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1 Introduction

In the last few years, progress hasbeen m ade in exactly solving statistical and quan-—
tum models In a total of three din ensions. Som e cases of the six-edge statistical
m odel in three din ensionsl, the U (1) lattice gauge m ag'net2 and the quantum din er
m odelon a hexagonal lattice3 in 2+ 1 dim ensions have been solved exactly.

In this article, the RokhsarK fvelson model RKM ) on the square lattice? will
studied from a sin iliar point of view . This system is a quantum dim er m odel on
a square lattice, proposed as an e ective theory of layered superconductors. Ik is
found that, lke the systam s solved In references 1,2,3, the RKM is a system ofnon-—
Interacting Fem ionic strings. W hilk the onestring problm is not, unfortunately,
exactly solvable, i can be understood physically w ithout much e ort. M ore general
m odels w ith a \diagonal" coupling or w ith dynam ical holns? are not accessble to
the technigques used here.

Tt is ound here that the behaviour of the RKM w ithout the \diagonal" term is
qualitatively sin iliar to that of the quantum dim er m odel on the hexagonal lattice;
topologicaldefects (holons) are con ned into pairs, but there isno gap In the spectrum
and no long-range order. The ground state can be thus be thought of as a soin

uid. &t can be shown that din er con gurations are the ground states of a particular
H eisenberg m odel invented by K kein®. Presum ably Introducing further interactions
in this H eisenberg m odel gives a system whose low -lying states are described by the
RKM .

Tt is perhaps appropriate at this point to review som e of the history and issues
surrounding the RKM and related problem s. Rokhsar and K ivelson’s m odel has
tw o param eters; a \resonance" coupling J and a \diagonal" coupling V . These are
coe cients of two di erent term s in the Ham itonian. They were able to solve the
modelatV = J where they found that the ground state was a superposition of every
possble dim er state. ForV > J they showed that the ground state was a \gpin—
staggered" state w ith spontaneous breaking of rotational and translation mvariance.
They suggested that forV < J a \soih-liquid" state w ith no Jong-range order should
appear. They also argued that a \valenocebond-solid" or \colum n" phase should
appear orvV < 0. In thisphase socalled colum n con gurations dom inate, leading to
a four-fold degeneracy ofthe ground state Later, D om bre and K otliar, who exam Ined
mean eld theory for the Hubbard m odel and Read and Sachdev6, who studied
SU (N ) generalizations of square-lattice H eisenberg antiferrom agnets form ally sim iliar
totheRKM ,did not nd a spin—liquid phass, but did nd a valencebond-solid phase
appeared7. The RKM modelwas then exam ned directly by Fradkin and K velson8
who usad dilute gas m ethods for the V. = 0 case and Sachdev, who studied the
sam e problm num em'ca]]y9. Fradkin and K ivelson argued that the V. = 0 ground
state was a valencebond-solid state. Sachdev found that the susoeptibility of the
order param eter for valencebond-solid form ation was divergent w ith the volum e,
and therby suggested that such a solid form ed forallV < J. Read and Sachdev Jater
extended their analysis to antiferrom agnets on hexagonal lattices and argued that



valence-bond-solid form ation took place there aswelllO, Forat least som e H eisenberg
m odels, the ground state is a valencebond w01idll. m reference 3, It was shown that
a hexagonalHattice quantum dimerm odelwas in a gapless uid phase12 .
Tt willbe shown here that the ground state ofthe square-attice RKM atV = 0O isa
uid and not a solid. T he absence of Iong-range order is consistent w ith R okhsar and
K wvelson’s original picture of superconductivity. There do appear to be pow er-law
correlations w hich m ay explain Sachdev’s results?.

In this paper, the string form ulation is arrived at through the use of a general-
ization of the Jordan-W igner transform ation due to D otsenko and Polyakov for the
three-din ensional Ising m odell3. m previous solutionsl 23 antisym m etrized string
wave functions were used to diagonalize the H am iltonian. The m ain reason for pre—
senting the m ore form al Jordan-W igner construction here is that som e readers m ay

nd it m ore straightforward as well as m ore Interesting from a m athem atical point
of view .

The RKM will rstbe converted to a trangular-lattice problem which ressmbles
the neutralU (1) Jattice gaugem ag'net2 14,15 Next, theH ibert spacew illbem apped
into that of stringsw ith an in nitely shorttange, in nitely repulsive nteraction. The
Interaction is ram oved by quantizing the strings asFemm ions. T he eigenfuinctions and
eigenvalues of the RKM can thereby be w ritten in temm s of the one-string eigenvec—
tors and eigenvalues. The one-string problem is not exactly solvable, but physical
argum ents ndicate its low lying spectrum is that of a 1 + 1-din ensional m asskess
quantum eld theory of D irac particles. It is argued that the soectrum of the full
RKM is gaplkss. A lhear potential exists between topological defects, due to the
fom ation of dynam ical strings. Exact upper and lower bounds are found on both
the ground-state energy and the string tension.

2 The RokhsarX ivelson M odel

T he sites of a tw o-din ensional Jattice w illbe labeled by pairs of integers y';y?) = y
and bonds (y;i) connectingy toy + 1A soin state B(y;1) > isde ned on each bond,
by s(y;i) = 1=2when adin erispresent at (y;i) ands(y;i) = 1=2,whennodimeris
present at (yv;1). A diner representsa  -valence bond between two nearest-neighbor
copper atom st6. The Ham iltonian ofthe RKM is?

X X

H=J v;1) g+ 520 w+2;1) w2 @)

y
Here ;)= (=2)( *;) 1Y¥(y;D),where *, ¥ and ? are theusualPauli

m atrices. The Ham iltonian density applied to a plaquette (square) changes that
plaquettes’s state according to the rule:



w ith all other states annihilated. The RKM isa U (1) lattice gauge theory2'14rl5; H
com m utes w ith the G auss’ Jaw operator de ned at a site y, ad poent to four links 1
X

G )= SO @)

D iner states j > satisfy
GE)+2)>=0: ©)

The Ham iltonian is identical to that of the m odel discussed in reference 2, though
the G auss’ law condition @) is di erent. The gauge-nvariant W ilson loop operator
de ned on a closed contour of consecutive IinksC = fl;;L; a5 g is

AC)= "T@Q) @ TG G®)c: @)

A topological defect is a site ¥ at which no din ers are attached. Such defects are
characterized by
G )+ 413 >= 0: ©®)

In reference 4 a second \diagonal" temm was added to the H am iltonian, nam ely

X
Ha= V S ;1S w+ 528 w+ 2;1)s v:2); ©6)

Yy

where S isde ned by
L1 fyid)
S )= —— ¢ )

In this paper, only the V. = 0 case willbe considered.

3 Reduction to a Triangular Lattice

The RKM can be reduced to a spin m odel on a trangular lattice. The trangular
lattice will be drawn as a square lattice w ith extra diagonalbonds. Upon m aking
this reduction, 90° rotational invariance is no longer m anifest. Consider the bonds
(;2), with y* + y? odd. T hese are halfthe bondsparallelto 2. T he occupation state
at each of these bonds is a redundant degree of freedom . A 1l such bonds m ay be
contracted to points, kaving a trangular lattice. To see this, consider the possble
din er con gurations around one such bond:
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p p p p
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The m iddle bond is now contracted to a point Fig.l). The sites of the triangular
lattice w illbe abeled by x = (x1;x%,) and the bonds connecting x to x+ I, connecting
x tox+ 2 and connecting x to x T 2 by &;1), x;2) and (x;3) respectively.
T he state at each bond is represented by a soin 5 X;1) >(.2 Next apply the unitary
transform ation which ipsthe spinsat allhorizontalbonds , * (x;1) (ie. occupied
bonds at x;1) are now replaced by empty bonds and viceversa). The possblk
con gurations at a site of the triangular lattice are now :

P PP P P P pﬁp P PP R PP
ppp fep p p p P PP € pp
P PP P P P P PP P PP :;_k?p
pr P P P B PP P P P P P

p p p¢ —p p_»p P p p
;L‘pp i_ip p fep p fep p e p

respectively. The fth, sixth, eighth and ninth con gurations have purposely been
drawn w ith a break. The new H ibert space is restricted by the G auss law

gx)j >=0; @)

gx)= *&x;1) &2+ *&®;3) ‘& L0+ *x 2;2) *x+1+2;3): 0

T he H am iltonian is now

X X
H = [ &;1)  x;2) &+ 2;3)

X

+ ®+2;3) &+ 2;1) &+ 1;2)1; (10)

ThisH commutes wih g(x) de ned In (E). Tt interchanges states on triangles ac-
cording to:

pr E@p, I@)@EY P—E

A typicaloon guration ofthe square lattice isshown In Fig. 2. The basis states of
the H ibert space are strings extending across the lattice. Two strings never overlap
on any link.

T he strings are not arbirary paths. Any unit segm ent of string on a vertical
bond (that is, a bond in the 2-direction) or on a bond at a 45° (that is, a bond of
string paralelto £ 2) must be attached at the top to a segm ent of string on a



horizontalbond (in the 1-direction), com ing from the Jft, unless the verticalbond is
on the boundary. In addition, a seagm ent of string on a vertical or 45° bond m ust be
attached at the bottom to a segm ent of string on a horizontalbond, going o to the
right. Three In possibl con gurations for two ad-pcent segm ents of a singlke string

are:

P PP pEp Iépp
S@pp p p p@f;p
p p@p pg@p p p

T he strings Interact though a short-range, in nitely strong repulsive Interaction at
Iinks. System s of Bosonic strings w ith such \hard-core" repulsion n 2+ 1 din ensions
are equivalent to system s of free Fermn jonic stx:ing52'3.

A ssum e the original lattice of the RKM has the shape of a rectanglk of vertical
din ension 2N and horizontal din ension L, where L is odd. Selct for contraction
those Iinks (y;2) rwhich y!' + y? is an odd number. Then the resulting triangular
Jattice has the appearance shown at the bottom ofFigl. It is possbl to see that
all but one site of the Jeft boundary x! = 1 of the triangular lattice is an endpoint
of exactly one string. There are therefore N strings attached to this boundary (it
contains N + 1 sites). The site which is not an endpoint of a string is that at the
bottom ofthe kft boundary (it ispossble for a string to pass though this site, but not
end there). Sin iliarly, allbut one site of the right boundary x* = L ofthe triangular
Jattice is an endpoint of exactly one string, the exosption being the site at the top of
the right boundary. The number of strings is conserved by the Ham iltonian. W ith
this choice ofboundary condition, the top and bottom boundaries place no restriction
on the shape a string m ay take.

Ifthe system were In a valenocebond-solid phase, the ground state would be spon—
taneously broken. Tt would be dom fnated by one of the four colum n con gurations
shown In Fig3. On the tdangular lattice the colum n con gurations becom e those
shown in Fig4. &t will be argued here, that such symm etry breaking does not take
plce (provided there is no diagonal tem (§) included in the Ham iltonian). The
argum ent hinges on the string spectrum being gapless. In fact, a mudch sim plr ar-
gum ent can be m ade against valencebond-solid form ation. Consider any plaquette
containing two dim ers in a colum n con guration. T he state of this plaquette is com —
pktely free to uctuate. There is no preference for the two din ers on this plaquette
to be aligned along the 1-direction or the 2-direction. The con guration ofeach ofthe
other plaquettes containing two din ers can also uctuate. T he solid cannot m aintain
its ntegrity and must m el.

4 The One-String P roblem

Each string is m ade of segm ents attached end-to-end. A string con guration is de-
scribed by a sequence ofnumbersX (k), each an integer or half-integer, de ned below .



The m idpoint of each segm ent has 1-coordinate x* = n=2+ 1=2, n even, whilke the
endpoints have 1-coordinates x' = n=2+ 1=2,n odd. In thisway, both m idpoints and
endpoints of segm ents are lJabeled by the horizontal coordinate n. The number X (k)
is an integer or halfinteger equalto the value ofx? at the m idpoint of the segm ent of
string at x' = k+ 1=2. C learly n = 2k. T he eigenstates of the one-string H am iltonian
iIn the Schrodinger picture are wave functionals S K 1= S K (1); 53X k);=5X (L)].
Though the links (x;1) with x* = L do not exist on the triangular lattice, the num ber
X (L) is still needed. The puppose of X (L) is to specify how the string ends at the
right boundary. These string wave functionals vanish for any choice of K ] which
does not corresoond to a string. D e ne the raisihg and lowering operators on this
soace of wave-functionals by

[ ®K);X ®KOI= e [ YKR)GX Y= 40 11)

T he string con guration isnextm apped Into a one-din ensional oin con guration
fs(h)g,st)= 1.A soh at odd n isdown unless the string segm ent at x! = n=2 is
parallelto 2. A spinsat even n is down, unlss the string segm ent whose m idpoint is
x! = n=2 istilted at 45°, ie. paralelto I 2. The onestring Ham iltonian is equiv-
alent to a spin-chain Ham iltonian under an nerproduct-pressrving transform ation
A:

H = AhAY; 12)
de ned by
A Q1 LAY = 2xag;xa1 1 L;
A QDAY = 2% mipxm 122 X @;x A1) 1-2 1;
24+ 1
A @l 1)AY = m)?;
m=21
24+ 1
A TEpAY = @) m)?;
m=2141
24+ 1
A (1 1)AY = Yn)? ;
m=21
2?114—1 5
A eyaY = Y21 Ym) : 3)

m=2k1

Certain restrictionsm ust be placed on spin con gurations if they are to be iden—
ti ed by {[J) with string con gurations. They are:

1. the pinssm) and sih + 1) cannot both be +1,

2. the spins s (1) and s(R1l+ 2) cannot both be +1,



The soin-chain Ham ittonian which describbes the string is

%L %L k1
n n+1 T @+ Ha+ L+ L+ DA+ Juo)i 14)
n=1 n=1 =1

where is taken to In niy to enforce the above restrictions 1 and 2. Notice that

the last tem breaks the invariance under translation by one lattice spacing (this

Invariance is also broken by the boundary conditions). The number of up soins is
xed by virtue of the fact that the spin chain has a globalU (1) invariance:

[h; Z]1= 0 : (15)

n=1

The Ham iltonian ([4) describbes spinless Fem ions which can hop from site to site,
w ith strong nearest-neighbor and next-to-nearest-neighbor repulsion. The Fem ion
elds are constructed through the Jordan-W igner transfom ation17:

+ Y z Y z
2= i on = : (16)

n m
m<n m<n

Theseobey [ /; n}k = nm,wih all other anticom m utators vanishing. The 1ling
fraction must be 1=4 by virtue of the boundary conditions (this is consistent w ith
{[3) ). Ferm ions seperated from each other by m ore than two lattice spacings have
the usual hopping dispersion relation E, = 2J cosk, hence a Ferm i sea form s in the
ground state of {[4). If the second term in ({14) is ignored, the low -lying excitations
are one-din ensionalm asskess D irac partjc]esl7 . Ewillbe argued that this is true for
the system (4) aswell

The additional repulsive interactions n {[4) should not produce a gap above
the Fem i sea. There are two reasons why this should be so. The st of these is
that a repulsive short-range interaction cannot form bound states In the Femm 1 uid.
Secondly, the spin-chain is parity-invariant (in the sense that a spin at a given site
is coupled in the sam e fashion to is kft neighbor as is right neighbor), so that the
Eft and right D irac sectors should be uncoupled, which is lnconsistent with a gap.
However, I do not have a proof of this clain .

The Ham iltonian {I4) cannot be solved exactly, but it should be possble to study
its spectrum by num ericalm ethods. It ispossble, however, to nd exact upper and
lower bounds for its ground-state energy. W hik this can actually be done for the

nie open chain, Iwilldo so only for the ground-state energy per uni length in the
them odynam ic lim it.

For sin plicity, assum e that the Ham iltonian ([4 isput on lattice of kength L w ith

periodic boundary conditions, ie. 1, = . Consider the Ham iltonin
Xk &L R Z ;
hg = J n n+1 T A+ A+ 9 a7

n=1 n=13=1



on such a lattice and where, as before, istaken to in nity. The number R is the
range ofthe potentialand can be any non-negative integer (TheR = 0 case isthe XX
chainl’). Fora goeci ed lling fraction £ = N =L, the ground-state energy per site
ofh; and h, willbe shown to be lower and upper bounds, respectively, ofthe ground-
state energy per site of h. In addition the ground-state energy per site of hy can
be explicitly calculated for any lling fraction. This m odel was considered recently
by G om ez-Santos, who noted that for particular Ilings is solution is a Luttinger
'M;lidl8 .

It is straightforward to nd all the eigenstates and eigenvalues of hy . Consider
the oneup-soin eigenstates. These states are Iabeled by wave number k = 2 p=L
wherep= 0; 3L 1 :

XL
k>= & 13> 18)
n=1
where j > isthe state wih all spinsdown (zero 1ling fraction). These states are
eigenstates ofboth h and hy w ith eigenvaliesE, = 2 cosk. T he eigenstates ofh and
hg must have the form

P , .

koiuky > = ()% exp (kqng + +y ik )

k(7 mynyg ) L o 3> 19)
where the sum isoverl n; < n, < < n L.A state of the fom )jsan
eigenstate ofhy ifand only if it is an eigenstate ofthe XX m odel (free Fem jons) and
satis esthe condition that  (i;:3ny )= 0 ifPrsomer,n,y; n, R.Thusany

eigenstate of hg ;1 is also an eigenstate of hy wih the sam e eigenvalue. A state of
the om (L9) is an eigenstate ofh ifand only if it is an eigenstate ofthe X X m odel
and satis es the condition that  (hy;::5ny ) = 0 ifeither :

l.ny47 n, 1, Pranyr,
2.nNpp41 Ny 2, Prany p.

These conditions In ply that any eigenstate ofh, is also an eigenstate ofh and any
eigenstate of h is also an eigenstate of h;. Therefore the ground state at lling
fraction £ ofh, is an eigenstate ofh and the ground state at 1ling fraction £ ofh is
an eigenstate ofh;. If y (f) is the ground-state energy per site ofhgy and (f) isthe
ground-state energy per site ofh, then the above considerations in ply

1 (£) )  =206): 20)

The sinplest way to calculate g (f) is to notice that hg is just a free Ferm ion
problem KX chaln) on an e ective lattice of size L°= L. NR =L (@1 fR). The
e ective 1ling fraction is

f

= : 21)

g I
L° 1 fR




Now L%, (f% is by de nition, the ground-state energy of the free Ferm ion problem
on a lattice of size L° and 1ling fraction £°. The ground-state energy per site of hy
at Iling fraction £ must therefore be

Lo, (£°
R<f>=$= 1 fR),

: 22
(1 fR) 22)

T he ground-state energy density the free Ferm iproblem on a large lattice w ith this
Iling fraction is

( £ ) 2 ( £ ) @3)
= —sin :
°1 fR 1 fR
In the them odynam ic lim i, the energy per site of the string on a lattice on di-
mensionsN L isgivenby = (1=4)=2. From [22) and [23) the mequality [20)
becom es
1 1
19—5 J —J; (24)

or

0184 J 045937 : (25)

5 The N -String P roblem

The solution of the N —string problam is essentially the sam e as in references 2 and
3. First the onestring Ham iltonian is found. Then the product of N one-string
eigenfuntionals is antisym m etrized In each X (n). This gives an eigenfunctional of
H,;+ ::+ Hy, where Hy is the Ham iltonian for the k™ string. It is in fact an
eigenfinctional of the full H am iltonian, sinhce it is guaranteed to vanish whenever
strings overlap.

A ntisym m etrization can \break up" som e of the strings; it leads to choices of K ]
which are not continuously connected strings. The wave functionals autom atically
vanish whenever this is the case.

Let Sy be the pem utation group of N cbfcts. G ven N strings, there are N
values of X (k) Pr each k, which will be Iabekd X ! k); =5X N (k). Pem utations
sc"Sy will act by sending the values of X (k) to X = ® (k); 225X %) (k). The anti-
sym m etrized product ofN string wave finctionals quantum numbers (Wwhich are the
m om enta of Ferm ions In each string) £ gy for j= 1;u5N is

* 1 X ¥ s1 (3) s;, (3)
Seque gy K1= [ sgn (sx) 1 Seg, KTV M);usX > @)1 (26)
k=17 "5 "Sy =1

2

The argum ent [X ] is then restricted to a findam ental region F in which there isno
overlapping of strings:

XTK)< X?(k)< < XY k) @7)

10



This proceedure is consistent because S¢ 4, ..r g, K ] vanishes just outside F , where
Iinks from di erent stringstouch. W ith thisrestriction, H |+ :::+ Hy can be identi ed
with Hg, and hence with the RKM Ham iltonian and S¢ g ¢ o, K ] are indeed the
correct eigenstates. T he energy eigenvalues are

Ef g1ju5E Oy = Ef g1 + it Ef an . (28)

T he reader who is not entirely convinced ofthe results of this section can nd am ore
com plte discussion ofm any-string theory in reference 3.

6 String Field Theory

A m ore form alm ethod of converting the RKM to am any-string problem isthe string—
Jordan-W igner transform ation, sin iliar to that discussed for the three-din ensional
Ishgm odell3.

Let K 1= K Q);x5X (K); 35X (L)]be a st of Iinks 1 ;1L; ::: connecting the left
boundary to the right boundary. These links do not necoesarily constitute a string
con guration consistent w ith the rules discussed In Section 3, but are assum ed to be
a connected path, such that, foreach k = 1; ;L there isa unique X (). String eld
operators w illbe de ned foreach K 1.

A contour K ]Jisshown In Fig5. Let the st of Iinks ofthe form (x;1), x;3),but
not (x;2) kelow [X ]on the trangular lattice be called D . The Ilinks of D are shown
as dotted lines n Fig.5. T he string-destruction operatorat K ] is

Y Y Y
X 1= I *®1= [ @& @& 1M1 9)
I"K ] 1"D 1D
Sin iliarly, the string-creation operator at X ] is

Y Y
YR 1= 1 TOIL fO1= [T @) T &) 11707 30)

I"K ] 1"D 1"D

The string elds satisfy certain anticom m utation relations. The Y's anticomm ute
am ong them selves, asdo the ’s:

[ "K1; "K1Lk=[K]1;, ¥11,=0; @1)
forany two contours K Jand [Y ]. A specialcase of (3]) is
(YRD*= (KD =0: (32)
In addition to 1)), the string elds satisfy
[ "K1; M1le= xinii 33)

Suppose K ] and [¥ ] are two contours which cross at the points x, z, such that
X ] is everywhere below [Y ] Fig.6). By cutting both contours at x, z, and then

11



sw itching and reattaching the pieces two new contours, [Z ] and U ], are ocbtained.
The string— eld ¥ operators satisfy

K] YKI= (DF X YR YpI; (34)

Notice that if K ] and [Y ] are string contours satisfying the rules of Section 3, the
contours [Z ]and U ]w ill not satisfy these rules.
States produced by applying products of operators Y X ] to the zero-string state
¥ S:> (satifylng K ] % S:>= 0) are the second-quantized versions of (£6].
Foreach X ]deneavector JX 1>, such that < KK ]1>= land if X ]#6
V1], < KIJ¥Y]l>= 0. Thes vectors constitute an orthonom al basis of a vector
goace V . The states which correspond to the special string con gurations satisfying
the rules of Section 3 span a subspace W . Themapping A de ned In () is a
Iinear transform ation from W to the soin-chain H ibert space, which pressrves inner
products. The Ham ilttonian {LJ), w ith the constraint ) enforoed, is
X X
H = MI1< MIJH JK 1> ]
K P> "W Y W
X X
= 1< ¥IJAhAYIKI> [X]; 35)

X P>" G >"w

where h is the spin-chain Ham iltonian de ned in equation ({4).

The ground state is the antisym m etrized product of ground-state string wave
functionals, w ith the coordinates ordered as discussed previously. By €9) and @4),
the ground state E ; energy m ust satisfy

1 Eg 1 6

pg— J NL J; (36)

Correlations in the ground state of an Individual string have only power law be-

haviour, as the spectrum of the spin chaln is relativistic and gapless. Thus the

ground state ofthe RKM haspower-aw correlations, and is neither a colum nar nor a

staggered state?. An excitation ofthe RKM can bem ade by exciting a single string.
C learly the gap is zero.

7 Static D efects

An inportant issue is how the system behaves when topological defects are intro-—
duced. In m odels of copper-oxide-layer superconductors, defects are charged excita-
tions and their con nem ent in plies C ooper pairing w ith a short coherence length.
Only static defects will be discussed here. The square lattice is bipartite with two
geom etrically distinct kinds of sites, nam ely red sites w ith x* + x? even and black sites
w ith x' + x? odd. Since the Ham iltonian {l]) comm utes w ith the G auss’s law operator
Q), defect locations are xed. A red defect becom es a site where a string ends at the
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right, whereas a black defect becom es a site where a string begins at the kft. Free
boundary conditions for din ers on the square lattice dictate in ply that there are an
equalnumber of red and black defects.

An isolated defect on a red site beocom es one of the con gurations

: @ Cor
p PP P p p@p p
p

on the trangular lattice, whilk an isolated defect at a black site becom es one of the
con gurations

p p P
P pp p_%_p p_@p_p
p B

T he red defects and black defects behave like positive and negative charges, re—
oectively In a con ning U (1) gauge theory19. If a string is rem oved by placihg a
red defect at the keft boundary and a black defect is placed at the right boundary,
then the lowest energy state is iddentical to the ground state w ith no defects, m inus
the energy of one string. Since the individual strings have a negative energy per
unit length (pecause the 1lling fraction In the soin chain is greater than zero), the
defects are pined by a physical \string hole" w ith positive energy per unit length.
T his energy ism inus the ground-state energy of one string. The red defect and the
black defect are thus bound by a constant attractive force through the form ation of
this electric string. The string tension is de ned to be the asym ptotic energy per
unit ssperation on the original square lattice. Since the seperation of the defects on
the square lattice is L, the string tension is  which satis es the bounds (@4). The
system should be rotationakinvariant at Jarge distances (since the gap is zero) so the
string tension w ill only depend on the ssperation oftwo defects, if that seperation is
large.

8 Conclusions

Tt has been shown that the RKM is equivalent to a gas of transversly oscillating
\hard" strings. A qualitative analysis show s that the energy spectrum is gapless,
Indicatinga uid phase. D efectsare con ned by dynam icalstrings. Furthernum erical
work on the spin chain ({[4) describing a single string should reveal further properties,
such as the precise values of the string tension and ground-state energy.

T he physical excitations are probably closed strings. A closed string excitation
is produced by disturbing one of the strings In the ground state (the string \s=a")
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along a nite region of its length, then antisym m etrizing and ordering the string
coordinates.

Tt seem s lkely that for the range of diagonalcouplingd V0 there isa uid
phase, w ith a phase transition to a valencebond solid for som e negative V .
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F igure C aptions

Figure 1 : Reduction of the square lattice to the triangular lattice. T he bonds

m arked w ith circles are elin inated, converting each square (som e ofwhich are
labeled by lbelkd by A, B, C, etc.) to a tmangle. For this particular case
N =4and L = 7.

Figure2 : A typicaloon guration ofthe RKM , after reduction to the triangular
Jattice. Each din er con guration on the old lattioe becom es a set of strings on
the new lattice.

Figure 3 : Two of the four basic four colum n con gurations. By translating
(@) horizontally and (o) vertically by one lattice spacing, the other two colum n
con gurations are generated.

Figure4 : The con gurationson the triangular lattice cbtained from the colum n
con gurations of Fig3. The other two such con gurations are obtained by
translating these by one lattice spacing.

Figure 5 : How the Fem ionic string elds and Y are de ned for a contour
X 1. N otice that this particular choice of K ] isnot a legitin ate string con gu-—
ration according to the rules of Section 3. T he dark lines indicate the links of
the string contour X ], whilk the dotted lnes indicate the links in the st D .

Figure 6 : The relationship between the contours X ], Y ], Z ]and U 1.
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