of type (1) staggered lines Fig.[I81). On
the [111A ; boundary, interm ediate statesw here ad pcent
staggered lines are separated by one ortwo colum ns (@nd
w here there are no type (3) lines) are degenerate. O n the
A ,-colum nar boundary, states where ad-pcent staggered
lines are separated by at least two colum ns are degener—
ate.

Fig.[I7 m ay be understood intuitively by noting that
ata= band t= 0, a staggered strip has the sam e energy
as a colum nar strip. The resonance term s lower the ef-
fective energy ofa staggered strip and since the [11] state

11

nvolves the m ost staggered strips, its energy w illbe low —
ered the most. As b Increases to the point where the
degeneracy between colum nar strips and type () linesis
restored, the system w ill prefer to m axin ize the num ber
oftype (1) lines, which are individually m ore stabl but
lJoosely packed. T hisisthe transition to the A, phase.As
b is Increased further, the degeneracy between colum nar
strips and type (1) lines is restored and there is a tran—
sition to the colum nar state. Note that if ¢ ajis very
large, [L1}FA ; boundary can occur In the a > b region.

B efore proceeding w ith the calculation, we clarify two
points of potential confusion. First, when we say the
\[11] state is stabilized" over part of the phase diagram ,
what we precisely m ean is that the ground state wave-
function is a superposition of din er coverings that has
relatively Jarge overlap w ith the literal [L1] state of F ig [Fa
and much sn aller overlaps (of order %) w ith the excited
states obtained by acting on the [11] state once w ith the
perturbation[53 Fig.[B) . W e use the notation [11]to de-
note both the perturbed wavefiinction, which isan eigen—
state of the perturbed Ham iltonian and the literal [11]
state, which is an eigenstate of the unperturbed Ham ik
tonian. Second, the phase boundaries are based on a
com petition between a resonance tem , which is a quan-
tum version of \entropy", and part of the zeroeth order
piece which, continuing the classical analogy, is lke an
Intemal energy. This does not contradict the spirit of
perturbation theory because the fill zeroeth order temm ,

w + © a)NyNg, is always larger than the second
order correction.

A sin ilar phase diagram w ill occur (though at fourth
order In perturbation theory) if we use the two-dimer
m ove of RokhsarK ielson. However, the bookkeeping
w illbe m ore com plicated because resonancesw illbe able
to originate in the interior of the colum nar regions in—
stead of just at that the colum nar-staggered boundaries.
Thism ay be com pensated by tuning b, which w illm erely
m ove the boundaries, or by adding appropriate (local
repulsive temm s to the parent H am ittonian.

2. Fourth order

W e concentrate on Fig.[I7 as i is m ore generic than
the netuned c= a case of Fig[Id. In either case, we
expect the degeneracies on the phase boundaries to be
partially lifted by considering higher orders in perturba-
tion theory. In this section, we focus on the A , -colum nar
boundary, where ad-poent lines are separated by at least
tw o colum nar strips.

W e retum to the perturbation series for the energy
Eq.[54), this tin e keeping tem s up to urth order in
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A s usual, the prin es denote that the sum is over all
statesexcept 1i. T he two fourth ordertem scorrespond,
In conventional R ayleigh-Schrodinger perturbation the-
ory, to the corrections to the energy expectation valie
h H j iand wavefunction nom alization h j i. W ewill
refer to the corregponding tem s as \energy" and \w ave-
function" tem s. As in the second order case, we m ay
view the tem s in the fourth order sum s as virtual reso—
nances connecting the initial state to itself via a serdes of
high energy interm ediate states. For this reason, we w ill
refer to the sum m ands as (fourth-order) \resonances".

M ost term s in the double sum in Eq.[5.8 correspond
to resonances between disconnected clusters Fig.[18).
Referring to the gure, we use the temm \disconnected"
to indicate that there are no Interaction tem s connecting
the dim ers of clusters 1 and 2. W hile the num ber of such
resonances scales as the square of the system size, the
contrbutions from the energy and w avefunction tem s in
Eq.[5.8 precisely cancel for these disconnected clusters.
T he details ofthis cancellation are discussed in A ppendix
Bl

The rem aining fourth order resonances are extensive
In number and may be grouped into three categories.
In the rst category, shown in Fig[l9, are resonances
associated w ith a singl staggered line and the num ber
of such resonances In the system is proportional to the
num ber of lines. W e refer to these resonances as \self-
energy corrections".

In the second category, shown in Fig.[20, there are
resonances that contribute to the e ective interactions
between ad-pcent lines. These resonances occur only in
states w here lines are separated by two or fewer colum —
nar strips. Because we are interested in the A ,~colum nar
boundary, the only processes to consider are the ones
shown In the gure. The purpose of tem s p and g In
Eqg.[5] is to control the processes in Figs.[20a and b re—
spectively. T he net contribution of these resonances in—
volve both energy and wavefunction temm s. For exam ple,
the contrdbution of F ig.20b to the energy is:

ot h 1 i
®T Z@ar 20 | 29 e 2
( ) 1+ 2 (4d+ 2b)

and lkew ise forF ig[20a (replace2q awih2p b). Ifg>

a=2, the net contrbution of this resonance is repulsive.
The third type of resonance is the long resonance,

shown in Fig.[2I. T hese resonances occur in the energy

12

term of Eq.[58 but do not have corresponding pieces
in the wavefiinction term . T herefore, these resonances
will always lower the energy though, as the gure ndi-
cates, the precise am ount depends on the way the lines
are spaced.

initial state (0)

q N
4

excited state (1)

N

excited state (2)

e

A

excited state (12)

FIG.18: (Color online) M ost of the fourth order temn s in
Eq.[58 nvolve \disconnected" clisters of din ers. In this g—
ure, the perturbation connects the initial state (0) to excited
states, labelled (1) and (2), depending on whether cluster 1 or
2 hasbeen ipped. Acting again w ith the perturbation con-
nects to an excited state, labeled (12), where both of these
clustersare Jpped. A ctingtwom ore tin esw ith the perturba-
tion brings usback to the initial state (0) via either ofexcited
states (1) or (2). Such tem s are called disconnected because
there are no interactions (in Eq.[5.1) between the dim ers of
clusters 1 and 2. The gure depicts a particular resonance
from the energy term in Eq.[5.8. There is an analogous contri-
bution from the wavefinction temrm which is a product of the
second order processes (0) ! (@) ! (©O)and O)! @)! ().
W hile the num ber of such disconnected tem s scales as N ?,
whereN = L,L, isthe system size, these resonances do not
contribute to the energy because the contributions from the
energy and wavefunction tem s exactly cancel.

An inmediate In plication of these resonances is the
lifting of the degeneracy of the A, phase. A1l of these
states have the sam e num ber of lines so w ill receive the
sam e selfenergy contrdoution Fig.[I9). Ifwe choosep;q
large com pared to a;b;c and d, then the repulsive con—
trdbution from the interaction resonances F ig.[20) is es—
sentially determ ined by the wavefunction term , which is
the sam e forallofthe A, states. T he degeneracy is bro—
ken by the long resonances because in the [12] state, only
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FIG.19: (Color online) These are exam ples of fourth order
selfenergy resonances. Each resonance is con ned to a single
Iine and the num ber of resonances In the system is propor—
tionalto the num ber of lines. In resonances such as (@), there
are interactions connecting din ers of two ipped clusters on
the sam e line. Tem s such as () arise from the wavefunction
tem in Eq.[58but have no analogous processes in the energy
tem to cancelagainst.

Fig.[2Ib processes occur whilke in the other A, states,
som e of the resonances are the suppressed F ig.[2Ikc vari-
ety. Therefore, what was seen asm erely an A, phase at
second order is revealed, on closer Inspection, as a [12]
phase.

To investigate the degeneracy of what we now recog—
nize asthe [L2]}colum narboundary, it isusefulto update

13

initial state

(a) 2 flips <\_<><>_ >
initial state

(b) 2 lips

FIG.20: (Color online) These are exam ples of fourth order
resonances which are e ective interactions between lines. At
fourth order, such interactions are possble only when lines
are separated by two or fewer colum ns. O n the A ;-colum nar
boundary, resonances (a) and (o) are the only processes to
consider. T hese Involve term sp and g in the H am iltonian, as
indicated by the circles.

initial state
(a) 2 lips
—
initial state
(b) 2 flips
—-
initial state
(©) o OGP

FIG.21: (Color online) These are the long furth order res—
onances which occur in states where lines are separated by
two orm ore colum nar strips. T hese processes are always sta—
bilizing though the am ount depends on the environm ent of
the line as in the second order (see F ig.[I8). The resonance
in (@) is strongest because it involves the lowest energy inter—
m ediate state but () and (c) allow for a denser packing of
lines. Resonance (c) is especially suppressed due to tem p in

Eq.E1l.

Eq.[53 to include fourth order corrections:

2 4d+ 2b e
EN,Ng  ENg+ 0 ) (5.10)

whereN g isthe totalnum ber ofstaggered Inesand N 4 ¢,



is the num ber of staggered lines having the environm ent
of Fig.[2Ik (b). W e ignore states w ith arrangem ents like
Fig.[2Ik since they are disfavored as ground states. is
a constant, which m ay be calculated but whose value is
unin portant, containing the contribution of fourth order
self energy tem s. (4d+ 2b)? (2 (4d1+ o i@ an o 0 i
the contribbution of the m ost favorable long fourth order
resonances (Fig.[2Ika) whose num ber is proportional to
1

Nsa. (4d+ 2b)2 2 (4d+ 2b)+ 4@ a)t 2(c a)) 2e (e given
by Eq.[5.9) is proportionalto N g, and inclides the con—
tribbutions of F igs.20b and[2Ib. Notethat < and the
sign of is detem ined by the size ofg. For convenience,
we assum e g large enough that < 0.

W e may use Eq.[510 to correct the phase diagram .
Sin ilar to the second order case, as b is increased, the
extra stability of the staggered strips in the [12] state be—
com es eventually balanced by the zeroeth order energy of
the colum nar strips. W hen this occurs, the system will
prefer a state w ith few er lines that are ndividually m ore
stable. In particular, the stateswem ay label A 3, where
adpcent lines are separated by three coluim ns, m axin ize
the num ber of favorable long resonances F ig.21ka) w ith—
out Incurring any of the repulsive fourth order penalties
(i e. the analog of F ig.[20 would be a disconnected res—
onance). In the next section, higher order perturbation
theory will show that this A3 phase is actually a [13]
phase Fig.[%) so we begin using the [13] label inm edi-
ately. A sb is increased further, the system w illenter the
colum nar state.

T he result is the phase diagram in Fig.[22. T he phase
boundaries are detem ined by com paring energies. Ig—
noring corrections of order t°, we have the Hllow ing:

NN £ N,N
Epy,= b—T+ a ——+ t* L=
f2l 2 ® 4d + 2b i
G11)
NN £ N,N
E s = bt 2+ -+ gy =
f3 2 ® 4d + 2b L
G12)
N N,
Ec1= byz— (5.13)

C om paring these expressions, we obtain the updated
phase diagram shown in Fig.[22. T he [12] state is favored
when:

b<at+ — ¢ 45 9+ 3 )f 514

a 2d+ 2 437 ) ( )
The [13] is favored when:
£ s

t 45 9+ 3 )€ < b
4d+ 2b @373 )
D - S

4d+ 2b

(5.15)
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t
(13012 [11]
columnar herringbone
- 7
b-a highly degenerate
FIG . 22: (Color online) Fourth order phase diagram . The
new [L3] state haswidth t.
T he colum nar state is favored when:
b> a+ t+ ! 516)

4d+ 2b

On the [L2}13] boundary, there is a degeneracy be—
tween Interm ediate states where ad-pcent lines are sep—
arated by either two or three colum nar strips. On the
[L3}colum nar boundary, there is a degeneracy between
states w here ad pcent staggered lines are separated by at
least two colum ns.

3. Higher orders and ne structure

T he picture of F ig.22 w illbe further re ned by consid—
ering sixth order resonances and new phasesw ill appear
near the phase boundaries, In regions of w idth €,
w hich iswhy they werem issed at fourth order. Them ost
In m ediate consequence w illbe the lifting of the degener—
acy ofthe A 3 states in favor of the state [13]. T he latter
state, In com parison w ith the other A3 states, is both
stabilized m axin ally by the sixth order analog of F ig.[21
and, if we choose p > ¢, destabilized m inin ally by the
sixth order analog of Fig.[20. The [13}-colum nar phase
boundary w illopen to revealthe [14]phase Fig[3d)%°, n
w hich the num ber of favorable long resonances, the sixth
order analogs of F ig.[21la, ism axim ized and there are no
repulsive contrbutions ( i e. the sixth order analogs of
Fig.[20 w ill be disconnected tem s if the lines are m ore
than three colum nar strips apart).

T he argum ent m ay be applied iteratively at higher or-
ders in perturbation theory. At 2n-th order, wem ay ask
w hether the [ln]colum nar boundary w ill open to reveal
a new phase. The transition to less tilted states w ill be
again be driven by processes that connect ad-poent lines

Fig.23). T the com petitive states, ad-acent lines are
separated by at least n colum nar strips so 2n-th order
resonances connecting the linesm ust be \straight". T his
m eans that the com plicated high order processes, inclid—
ing \snake-like" uctuations that break the staggered
lines, will sin ply change the selfenergy of a staggered



line and do not have any e ect on the transition. The
[ln] phase w ill be destabilized by the process in F ig.[23b
which willoverwheln the stabilizinge ect ofF igl3a due
to com binatorics. H ow ever, these repulsive processes w ill
not contribute w hen the lines are separated by m ore than
n colum nar strips. Therefore, the [L,n+ 1] phase, which
m axin izes the num ber ofthe long 2n-th order resonances
F ig.[23c), w illbe stabilized in a region ofw idth £
between the [ln] and colum nar phases. Therefore, we
obtain the phase diagram of F ig.[13.

FIG .23: (Color online) T hese are the 12-th order resonances
which drive the transition between the [16] and [17] states.
Process (a) selects the [16] state from the others in the A¢
m anifold, which were stabilized equally at 10th order. P rocess
() destabilizes the [16] state near its colum nar boundary in
favor of the [17] state, which m axin izes the num ber of m ost
favorable resonances ().

This show s that states wih arbirarily long periods
are stabilized w thout long range interactionsor netun-—
Ing (otherthan the requirem ents ofperturbation theory).
T he situation willbe sim ilar if we were to use the two-
din er RokhsarX ivelson resonance. In this case, there
w il be contributions from resonances occurring only in
the colum nar regions, w hich were \inert" in our calcula-
tion. T hese processes w il am ount to selfenergy correc—
tionsthat just renom alize colum narenergy scaleb. A Iso,
additional localterm s (ie. other than p and ) m ay be
required to realize the very high-order states because ad-
“pcent linesw illbe able to Interact via interm ediate states
other than the ones shown in Fig.20. W hile we have not
worked out the exact details of this case, we note that
there are a nite number of such interm ediates states so
only a nite number of local tem s w ill be required. In
particular, we w ill not have to add longer tem s at each
order in perturbation theory.

So far, we have concentrated on the boundary w ith the
colum nar phase but we m ay also ask whether a sin ilar
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lifting m ay occur on the other phase boundaries. W e

consider the [L1H12]boundary. B oth ofthese phases are

stabilized at second order and occupy regionsofw idth

£ in thephase diagram (@ssum ing & aj £).O0n their

boundary, all states w here staggered lines are separated

by either one or two colum nar strips are degenerate to

second order. W e investigate the e ect of fourth order
resonances on this boundary.

W e need to consider not only the resonances presented
in sectionV B Abut also new furth orderprocessesw hich
becom e available once we consider staggered lines that
are one colimn apart. These are shown in Figs.[24
and 23. The resonances in section VB 2] will stabilize
(or destabilize { the sign is not Im portant) each bound-
ary state by an am ount proportional to the num ber of
its \ [12] regions", i. e. colum nar regions that are two
colum ns w ide and have staggered lines on their bound-
ary, while the resonances in Fig.[24 w ill contribute an
am ount proportional to the num ber of \ [L1] regions", i
e. colum nar regions that are one coluim n wide. If these
were the only avaibble processes, the [L1}-[12] bound-
ary would be shifted by £ but the degeneracy on the
boundary would rem ain.

The possbility of a new phase is detemm ined by the
resonances in Fig.[28. Both of these resonances have an
overall stabilizing e ect (the contributions to the energy
are negative) and depend on whethera [11] region is ad-
facent to another [11] region Fig.[23a) or a [12] region
Fig.[25b). Because ¢ > a, resonance (o) is stronger
than (@), since its interm ediate state has lower energy,
but requires a lower density of staggered lines. If the
net contrbution of resonance (a) wins, then the degen—
eracy would be liffted In favor of the [L1] state and the
[l1}12] boundary would be shifted again, but the de-
generacy w ill only be between the two states. However,
ifcismade su ciently large®, the contribution of reso—
nance (@) tends to zero whilk () approaches a constant
because the Interm ediate state can occur w ithout nvolv—
Ing cbonds (i e. the fourth order process w here the keft
clusteris Jped rstand last). T herefore, therew illbe a
new phase where resonance (o) ism axin ized. T his state
isthe [11-12] state w here the label refers to the repeating
unit \one staggered strip followed by one colum nar strip
follow ed by one staggered strip followed by two colum nar
strips".

C ontinuing the line ofthought, wem ay ask w hether the
[1112]-12] boundary will open at higher orders. Sixth
order resonances w ill shift the boundary but there are
no processes which break the degeneracy. However, at
eighth order, there is a resonance which w ill favora [11-
(12)*1phase Fig.28).

W e can, in principle, investigate w hetherthe [11-(12)"]
phases continue to appear when n is large and also
w hether the new boundaries them selves open to reveal
even ner details. The sam e argum ents w ill hold for
all of the other boundaries in the [In] sequence. W hilke
the structure of our Ham ittonian allowed us to be def-
Inite regarding the [In] sequence, it ismore di cult to
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FIG .24: (Coloronline) T hese are fourth order processes avail-
able between tw o staggered lines separated by a single colum —
nar strip.

FIG. 25: (Color online) These are Pourth order processes
which can occur ifa [11] region is next to (a) another [11] re—
gion or (o) a [12] region. Both ofthese resonances contribute
to the energy w ith a negative sign because the interm ediate
state nvolves two fewer repulsive ¢ bonds than if the ipped
clusters were farther apart.

draw conclusions about the ne structure at high orders
In perturbation theory because increasingly com plicated

resonances need to be accounted for. M ost of these reso-
nances w ill stabilize the unit cells of the states on either
side ofthe boundary so thenete ect willbe to m ove the
boundary. The m ore in portant tem s, w ith respect to

w hether boundaries w ill open, are resonances associated

w ith interfaces between regionsw ith one or anotherunit

cell. Even these term s can becom e com plicated at very

high orders in perturbation theory. However, our argu—
m ents suggest that arbitrarily com plicated phasescan, in

principle, be stabilized by going to an appropriate range

In param eter space and/or adding additional local in—
teractions. Therefore, the m ost generic situation is an

incom plete devil’s staircase, as sketched in Fig.[14.
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(b)

FIG. 26: (Colr online) These are eighth order processes
which can lead to a new phase between the [11-12] and [12]
phases. Resonance (@) stabilizes the [11-12] phase whik (o)
stabilizes the [ll—(12)2] phase. In the lin it where ¢ is large,
resonance (b) is preferable. T he easiest way to see this is by
setting c= 1 . Then the energy temm of resonance (a) and all
of the wavefunction tem s In resonances (@) and (o) will give
zero because the intermm ediate states can not form w ithout cre—
ating c bonds. H owever, the interm ediate state in resonance
(o) does not Involve cbonds and can be obtained w ithout cre—
ating cbonds (i. e. in an eighth order process w here the rst
and last two actions nvolve Ipping the cluster on the right
and the st cluster In the m dddk). Therefore, the energy
tem of resonance () will give a stabilizing contrdbution.

C . Order ofthe transitions between the [In] phases

Theboundariesbetween di erentm odulated statesare
generically rst-order. Intuitively, this is not surprising
because of the topological property that \protects" the
states, nam ely that even w ith an In nite num ber of local
din erm oves, it is In possibke to go from one state to the
other since the states are in di erent topological sectors.
T herefore, we would not expect a transition to be driven
by a grow Ing correlation length.

Fom ally, the way we use to determ ine the order ofthe
transitions that em erge in the system , is by calculating
the rst derivative of the ground-state energy on either
side of the phase boundaries that we found£? For ex—
am ple, we w ill treat explicitly the case of the transition
between [12]! [13], even though the sam e line of argu—
m ent applies to the other boundaries as well. T he ener—
gies of the tw o states near the phase boundary, are given
by Eq.[51], Eq.[512 and the phase boundary is given by
the Hllow ing condition (@s can be seen i Eq.[5.14):

£ 4
b=a+ —— ¢

45 9+ 3 )¢
4d+ 2b @33 )

5.17)
Let’s consider the case where we approach the boundary
from the [L2] side varying the variable t but keeping a;b
constant. In the phase diagram Fig.[13, we 'm ove’ ver—
tically down. The reason for choosing this direction is
Just clarity. Let’s call the point of the phase boundary

w here our path crosses, A, and the critical value of t, &
(com ing from the solution of Eq.[5.17 for xed values of



a;b;d).
T he energies of the two states at the phase boundary
are exactly equal. T heir derivatives are:

@E nz] 2tC . Nny
= 2=y 4 =
et 9d+ 2b g 4R
At e
+0 () (5.18)
@E 3 2t 3, NyNx
= == 444 )=
@t 4d+ 2b E ) 8
A gt
+0 () (519)
By Egs.[517,[518 and[5.19, we have:
et Qt
At it A tc
b NN,
t & vV L6 @) (520)
2(@ad+ 2b) t, 6

I {z }

1
< 0 to order O (t2)

T he derivatives are not equal along the phase bound-
ary so the transition is discontinuous ( rst-order). It is
clear that all the phase transitions we found w ill also be
discontinuous because the above discontinuity com es ex—
actly from the contributions leading to the phase bound-
ary’s presence.

VI. CONNECTIONS W ITH FRUSTRATED
ISING M ODELS

A naturalquestion to ask is whether the staircase pre—
sented above has any connection to the staircase of the
3D ANNNImodelor the quantum analogs discussed in
Ref.[5]. One ofthemain di erences ofthe present work
is the non-perturbative inclusion of frustration by con-—
sidering hard-core dim ers as the findam ental degrees of
freedom . In this sense, the present staircase di ers from
previous work sin ilarly to how the fully frustrated Ising
modeldi ers from the conventionalIsing m odel. Tt is In—
structive to consider the m apping between din er cover—
Ingsand con gurationsofthe fully frustrated Isingm odel
on the square lattice FFSI) In m ore detail.

The FFSIm odelcan be describbed in term s of Ising de—
grees of freedom living on the square lattice. The m ain
di erencew ith the usualferrom agnetic Ising m odel is the
ollow ing: Even though in the x-direction, all the bonds
are ferrom agnetic, In the y-direction there are altemating
ferrom agnetic (antiferrom agnetic) lines where ferrom ag—
netic (antiferrom agnetic) verticalbonds live (we consider
that the absolute values of the couplings ofallbonds are
equal). In this way, the product of bonds on a single
plquette is always 1 (three ferrom agnetic bonds per
plagquette) and therefore the ground-state of the system
cannot be just the ferrom agnetic one. In fact, by m ap—
pingeach "unsatis ed" bond to a din er living on the dual
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FIG.27: (Color online) O ne of the four possible [11] con g—
uration in tem s of Ising spins on the fully frustrated square
Jattice. T he hard-core dim er constraint corresponds to the re—
quirem ent that the FF ST ground state has one \unsatis ed"
bond per plaquette. T he colum nardin er regions correspond
to ferrom agneticIsing dom ains. The staggered-dim er strips
correspond to the Ising dom ain walls, depicted by the red—
colored (dashed) curved lines, which separate ferrom agnetic
dom ains of di erent orientation. C learly, in the other equiva-—
lent con gurations, even though they share the sam e principle
ofdom ain-wall com petition, the separated regions are not fer-
rom agnetic but one of severalm etam agnetic choices®® .

sublattice, we nd that each of the degenerate ground—
state con guration m aps to a hard-coredin ercon gura—
tion on the square lattice (see FigD7)e3.

A typical [In] con guration in the dim er Janguage we
used, as clearly depicted in Fig. [27 for one of the our
equivalent dim er structures, under =2 rotationsand sub—
lattice shifts, can be seen iIn the FFSI picture as ferro-
m agnetic stripes of length 4n in the one direction and
In nite In the other, separated by antiferrom agnetic do-
main walls. In this way, these ordered states clearly re—
sam ble the m odulated phases of the ANNN I m odel in
two din ensions. T he other three equivalent din er struc—
turesm ap again to periodic dom ains in the Ising m odel,
but w ith m ore com plicated m etam agnetic structure. T he
reason for this seem ingly large com plexity hasto do w ith
the fact that the possbl equilbrium con gurationshave
to satisfy the FF SI constraint.

A s far as the Interactions are concemed, we have the
follow ing correspondences: The three-dim er resonance
term we used In our construction corresoonds to a two
neighboring-spins I process w hich should, however, re—
spect the FF ST constraint. W e should note that the usual
sihgleplaquette resonance m ove m aps to the single-spin

Ip which isthe sam e as the Ising transverse eld usually
considered. The a and btem s correspond to dom ain—
wall energies in the FFSI. Both of them have an one-



to-one m apping to three-soin interactions but these in—
teractions are also anisotropic (they depend on the dis—
tribution of the Ising bonds which we described). The
additional interactions that we added to the system , so
that to extensively study i, corresoond clearly to com —
plicated m ultispin Interactions.

VII. DISCUSSION

T here are reasons to be optin istic that these ideas ap—
ply m oregenerally. Forexam ple, asm entioned earlier, we
expect that w ith suitablem odi cation of Eg[5.], a sin i~
lar phase diagram m ay be obtained for a w ide variety of
o -diagonalresonance tem s, including the fam iliar two—
din er resonance of RokhsarX ivelson. This is because
the perturbation theory is structured so that at any or-
der, m ost of the nontrivial resonances am ount to self-
energy corrections and the resonances driving the tran—
sitions are com paratively sin pler. T he three-din er reso—
nance ofEq.[4 7 is analytically convenient as its action is
con ned to the dom ain wallboundaries. T he two-din er
resonance would involre m ore com plicated bookkeeping
since we also need to account for intemal uctuations of
the colum nar regions.

A nother reason to expect these ideasto hold m ore gen—
erally is the qualitative sim ilarity ofthis approach to the

eld theoretic argum ents in Refs and . In those
studies, the Hlow ing action, in the notation of Ref.[29,
wasused to describe the tilting transition in the R okhsar-
K ivelson quantum dim erm odelon the honeycom b lattice
(the square lattice is sim ilar but w ith som e added sub-—
tleties { sse Ref.[29):

1 1 1
5(@ h)2+§ 2(rh)2+§ 4(r2h)2

+ @ h)(l@ h 5@ h)(l@ h + 3@ h)
g3 Ex 2 X 2 y 2 X 2 v

+ qu¥xh rh¥ ::: (71)
where \::" includes tem s that are irrelevant to the
present discussion (though m aybe not strictly \irrele-
vant" In the RG sense). In this expression, h is a coarse
grained version of the height eld Figld) and the st
line of E q.[Z. describes the tilting transition at the RK
point®®, which correspondsto , = g3 = g = 0. If
g3 < 0, the system favors tilted states and is sin ilar to
our param etera b. However, g prevents the tilt from
taking itsm axim alvalie and in this sense, is sin ilar to
our tem s ¢ and d. The existence of the devil's stair-
case In Ref.@ was established by tuning g3 and g; so
as to stabilize an Intem ediate tilt and then to study the

uctuations about this state. The staircase arose from
a com petition between these quantum  uctuations, anal-
ogous to our temm t, and lattice interactions, (roughly)
analogous to our tem s ¢, d, p, and g.

Another sense In which our calculation is sim ilar to
R ef.@ m ay be seen by heuristically considering thee ect
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ofdoping them odel. In particular, consider replacing one
ofthe dim ers in a staggered strip w ith two m onom ers. If
we then separate the m onom ers In the direction parallel
to the stripe, a string of colum narbonds w illbe created.
If the staggered and colum nar bonds were degenerate,
then this would cost no energy in addition to the cost of
creating them onom ers in the st place so them onom ers
would be decon ned. However, in the [ln] phase, the
staggered bonds are slightly favored so the energy cost
E of separating the m onom ers by a distance R would be
E RE".H ence, the com m ensurate phases seen In our
model are con ning with a con nem ent length that be-
com es arbitrarily large for the high-order structures that
appear very close to the colum nar phase boundary. This
is qualitatively sim ilar to the \Cantor decon nem ent"
scenario proposed in Ref.@.

However, there are ways In which our calculation is
qualitatively di erent from the above. Our calculation
takes place in the lin it of \strong-coupling" where t
is am all com pared with other tem s but In uences the
phase diagram nonetheless because the stronger tem s
are com peting. In contrast, the RK point of a quantum
din erm odel, by de nition, occurs In a regin e of param —
eter space where quantum  uctuations are com parable in
strength to the interactions. The eld theoretic predic—
tion requires g; and gs being nonzero so does not liter—
ally apply at the RK point eitherbut, by selfconsistency,
should apply som ew hat \near" it. W em ay speculate that
the tilted states being predicted by the eld theory are
large t continuations of states that em erge in the strong
coupling lim it far from the RK point. H owever, we reem —
phasize that our calculation is reliable only in the lim it
ofam allt and we can not be certain which (ifany) ofour
striped phases survive at larger t. Another issue is that
the phase diagram near the RK point depends strongly
on the lattice geom etry and the prediction of a devil's
staircase .n Ref.[29 is for bipartite Itrices. Th contrast,
lattice sym m etry does not play an obvious role in the
present work and it is likely that these ideas can bem ade
to apply on m ore general lattices.

Tt is also likkely that this calculation can be m ade to
work In the strong-coupling lim its of other frustrated
m odels, for exam ple vertex m odel?? and even in higher
din ensions. For exam ple, m appings sin ilar to those dis—
cussed In Ref.@ m ay be used to construct an SU 2)—
Invariant soin m odelon a decorated lattice that displays
the sam e phases. A more interesting direction would
be to study the strong-coupling lim its of m ore physi-
cal m odels, for exam ple the Em ery m odel of high T
superconductivity?® which also shows an a nity for ne-
m atic ground states?® . Tt would also be Interesting to see
w hether nem aticity is essential, i. e. w hether other types
of phase sgparation can occur In a purely local m odel
through e ective long range interactions that arise, as
In the present calculation, from the interplay of kinetic
energy and frustration.
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APPENDIX A:DETAILSOF THE SECOND
ORDER CALCULATION

In this section, we explicitly work out the details ofthe
second order calculation, incluiding the e ect of having
c> a. W e show that the second order phase diagram is
qualitatively sim ilar to the ¢ = a case presented in the
maln text, provided that c is not too large (the precise
condition is obtained below ). Therefore, netuning to

= a ispurely a m atter of convenience.

W ith reference to Fig.[16, wem ay calculate the di er
ence In energy between the excited and iniial states for
each case. T he unperturbed energies *,1i2 £1;2;3g, of
the initial states in Fig.[181,[182, and [183 are given
by Eq.[52 and are degenerate when a = b. To calculate
the unperturbed energies, {* of the excited states, we
need to exam ine the Interaction energies present in the
excited states which are absent in the iniial states and
vice versa. These are shown in Fig.[1d by the red and

blue arrow s. Using the gure, we obtain:

= I = @4d 2a) ( 2a 2b)
= 4d+ 2b @1
e I - @4d+2c 2a 2a) ( 2a 2b)
= 4d+ 2b+ 2¢  2a @2)
B _ G4+p 2a b) ( 2a 2b)
= 6d+ p+ b @3)

T hese are the three possbl energy denom nators which
m ay enterEqJ54. W em ay classify a staggered line based
on the din er arrangem ent to its Imm ediate right, cor—
responding to cases (1), ), and (3) in Fig.[Id. Each
staggered line contributes Nyext—zln . The factor N
is because there are NTY possble rightw ard resonances of
each line and also NTY leftw ard resonances of the line to
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its right, which enter w ith the sam e weight. P utting ev—
erything together, we can update Eq.[5E2:

NNy
E Ns1;NgiNgNe) = b2—+ b a)NyNg

YUt ad+ 2p
N, N t2
YUS2U4¥ 2o+ 2¢ 2a
N,N c
YU ed+ p+ b
+ o) )

whereN g; isthe num ber of staggered lines oftype (i) and
Ng= Ng + Ng + Ng3 is the total num ber of staggered
lines. W hile the zeroeth order term depends only on the
num ber of staggered lines, the O ) piece depends on
their distribution and relative ordientations.

Eq.A4 show s that type (1) staggered lines w illbe sta-
bilized m ore by the perturbation than type () lines.
However, the zeroeth order term depends only on the
totalnum ber of lines and type (2) lines pem i a denser
packing of lines. W e tem porarily ignore type (3) lines.
Dependingon b a, the system w ill favor either the [11]
state, the colum nar state, or the states which m axin ize
the num ber of type (1) lines, which (at second order)
are analogous to the m axin ally staggered con gurations
in Fig.[l except staggered lines are now separated by
two colum ns. W e denote the latter collection of states
w ith the labelA , (i e.altemating statesw here staggered
strips altemate w ith two colum ns of colum nar din ers).
To determm Ine these boundaries, we st write down the
energies of these three states to second order In t using

Eq.m:

. Ny N, NyN, o 152 )

= a
i1 2 2 4d+ 2o+ 2@ a)
@AY>5)

N ,N NN £
E. = By = yH = a 6
B 2 : © 2a+ 20 ®.6)
N N,

Ec1= b? A7)

where we have used N = = forthe [11] state, N = ==
for the A, states, and Ng = 0 for the colum nar state.
Com paring these expressions, we obtain the follow ing

boundaries. The [L1] state is favored when:

32 a 4d+ 2b
2 (4d + 2b) 4d+ 2b+ 2@ a)
@8)

b< a+

4d+ 2b

The A, states are favored when:

. o 3t
4d+ 2b 2 (@d+ 2b)

4d+ 2b
(8 )< b
4d+ 2b+ 2(c a)




and the colum nar state is favored when:

b> a+ (A 10)

4d+ 2b

If we require that (c a) is anall compared to 2d + b
(recall that d a by assum ption), then we see that the
region where the A, state is preferred is a am all region
w ithin the phase boundary ofFig.[I0. The width ofthis
region tends to zero as c ! a. A cartoon of this case
is given in Fig.[I4. On the A,-colum nar boundary, the
A, states are degenerate with the colum nar state and
any interm ediate state w here consecutive staggered lines
are separated by at least two colum ns. Sin ilarly, on the
[L1}A », boundary, the [11] states are degenerate w ith the
A, states and any interm ediate states where staggered
linesofdi erent (sam e) ordentation are separated by two
(either one or two) colum ns.

T he collection of A, states are degenerate to order 2.
A sthe degeneracy ofthe A, statesw illbe partially lifted
at Purth order in the perturbation theory, the ¢ > a
case adds com plexity w ithout changing the phase dia—
gram qualitatively. T herefore, purely for convenience,
we assum e c= a throughout the m ain text.

A s c is made lawger, the width of the A, region In-
creases but when ¢ > d+ a+ %’, then according to
Eq.[A4, we need to consider type (3) lines. In this case,
the tilted state w illno longer be favored and, in fact, all
of the steps of the staircase will lie in the zero w inding
num ber sector.

APPENDIX B:CANCELLATION OF
DISCONNECTED RESONANCES

W e now dem onstrate the cancellation of disconnected
term s that appear at fourth order in the perturbation
theory (Eq.[5.8). Because ourH am iltonian is local, there
are linked cluster theorem s which ensure that this can-
cellation occurs at any order In the perturbation theory
so the contribution to the energy is always extensive as
it should be.

R egarding the situation ofF ig.[18, wem ay w rite down
all fourth order tem s involving the excited states which
we have labelled 1 and 2. The energy num erator will
contrbute a num ber of tem s, each having energy :

VnrnVranlkan
(m n)(l n)(k n)
£

= 1
(4d+ 2b)? 2 (4d+ 2by)) &Ll

E = ¢
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which follow s because the energy of the excited states
(relative to the initialstate) are 1 o= , = 4d+ 2b
and 12 0= 2(@d+ 2b). That 1, 0= 2(1 0) is
precisely because clusters 1 and 2 are disconnected. T his
would not be the case ifwe had a long range interaction.
From Fig.[I8, we readily see that there willbe four such
tem s since there are Hur ways to connect the niial
state (0) to the excited state (12) and then back to itself.
T herefore, the full potentially pathological contribution
of the energy num erator is:

t t
— 2

Had+ o7 cad+ 20) “@d+ 20)3

®B2)
It is evident that there are of order N ? of these tem s
because the choice of clusters 1 and 2 were arbirary.
The energy denom nator Wavefinction nomm alization)
w il contribute tem s, each having energy:

Enumn =

4 Vnm Vm n Vn lvln t4

E=t =
(n n)? (1 n)  @d+ 2p)°

and only resonances from the iniial state to excited
states 1 and 2 are nvolved. Because the case where
m = lgives an extensive contribution to the energy, we
will be concemed w ith the case wherem and 1 in the
above equation are di erent. There are two such tem s
because eitherm or 1 can correspond to excied state 1
and the other to state 2. T herefore, the full potentially
pathological contribution of the energy denom nator is:

t4

22— 4
(4d+ 2p)3 &

Egen =

W e see explicitly that the non-extensive contrdbutions of
Epun andE gen precisely cancel. C kearly thisw illbe case
forany choice ofdisconnected clusters 1 and 2 so we have
shown that, to fourth order in the perturbation theory,
the energy correction is extensive, as it physically should
be.
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A lthough we will only \know " this at eighth order when
the degeneracy of the A, states, where adpcent lines are
always separated by four colum nar strips, is lifted in favor
the one w ith m axin al tilt.

W e should consider c to be large in com parison to the scale
of the perturbation series, which is the di erence b a.
However, as it is pointed out in A ppendix[&], ¢ cannot be
too Jarge orequivalently, any ofthe couplings d;p should be
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