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A bstract

The 2 + 1-dim ensionalquantum dim er m odelon a square lattice, proposed by

Rokhsarand Kivelson asa theory oflayered superconductivity,isshown to be equiv-

alent to a m any-body theory offree, transversely oscillating strings obeying Ferm i

statistics.A Jordan-W ignerconstruction forstring�eldoperatorsispresented.Topo-

logicaldefectsare shown to be linearly con�ned in pairsby dynam icalstrings. Exact

upperand lowerboundsare placed on theground-stateenergy and thestringtension.

Itis argued thatthe system is in a spin-uid phase and thatthere is no gap in the

excitation spectrum .
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1 Introduction

In thelastfew years,progresshasbeen m adein exactly solving statisticaland quan-

tum m odels in a totalofthree dim ensions. Som e cases ofthe six-edge statistical

m odelin threedim ensions1,theU(1)latticegaugem agnet2 and thequantum dim er

m odelon a hexagonallattice3 in 2+ 1 dim ensionshavebeen solved exactly.

In this article,the Rokhsar-Kivelson m odel(RKM ) on the square lattice4 will

studied from a sim iliar point ofview. This system is a quantum dim er m odelon

a square lattice,proposed as an e�ective theory oflayered superconductors. It is

found that,like thesystem ssolved in references1,2,3,theRKM isa system ofnon-

interacting Ferm ionic strings. W hile the one-string problem is not,unfortunately,

exactly solvable,itcan beunderstood physically withoutm uch e�ort.M oregeneral

m odelswith a \diagonal" coupling orwith dynam icalholons4 are notaccessible to

thetechniquesused here.

Itisfound here thatthe behaviourofthe RKM withoutthe \diagonal" term is

qualitatively sim iliarto thatofthe quantum dim erm odelon the hexagonallattice;

topologicaldefects(holons)arecon�nedintopairs,butthereisnogapinthespectrum

and no long-range order. The ground state can be thus be thought ofas a spin

uid.Itcan beshown thatdim ercon�gurationsaretheground statesofaparticular

Heisenberg m odelinvented by Klein5. Presum ably introducing furtherinteractions

in thisHeisenberg m odelgivesa system whose low-lying statesaredescribed by the

RKM .

Itisperhapsappropriate atthispointto review som e ofthe history and issues

surrounding the RKM and related problem s. Rokhsar and Kivelson’s m odelhas

two param eters;a \resonance" coupling J and a \diagonal" coupling V . These are

coe�cients oftwo di�erentterm s in the Ham iltonian. They were able to solve the

m odelatV = J wherethey found thattheground statewasasuperposition ofevery

possible dim er state. For V > J they showed that the ground state was a \spin-

staggered" statewith spontaneousbreaking ofrotationaland translation invariance.

They suggested thatforV < J a \spin-liquid" statewith no long-rangeordershould

appear. They also argued that a \valence-bond-solid" or \colum n" phase should

appearforV < 0.In thisphaseso-called colum n con�gurationsdom inate,leading to

afour-fold degeneracy oftheground state.Later,Dom br�eand Kotliar,whoexam ined

m ean �eld theory for the Hubbard m odeland Read and Sachdev6, who studied

SU(N )generalizationsofsquare-latticeHeisenbergantiferrom agnetsform allysim iliar

totheRKM ,did not�nd aspin-liquid phase,butdid �nd avalence-bond-solid phase

appeared7.The RKM m odelwasthen exam ined directly by Fradkin and Kivelson8

who used dilute gas m ethods for the V = 0 case and Sachdev, who studied the

sam e problem num erically9. Fradkin and Kivelson argued that the V = 0 ground

state was a valence-bond-solid state. Sachdev found that the susceptibility ofthe

order param eter for valence-bond-solid form ation was divergent with the volum e,

and therby suggested thatsuch asolid form ed forallV < J.Read and Sachdev later

extended their analysis to antiferrom agnets on hexagonallattices and argued that
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valence-bond-solid form ation tookplacethereaswell10.Foratleastsom eHeisenberg

m odels,theground stateisa valence-bond solid11.In reference3,itwasshown that

a hexagonal-latticequantum dim erm odelwasin a gaplessuid phase12.

Itwillbeshown herethattheground stateofthesquare-latticeRKM atV = 0isa

uid and notasolid.Theabsenceoflong-rangeorderisconsistentwith Rokhsarand

Kivelson’s originalpicture ofsuperconductivity. There do appear to be power-law

correlationswhich m ay explain Sachdev’sresults9.

In thispaper,the string form ulation isarrived atthrough the use ofa general-

ization ofthe Jordan-W ignertransform ation due to Dotsenko and Polyakov forthe

three-dim ensionalIsing m odel13. In previoussolutions1,2,3 antisym m etrized string

wave functionswere used to diagonalize the Ham iltonian.The m ain reason forpre-

senting the m ore form alJordan-W ignerconstruction here isthatsom e readersm ay

�nd itm ore straightforward aswellasm ore interesting from a m athem aticalpoint

ofview.

TheRKM will�rstbeconverted to a triangular-latticeproblem which resem bles

theneutralU(1)latticegaugem agnet2,14,15.Next,theHilbertspacewillbem apped

intothatofstringswith an in�nitely short-range,in�nitely repulsiveinteraction.The

interaction isrem oved by quantizing thestringsasFerm ions.Theeigenfunctionsand

eigenvaluesofthe RKM can thereby be written in term softhe one-string eigenvec-

tors and eigenvalues. The one-string problem is not exactly solvable,but physical

argum ents indicate its low-lying spectrum is that ofa 1 + 1-dim ensionalm assless

quantum �eld theory ofDirac particles. It is argued that the spectrum ofthe full

RKM is gapless. A linear potentialexists between topologicaldefects,due to the

form ation ofdynam icalstrings. Exact upper and lower bounds are found on both

theground-stateenergy and thestring tension.

2 T he R okhsar-K ivelson M odel

Thesitesofa two-dim ensionallatticewillbelabeled by pairsofintegers(y1;y2)= y

and bonds(y;i)connectingy toy+ î.A spin statejs(y;i)> isde�ned on each bond,

bys(y;i)= 1=2when adim erispresentat(y;i)and s(y;i)= �1=2,when nodim eris

presentat(y;i).A dim errepresentsa �-valencebond between two nearest-neighbor

copperatom s16.TheHam iltonian oftheRKM is4

H = J
X

y

X

�

�
� (y;1)�� (y + 1̂;2)�� (y + 2̂;1)�� (y;2): (1)

Here �� (y;i)= (1=2)(�x(y;i)� i�y(y;i)),where �x,�y and �z are the usualPauli

m atrices. The Ham iltonian density applied to a plaquette (square) changes that

plaquettes’sstateaccording to therule:

*)
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with allotherstatesannihilated.TheRKM isa U(1)latticegaugetheory2,14,15;H

com m uteswith theGauss’law operatorde�ned ata sitey,adjacentto fourlinksl

G(y)=
X

l

�
z(l): (2)

Dim erstatesj	> satisfy

[G(y)+ 2]j	>= 0: (3)

The Ham iltonian is identicalto thatofthe m odeldiscussed in reference 2,though

the Gauss’law condition (2)isdi�erent. The gauge-invariantW ilson loop operator

de�ned on a closed contourofconsecutive linksC = fl1;l2;:::;lP g is

A(C)= �
+ (l1)�

� (l2)�
+ (l3):::�

� (lP ): (4)

A topologicaldefect is a site ~y at which no dim ers are attached. Such defects are

characterized by

[G(y)+ 4]j	>= 0: (5)

In reference4 a second \diagonal" term wasadded to theHam iltonian,nam ely

H d = �V
X

y

S
� (y;1)S� (y + 1̂;2)S� (y + 2̂;1)S� (y;2); (6)

whereS� isde�ned by

S
� (y;i)=

1� �z(y;i)

2
: (7)

In thispaper,only theV = 0 casewillbeconsidered.

3 R eduction to a Triangular Lattice

The RKM can be reduced to a spin m odelon a triangular lattice. The triangular

lattice willbe drawn as a square lattice with extra diagonalbonds. Upon m aking

thisreduction,90o rotationalinvariance isno longerm anifest. Considerthe bonds

(y;2),with y1+ y2 odd.Thesearehalfthebondsparallelto 2̂.Theoccupation state

at each ofthese bonds is a redundant degree offreedom . Allsuch bonds m ay be

contracted to points,leaving a triangularlattice. To see this,considerthe possible

dim ercon�gurationsaround onesuch bond:

p p p p p

p p p p p

p p p p p

p p p p p

p p p p p

p p p p p

p p p p p

p p p p p

p p p p p

p p p p p

p p p p p

p p p p p

p p p p p

p p p p p

p p p p p

p p p p p

.
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The m iddle bond isnow contracted to a point (Fig.1). The sites ofthe triangular

latticewillbelabeled byx = (x1;x2)and thebondsconnectingx tox+ 1̂,connecting

x to x + 2̂ and connecting x to x � 1̂ � 2̂ by (x;1),(x;2)and (x;3) respectively.

The state ateach bond isrepresented by a spin js(x;i)>. Nextapply the unitary

transform ation which ipsthespinsatallhorizontalbonds
Q

x �
x(x;1)(i.e.occupied

bonds at (x;1) are now replaced by em pty bonds and vice-versa). The possible

con�gurationsata siteofthetriangularlatticearenow:

p p p p p

p p p p p

p p p p p

p p p p p

p p p p p

p p p p p

p p p p p

p p p p p

p p p p p

@
@

@
@

p p p p p

p p p p p

p p p p p

p p p p p

p p p p p

p p p p p

p p p p p

p p p p p

p p p p p

@
@

@
@

@
@

@
@

respectively. The �fth,sixth,eighth and ninth con�gurations have purposely been

drawn with a break.Thenew Hilbertspaceisrestricted by theGausslaw

g(x)j	>= 0; (8)

where

g(x)= �
z(x;1)� �z(x;2)+ �z(x;3)� �z(x� 1̂;1)+ �z(x� 2̂;2)� �z(x+ 1̂+ 2̂;3):(9)

TheHam iltonian isnow

H =
X

x

X

�

[�� (x;1)�� (x;2)�� (x + 2̂;3)

+ �
� (x + 2̂;3)�� (x + 2̂;1)�� (x + 1̂;2)] ; (10)

This H com m utes with g(x)de�ned in (9). It interchanges states on triangles ac-

cording to:

p p

p

p p

p

@
@

*) ,

p

p

p

@
@ p

pp

*) .

A typicalcon�guration ofthesquarelatticeisshown in Fig.2.Thebasisstatesof

theHilbertspacearestringsextending acrossthelattice.Two stringsneveroverlap

on any link.

The strings are not arbitrary paths. Any unit segm ent ofstring on a vertical

bond (thatis,a bond in the 2-direction)oron a bond ata 45o (thatis,a bond of

string parallelto 1̂ � 2̂) m ust be attached at the top to a segm ent ofstring on a
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horizontalbond (in the1-direction),com ing from theleft,unlesstheverticalbond is

on theboundary.In addition,a segm entofstring on a verticalor45o bond m ustbe

attached atthebottom to a segm entofstring on a horizontalbond,going o� to the

right. Three im possible con�gurationsfortwo adjacentsegm ents ofa single string

are:

p p p

p p p

p p p

p p p

p p p

p p p

p p p

p p p

p p p

@

@

@
@
@

@
@

Thestringsinteractthough ashort-range,in�nitelystrongrepulsiveinteraction at

links.System sofBosonicstringswith such \hard-core" repulsion in 2+1 dim ensions

areequivalentto system soffreeFerm ionicstrings2,3.

Assum e the originallattice ofthe RKM hasthe shape ofa rectangle ofvertical

dim ension 2N and horizontaldim ension L,where L is odd. Select forcontraction

thoselinks(y;2)forwhich y1 + y2 isan odd num ber.Then theresulting triangular

lattice hasthe appearance shown atthe bottom ofFig.1. Itispossible to see that

allbutone site ofthe leftboundary x1 = 1 ofthe triangularlattice isan endpoint

ofexactly one string. There are therefore N strings attached to this boundary (it

contains N + 1 sites). The site which isnotan endpoint ofa string isthatatthe

bottom oftheleftboundary(itispossibleforastringtopassthough thissite,butnot

end there).Sim iliarly,allbutonesiteoftherightboundary x1 = L ofthetriangular

latticeisan endpointofexactly onestring,theexception being thesiteatthetop of

the rightboundary. The num berofstringsisconserved by the Ham iltonian. W ith

thischoiceofboundarycondition,thetop and bottom boundariesplacenorestriction

on theshapea string m ay take.

Ifthesystem werein avalence-bond-solid phase,theground statewould bespon-

taneously broken. Itwould be dom inated by one ofthe fourcolum n con�gurations

shown in Fig.3. On the triangular lattice the colum n con�gurations becom e those

shown in Fig.4. Itwillbe argued here,thatsuch sym m etry breaking doesnottake

place (provided there is no diagonalterm (6) included in the Ham iltonian). The

argum enthingeson the string spectrum being gapless. In fact,a m uch sim plerar-

gum entcan be m ade againstvalence-bond-solid form ation. Considerany plaquette

containing two dim ersin a colum n con�guration.Thestateofthisplaquetteiscom -

pletely freeto uctuate.Thereisno preference forthetwo dim erson thisplaquette

tobealigned alongthe1-direction orthe2-direction.Thecon�guration ofeach ofthe

otherplaquettescontaining twodim erscan alsouctuate.Thesolid cannotm aintain

itsintegrity and m ustm elt.

4 T he O ne-String Problem

Each string ism ade ofsegm entsattached end-to-end. A string con�guration isde-

scribed byasequenceofnum bersX (k),each an integerorhalf-integer,de�ned below.
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The m idpointofeach segm ent has1-coordinate x1 = n=2+ 1=2,n even,while the

endpointshave1-coordinatesx1 = n=2+ 1=2,n odd.In thisway,both m idpointsand

endpointsofsegm entsarelabeled by thehorizontalcoordinaten.Thenum berX (k)

isan integerorhalf-integerequaltothevalueofx2 atthem idpointofthesegm entof

stringatx1 = k+ 1=2.Clearly n = 2k.Theeigenstatesoftheone-stringHam iltonian

in the Schr�odinger picture are wave functionals S[X ]= S[X (1);:::;X (k);:::;X (L)].

Though thelinks(x;1)with x1 = L donotexiston thetriangularlattice,thenum ber

X (L)isstillneeded. The purpose ofX (L)isto specify how the string endsatthe

right boundary. These string wave functionals vanish for any choice of[X ]which

does notcorrespond to a string. De�ne the raising and lowering operatorson this

spaceofwave-functionalsby

[�(k);X (k 0)]= �k;k0 ; [� y(k);X (k0)]= ��k;k0 : (11)

Thestringcon�guration isnextm apped intoaone-dim ensionalspin con�guration

fs(n)g,s(n)= �1.A spin atodd n isdown unlessthestring segm entatx1 = n=2 is

parallelto 2̂.A spinsateven n isdown,unlessthestring segm entwhosem idpointis

x1 = n=2 istilted at45o,i.e.parallelto 1̂� 2̂.Theone-string Ham iltonian isequiv-

alentto a spin-chain Ham iltonian underan inner-product-preserving transform ation

A:

H = A hA
y
; (12)

de�ned by

A �
z(2l� 1)A y = 2�X (l);X (l� 1)� 1 � 1;

A �
z(2l)A y = 2�X (l+ 1);X (l)� 1=2 �X (l);X (l� 1)� 1=2 � 1;

A �
+ (2l� 1)A y =

2L+ 1Y

m = 2l

�(m )2
;

A �
+ (2l)A y = �(2l)

2L+ 1Y

m = 2l+ 1

�(m )2
;

A �
� (2l� 1)A y =

2L+ 1Y

m = 2l

� y(m )2 ;

A �
� (2l)A y = � y(2l)

2L+ 1Y

m = 2l+ 1

� y(m )
2
: (13)

Certain restrictionsm ustbeplaced on spin con�gurationsifthey areto beiden-

ti�ed by (13)with string con�gurations.They are:

1.thespinss(n)and s(n + 1)cannotboth be+1,

2.thespinss(2l)and s(2l+ 2)cannotboth be+1,

7



Thespin-chain Ham iltonian which describesthestring is

h = J

2LX

n= 1

�
�
n �

�
n+ 1 + �

2LX

n= 1

(1+ �
z
n)(1+ �

z
n+ 1)+ �

L� 1X

l= 1

(1+ �
z
2l)(1+ �

z
2l+ 2); (14)

where � is taken to in�nity to enforce the above restrictions 1 and 2. Notice that

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

invariance is also broken by the boundary conditions). The num ber ofup spins is

�xed by virtueofthefactthatthespin chain hasa globalU(1)invariance:

[h;

2L+ 1X

n= 1

�
z
n ] = 0 : (15)

The Ham iltonian (14)describes spinless Ferm ions which can hop from site to site,

with strong nearest-neighbor and next-to-nearest-neighbor repulsion. The Ferm ion

�eldsareconstructed through theJordan-W ignertransform ation17:

 
y
n = �

+

n

Y

m < n

�
z
m ;  n = �

�
n

Y

m < n

�
z
m : (16)

These obey [ y
n; m ]+ = �n;m ,with allotheranticom m utatorsvanishing. The �lling

fraction m ust be 1=4 by virtue ofthe boundary conditions (this is consistent with

(15)). Ferm ionsseperated from each otherby m ore than two lattice spacingshave

the usualhopping dispersion relation E k = 2J cosk,hence a Ferm isea form sin the

ground stateof(14).Ifthesecond term in (14)isignored,thelow-lying excitations

areone-dim ensionalm asslessDiracparticles17.Itwillbeargued thatthisistruefor

thesystem (14)aswell.

The additionalrepulsive interactions in (14) should not produce a gap above

the Ferm isea. There are two reasons why this should be so. The �rst ofthese is

thata repulsiveshort-rangeinteraction cannotform bound statesin theFerm iuid.

Secondly,the spin-chain isparity-invariant(in the sense thata spin ata given site

iscoupled in thesam e fashion to itsleftneighborasitsrightneighbor),so thatthe

leftand rightDirac sectors should be uncoupled,which isinconsistent with a gap.

However,Ido nothavea proofofthisclaim .

TheHam iltonian (14)cannotbesolved exactly,butitshould bepossibletostudy

itsspectrum by num ericalm ethods.Itispossible,however,to �nd exactupperand

lower bounds for its ground-state energy. W hile this can actually be done for the

�niteopen chain,Iwilldo so only fortheground-stateenergy perunitlength in the

therm odynam iclim it.

Forsim plicity,assum ethattheHam iltonian (14 isputon latticeoflength L with

periodicboundary conditions,i.e.�in+ L = �in.ConsidertheHam iltonian

hR = J

LX

n= 1

�
�
n �

�
n+ 1 + �

LX

n= 1

RX

j= 1

(1+ �
z
n)(1+ �

z
n+ j); (17)
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on such a lattice and where,asbefore,� istaken to in�nity. The num berR isthe

rangeofthepotentialand can beany non-negativeinteger(TheR = 0caseistheXX

chain17). Fora speci�ed �lling fraction f = N =L,the ground-state energy persite

ofh1 and h2 willbeshown tobelowerand upperbounds,respectively,oftheground-

state energy per site ofh. In addition the ground-state energy per site ofhR can

be explicitly calculated forany �lling fraction. Thism odelwasconsidered recently

by G�om ez-Santos,who noted that for particular �llings its solution is a Luttinger

liquid18 .

Itisstraightforward to �nd allthe eigenstates and eigenvalues ofhR . Consider

the one-up-spin eigenstates. These states are labeled by wave num ber k = 2�p=L

wherep= 0;:::;L � 1 :

jk >=

LX

n= 1

e
ikn
�
+

n j
> ; (18)

where j
 > isthe state with allspinsdown (zero �lling fraction). These statesare

eigenstatesofboth h and hR with eigenvaluesE k = 2cosk.Theeigenstatesofh and

hR m usthavetheform

jk1;:::;kN > = (
P

n)
0 exp (ik1n1 + � � � + ikN nN )

�	 k(n1;:::;nN )�
+
n1
� � � �+

nN
j
> ; (19)

where the sum isover1 � n1 < n2 < � � � < nN � L.A state ofthe form (19)isan

eigenstateofhR ifand only ifitisan eigenstateoftheXX m odel(freeFerm ions)and

satis�esthecondition that	 k(n1;:::;nN )= 0 ifforsom er,nr+ 1� nr � R.Thusany

eigenstate ofhR + 1 isalso an eigenstate ofhR with the sam e eigenvalue. A state of

theform (19)isan eigenstateofh ifand only ifitisan eigenstateoftheX X m odel

and satis�esthecondition that	 k(n1;:::;nN )= 0 ifeither:

1.nr+ 1 � nr � 1,forany r,

2.n2p+ 1 � n2p � 2,forany p.

These conditionsim ply thatany eigenstate ofh2 isalso an eigenstate ofh and any

eigenstate ofh is also an eigenstate ofh1. Therefore the ground state at �lling

fraction f ofh2 isan eigenstateofh and theground stateat�lling fraction f ofh is

an eigenstateofh1.If�R (f)istheground-stateenergy persiteofhR and �(f)isthe

ground-stateenergy persiteofh,then theaboveconsiderationsim ply

�1(f)� �(f)� �2(f): (20)

The sim plest way to calculate �R (f)is to notice that hR is just a free Ferm ion

problem (XX chain)on an e�ective lattice ofsize L 0= L � N R = L(1� fR). The

e�ective �lling fraction is

f
0=

N

L0
=

f

1� fR
: (21)

9



Now L0�0(f
0)isby de�nition,the ground-state energy ofthe free Ferm ion problem

on a latticeofsize L0and �lling fraction f0.Theground-stateenergy persiteofhR
at�lling fraction f m ustthereforebe

�R (f)=
L0�0(f

0)

L
= (1� fR)�0(

f

1� fR
): (22)

The ground-stateenergy density the free Ferm iproblem on a large lattice with this

�lling fraction is

�0(
f

1� fR
)= �

2J

�
sin(

�f

1� fR
): (23)

In the therm odynam ic lim it,the energy per site ofthe string on a lattice on di-

m ensions N � L isgiven by � = �(1=4)=2. From (22)and (23)the inequality (20)

becom es

�
1

p
3�

J � � � �
1

�
J ; (24)

or

� 0:184J � � � �0:159J : (25)

5 T he N -String Problem

The solution ofthe N -string problem isessentially the sam e asin references2 and

3. First the one-string Ham iltonian is found. Then the product ofN one-string

eigenfuntionals is antisym m etrized in each X (n). This gives an eigenfunctionalof

H 1 + :::+ H N ,where H k is the Ham iltonian for the kth string. It is in fact an

eigenfunctionalofthe fullHam iltonian,since it is guaranteed to vanish whenever

stringsoverlap.

Antisym m etrization can \break up" som eofthestrings;itleadsto choicesof[X ]

which are not continuously connected strings. The wave functionals autom atically

vanish wheneverthisisthecase.

Let SN be the perm utation group ofN objects. Given N strings,there are N

values ofX (k) for each k,which willbe labeled X 1(k);:::;X N (k). Perm utations

sk"SN willactby sending the values ofX (k)to X s1(1)(k);:::;X sk(N )(k). The anti-

sym m etrized productofN string wavefunctionalsquantum num bers(which arethe

m om enta ofFerm ionsin each string)f�gj forj= 1;:::;N is

Sf�g1:::f�gN [X ]= [

LY

k= 1

1

N !

X

sk"SN

sgn(sk)]

NY

j= 1

Sf�gj[X
s1(j)(1);:::;X sL (j)(L)]: (26)

Theargum ent[X ]isthen restricted to a fundam entalregion F in which thereisno

overlapping ofstrings:

X
1(k)< X

2(k)< :::< X
N (k): (27)
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Thisproceedure isconsistent because Sf�g1:::f�gN [X ]vanishesjustoutside F ,where

linksfrom di�erentstringstouch.W ith thisrestriction,H 1+ :::+ H N can beidenti�ed

with H s,and hence with the RKM Ham iltonian and Sf�g1:::f�gN [X ]are indeed the

correcteigenstates.Theenergy eigenvaluesare

Ef�g1;:::;f�gN = E f�g1 + :::+ E f�gN
: (28)

Thereaderwhoisnotentirely convinced oftheresultsofthissection can �nd am ore

com pletediscussion ofm any-string theory in reference 3.

6 String Field T heory

A m oreform alm ethod ofconvertingtheRKM toam any-stringproblem isthestring-

Jordan-W ignertransform ation,sim iliar to thatdiscussed forthe three-dim ensional

Ising m odel13.

Let[X ]= [X (1);:::;X (k);:::;X (L)]be a setoflinksl1;l2;:::connecting the left

boundary to the rightboundary. These linksdo notneccesarily constitute a string

con�guration consistentwith therulesdiscussed in Section 3,butareassum ed to be

a connected path,such that,foreach k = 1;:::;L thereisa uniqueX (k).String �eld

operatorswillbede�ned foreach [X ].

A contour[X ]isshown in Fig.5.Letthesetoflinksoftheform (x;1),(x;3),but

not(x;2)below [X ]on the triangularlattice becalled D .The linksofD areshown

asdotted linesin Fig.5.Thestring-destruction operatorat[X ]is

	[X ]= [
Y

l"[X ]

�
� (l)][

Y

l"D

�
z(l)] = [�� (l1)�

� (l1)� ��][
Y

l"D

�
z(l)]: (29)

Sim iliarly,thestring-creation operatorat[X ]is

	 y[X ]= [
Y

l"[X ]

�
+ (l)][

Y

l"D

�
z(l)] = [�+ (l1)�

+ (l1)� ��][
Y

l"D

�
z(l)]: (30)

The string �elds satisfy certain anticom m utation relations. The 	 y’s anticom m ute

am ong them selves,asdo the	’s:

[	 y[X ];	 y[Y ]]+ = [	[X ];	[Y ]] + = 0; (31)

forany two contours[X ]and [Y ].A specialcaseof(31)is

(	 y[X ])2 = (	[X ])2 = 0: (32)

In addition to (31),thestring �eldssatisfy

[	 y[X ];	[Y ]]+ = �[X ][Y ]; (33)

Suppose [X ]and [Y ]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
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switching and re-attaching the pieces two new contours,[Z]and [U],are obtained.

Thestring-�eld 	 y operatorssatisfy

	 y[X ]	 y[Y ]= (�1)z
2� x2 	 y[Z]	 y[U]; (34)

Notice thatif[X ]and [Y ]are string contourssatisfying the rules ofSection 3,the

contours[Z]and [U]willnotsatisfy theserules.

Statesproduced by applying productsofoperators	 y[X ]to thezero-string state

jZ:S:> (satifying 	[X ]jZ:S:>= 0)arethesecond-quantized versionsof(26).

For each [X ]de�ne a vector j[X ]>,such that < [X ]j[X ]>= 1 and if[X ]6=

[Y ],< [X ]j[Y ]>= 0. These vectors constitute an orthonorm albasis ofa vector

space V .The stateswhich correspond to the specialstring con�gurationssatisfying

the rules ofSection 3 span a subspace W . The m apping A de�ned in (12) is a

lineartransform ation from W to thespin-chain Hilbertspace,which preservesinner

products.TheHam iltonian (10),with theconstraint(8)enforced,is

H = �
X

j[X ]> "W

X

j[Y ]> "W

	 y[Y ] < [Y ]jH j[X ]> 	[Y ]

= �
X

j[X ]> "W

X

j[Y ]> "W

	 y[Y ] < [Y ]jA h A
y
j[X ]> 	[Y ]; (35)

whereh isthespin-chain Ham iltonian de�ned in equation (14).

The ground state is the antisym m etrized product ofground-state string wave

functionals,with thecoordinatesordered asdiscussed previously.By (28)and (24),

theground stateE 0 energy m ustsatisfy

�
1

p
3�

J �
E 0

N L
� �

1

�
J ; (36)

Correlations in the ground state ofan individualstring have only power law be-

haviour, as the spectrum ofthe spin chain is relativistic and gapless. Thus the

ground stateoftheRKM haspower-law correlations,and isneitheracolum narnora

staggered state4.An excitation oftheRKM can bem adeby exciting a singlestring.

Clearly thegap iszero.

7 Static D efects

An im portant issue is how the system behaves when topologicaldefects are intro-

duced.In m odelsofcopper-oxide-layersuperconductors,defectsarecharged excita-

tions and their con�nem ent im plies Cooper pairing with a short coherence length.

Only static defects willbe discussed here. The square lattice is bipartite with two

geom etrically distinctkindsofsites,nam ely redsiteswith x1+ x2 even and blacksites

with x1+ x2 odd.SincetheHam iltonian (1)com m uteswith theGauss’slaw operator

(2),defectlocationsare�xed.A red defectbecom esa sitewherea string endsatthe
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right,whereasa black defectbecom esa site where a string beginsatthe left. Free

boundary conditionsfordim erson thesquarelatticedictateim ply thattherearean

equalnum berofred and black defects.

An isolated defecton a red sitebecom esoneofthecon�gurations

p p pp p p

p p p

p p p

p p p

pppppp
@
@

,

on the triangularlattice,while an isolated defectata black site becom esoneofthe

con�gurations

p p pp p p

p p p

p p p

p p p

pppppp
@
@

.

The red defectsand black defectsbehave like positive and negative charges,re-

spectively in a con�ning U(1) gauge theory19. Ifa string is rem oved by placing a

red defectatthe leftboundary and a black defectisplaced atthe rightboundary,

then the lowestenergy state isidenticalto the ground state with no defects,m inus

the energy ofone string. Since the individualstrings have a negative energy per

unitlength (because the �lling fraction in the spin chain isgreaterthan zero),the

defects are joined by a physical\string hole" with positive energy perunitlength.

Thisenergy ism inusthe ground-state energy ofone string. The red defectand the

black defectarethusbound by a constantattractive force through theform ation of

this electric string. The string tension is de�ned to be the asym ptotic energy per

unitseperation on theoriginalsquare lattice.Since theseperation ofthedefectson

the square lattice isL,the string tension is� (which satis�esthebounds(24).The

system should berotational-invariantatlargedistances(sincethegap iszero)so the

string tension willonly depend on theseperation oftwo defects,ifthatseperation is

large.

8 C onclusions

It has been shown that the RKM is equivalent to a gas oftransversely oscillating

\hard" strings. A qualitative analysis shows that the energy spectrum is gapless,

indicatingauid phase.Defectsarecon�ned bydynam icalstrings.Furthernum erical

work on thespin chain (14)describingasinglestringshould revealfurtherproperties,

such astheprecisevaluesofthestring tension and ground-stateenergy.

The physicalexcitations are probably closed strings. A closed string excitation

is produced by disturbing one ofthe strings in the ground state (the string \sea")
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along a �nite region ofits length,then antisym m etrizing and ordering the string

coordinates.

Itseem slikely thatfortherangeofdiagonalcoupling J � V � 0 thereisa uid

phase,with a phasetransition to a valence-bond solid forsom enegativeV .
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Figure C aptions

� Figure1 :Reduction ofthesquarelatticeto thetriangularlattice.Thebonds

m arked with circlesareelim inated,converting each square (som e ofwhich are

labeled by labeled by A,B,C,etc.) to a triangle. For this particular case

N = 4 and L = 7.

� Figure2:A typicalcon�guration oftheRKM ,afterreduction tothetriangular

lattice.Each dim ercon�guration on theold latticebecom esa setofstringson

thenew lattice.

� Figure 3 : Two ofthe fourbasic fourcolum n con�gurations. By translating

(a)horizontally and (b)vertically by onelatticespacing,theothertwo colum n

con�gurationsaregenerated.

� Figure4:Thecon�gurationsonthetriangularlatticeobtained from thecolum n

con�gurations ofFig.3. The other two such con�gurations are obtained by

translating theseby onelatticespacing.

� Figure5 :How theFerm ionic string �elds	 and 	 y arede�ned fora contour

[X ].Noticethatthisparticularchoiceof[X ]isnota legitim atestring con�gu-

ration according to the rulesofSection 3.The dark linesindicate the linksof

thestring contour[X ],whilethedotted linesindicatethelinksin thesetD .

� Figure6 :Therelationship between thecontours[X ],[Y ],[Z]and [U].
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