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Abstract

In thispaperwereexam inetheproblem oftheseparation ofspin and charge

degrees offreedom in two dim ensionalstrongly correlated system s. W e es-

tablish a set of su�cient conditions for the occurence of spin and charge

separation.Speci�cally,wediscussthisissuein thecontextoftheHeisenberg

m odelforspin-1/2 on a squarelatticewith nearest(J1)and next-nearest(J2)

neighbor antiferrom agnetic couplings. O ur form ulation m akes explicit the

existence ofa localSU(2) gauge sym m etry once the spin-1/2 operators are

replaced by bound states ofspinons. The m ean-�eld theory forthe spinons

issolved num erically asa function oftheratio J2=J1 fortheso-called s-RVB

Ansatz. A second order phase transition exists into a novelux state for

J2=J1 > (J2=J1)cr. W e identify the range 0 < J2=J1 < (J2=J1)cr as the

s-RVB phase. Itis characterized by the existence ofa �nite gap to the ele-

m entary excitations(spinons)and thebreakdown ofallthecontinuousgauge

sym m etries. An e�ective continuum theory for the spinons and the gauge

degreesoffreedom isconstructed justbelow the onsetofthe ux phase.W e

argue that this e�ective theory is consistent with the decon�nem ent ofthe

spinons carrying the fundam entalcharge ofthe gauge group. W e contrast

this result with the study ofthe one dim ensionalquantum antiferrom agnet
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within the sam e approach. W e show thatin the one dim ensionalm odel,the

spinons ofthe gauge picture are always con�ned and thus cannot be iden-

ti�ed with the gapless spin-1/2 excitations ofthe quantum antiferrom agnet

Heisenberg m odel.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Theissueofthepossiblebreakdown oftheFerm i-liquid pictureisofconsiderableinterest,

both from a practicaland conceptualpoint ofview. The anom alous (with respect to a

conventionalFerm i-liquid schem e)propertiesofthe m etallic state ofhigh Tc m aterials[1],

its proxim ity to an insulating m agnetic state upon doping, m ight invalidate the use of

Ferm i-liquid theory. The m icroscopic foundation ofFerm i-liquid theory itselfhas been a

challenging theoreticalproblem fora long tim e. Ferm i-liquid theory assum esthatthere is

a one to one relationship between thelow energy excitationsofthe non-interacting system

and thelow energy excitationsoftheinteracting system which preservesquantum num bers

like the spin,charge orparticle num ber. In contrast,ithasbeen proposed thatforcertain

strongly interacting system s, the low lying excitations are ofa radically di�erent nature

than in the non-interacting lim it. Forexam ple,the spectrum justabove the ground state

would bem adeof\quasiparticles" carrying eitherthespin orthechargequantum num bers

ofthenon-interacting excitationsbutnotboth sim ultaneously.Thisisthescenario ofspin

and charge separation which has been proposed by analogy to the Hubbard m odelin one

dim ension by som e[2,3]orto thefractionalquantum Halle�ectby others[4].

Thepurposeofthispaperisto reexam inetheconditionsunderwhich fullseparation of

spin and chargeoccursin two dim ensionalelectronicsystem s.Itisbelieved thatanecessary

condition forthisphenom enon to take place isthatthe ground state in the spin sectoris

a spin liquid [2,4,5]. A m inim alrequirem ent on a state describing a spin liquid is thatit

does not support any long range order breaking the continuuous sym m etry under global

spin rotations,forexam ple N�eelordering.However,underthese conditions,m any di�erent

typesofspin liquidscan stillbeconstructed.Ofcrucialim portanceto applicationsto high

Tc superconductivity iswhetherthespin liquid isseparated from theexcited statesby agap

ornotand in thelattercasethenatureofthedensity ofstates.

The separation ofspin and charge isassum ed to occurfora certain range ofelectronic

densities asa resultofthe com petition between strong electronic correlationsin the form
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ofantiferrom agnetic (AF)interactionsand the kinetic energy ofthe electrons. W e willbe

interested in theHubbard m odel[6]with m oderatetostrongU oritsgeneralization,thet� J

m odel[7],on a two dim ensionallattice close to half-�lling.Athalf-�lling,the t� J m odel

and theU=t! 1 lim itoftheHubbard m odel[8]reducetotheantiferrom agneticHeisenberg

m odelforspin-1/2.Theanalyticaltreatm entfortheseparation ofspin and chargeusually

startswith the factorization ofthe creation operatorc
y

i� forthe band electronsoccuring in

theHubbard ort� J m odelintoapairofoperatorssatisfyingferm ionicand bosonicalgebra,

respectively [9,10].Atthispoint,theassignm entforthespin and chargequantum num bers

isarbitrary. W e willchoose the ferm ionic operators
y

i� to carry the spin quantum num ber

(� =";#)butno chargeand thestatecreated by s
y

i� isa bare spinon.Thebosonicoperator

h
y

i m ust then carry the charge and the state it creates is sim ilarly identi�ed with a bare

holon. Ourchoice isa m atterofconvenience. However,we believe itiswellsuited forthe

description ofa spin liquid with the shortestpossible AF correlations,i.e.,ofthe orderof

thelatticeconstant.Thealternative option consisting offerm ionicholesand bosonicspins

has been used to describe a spin liquid close to the onsetofa state with long range N�eel

ordering[11].

The localphase ofthe barespinon and holon operatorsisarbitrary.Accordingly,there

existsa localgauge U(1)sym m etry once the c
y

i� = s
y

i�hi representation ischosen. Itthus

followsthatthebarespinon (holon)operatorscan notcreatephysicalstates.Indeed,these

operatorsbreakthelocalsym m etryandanytheorybased onadescription interm sofspinons

and holonsm ustnecessarily involve gauge �elds. By construction,allofthese theoriesare

strongly coupled and,thus,the gauge �elds vary rapidly. The likely scenario is then the

con�nem entofallexcitationstransform ing non-trivially underthe gaugesym m etry. Thus,

itwould appearthatholonsand spinonsareperm anently con�ned in bound statesand that

there m ay notbe a separation ofspin and charge in term sofspinonsand holonscarrying

gaugequantum num bers.Nevertheless,severalm ean-�eld theoriesforthebarespinonsand

holons have been constructed at half-�lling [12{18]and away from half-�lling [19]. The

challenge to any theory supposed to describe spin and charge separation is to construct
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physicalstatesassociated with thespin and chargeseparately.

In this paper,we willconcentrate on the pure spinon sector at zero-tem perature by

working athalf-�lling in which casethesystem isa M ottinsulator[20].A specialfeatureof

the Heisenberg lim itisthatthe localU(1)sym m etry isenlarged to SU(2)[21,22].W e will

referto thissym m etry hereafterasthecolorsym m etry to distinguish itfrom thesym m etry

underglobalspin rotations.W ealsodonothavetodealwith thecom plexitiescaused by the

dynam icalinteractionsbetween thespinonsand theholons[23].W ewillincludefrustration

through a next-nearest-neighborantiferrom agneticinteraction in theHeisenberg lim it.The

issue ofspin and charge separation then reducesto theexistence ofspin-1/2 excitationsin

thelow energy sectorofthetheory.

W en [24]has proposed a m ean-�eld theory for the strongly interacting spinons which

preservesthediscretesym m etriesundertim e-reversaland parity aswellasthespacegroup

sym m etriesofthelattice.However,fora certain rangeofvaluesfortheratioofthecom pet-

ing nearest(J1)and next-nearest(J2)interactions,hism ean-�eld theory breakscom pletely

the continuous part ofthe localcolor sym m etry. The fundam entalassum ption is thatan

Anderson-Higgsm echanism [25],driven purely by thequarticspinon interaction,takesplace

and thatitsoccurrence issu�cientto renderthe m ean-�eld prediction ofthe existence of

spinonsin thephysicalspectrum robustto thestrong gaugeuctuationscaused by thecon-

strained natureofthesystem .ThisBCS-likeground stateishighly unconventional.Pairing

takesplace on the directlattice and the \spontaneously broken" localgauge sym m etry is

notU(1)butSU(2).Itisthusargued thatthrough the m acroscopic condensation ofspinon

bound states(the typicalsize ofwhich isthe lattice spacing),the physicalspectrum develops

a gap to allexcitationsam ongwhich som ecarry thespinon quantum num ber.Frustration is

the triggerforthism echanism . A related m echanism hasalso been proposed by Read and

Sachdev in theiranalysisoftheSp(N)J1� J2� J3 antiferrom agneticHeisenberg m odel[26].

However,it is not at allclear to us that the spinon/holon picture is the appropriate

one for the description ofspin and charge separation. In fact,to our knowledge,it has

never been dem onstrated thatthe separation ofspin and charge known to occurin m any
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onedim ensionalelectronicm odelsbelonging to theLuttingerliquidsuniversality class[27],

becom es transparent in the spinon/holon representation. A �rst exam ple is the Hubbard

m odelon a linear chain. There,the separate spin-1/2 and charge sectors are created by

soliton-likeoperators[28]which,when expressed in term softheband electron operatorc
y

i�,

are highly non-localand therefore cannot be described in any sim ple way by the spinon

or holons. Another exam ple is the antiferrom agnetic quantum spin-1/2 Heisenberg chain

with nearest-neighborinteractionsforwhich the lowestexcitationsabove the ground state

are known to transform like the fundam entalrepresentation ofSU(2)underspin rotations

[29].However,theseexcitationsareagain created by soliton-likeoperatorswhich arerelated

to the originalspin-1/2 operatorsthrough a highly non-linearand non-localm apping,the

Jordan-W ignertransform ation [30{32].Nevertheless,thespinon/holon pictureo�ersoneof

thefew analyticalm ethodsto study theissueofseparation ofspin and chargeprovided the

m ean-�eld predictionsarenottaken atfacevalue.M oreover,asidefrom thisissue,ito�ers

a powerfultechnique to study non-Ferm iliquid behaviour,once the localgauge invariance

isproperly accounted for[33].

In this paper,we willargue that the m echanism thought by W en can but does not

necessarily insure thatthe spinonsrem ain in the physicalspectrum . To thisend,we have

constructed an e�ective�eld theoryforthelow lyingspinon m odesin thepresenceofsm ooth

uctuationsofthegaugem odes.Thise�ective�eld theory describesthelow energy physics

closeto a second orderphasetransition from W en’ss-RVB phasefor0< J2=J1 < (J2=J1)cr

into a gaplessphasethat,wefound,ispresentatthem ean-�eld level.Thegaplessstatefor

J2=J1 > (J2=J1)cr isqualitatively analogousto the ux state ofA�eck and M arston [34].

However,in ourproblem ,thegaplessphaseoccursatthem ean-�eld levelasa resultofthe

com petition between nearest(J1)and next-nearest(J2)neighbors.Hereafter,werefertothe

gaplessstateastheux stateeven though itisnotthe sam estate asin [34].Close to and

in theux phase,thelow energy spinon m odesand largescalelatticegaugeuctuationsare

equivalenttoarelativistictheoryin 2+1space-tim eoffourDiracferm ionsm inim allycoupled

to non-Abelian gauge�elds.Them ultiplication oftheferm ion species(avors)istheresult

6



ofa degeneracy ofthe m ean-�eld spectrum . Each avorcan be thoughtofasrepresenting

low lying ferm ionic excitations around one ofthe isolated but degenerate m inim a ofthe

Brillouin Zone.Thegauge�eldsarelong wavelength uctuationsofthesoftm odesresiding

on the next-nearest-neighbor links ofthe lattice,i.e.,the SU(2) colordegrees offreedom .

Thenearest-neighborexchangecoupling J1 causesthedi�erentferm ionicavorsto interact

through e�ective scalar�elds.These scalar�eldsrepresentlong wavelength uctuationsof

the nearest-neighbor link degrees offreedom . Itis im portantto stress thatthese bosonic

degrees of freedom have no existence oftheir own independently ofthe spinons. They

representcollectivem odesforthespinons.Justbelow theonsetoftheux phase,thescalar

gauge�eldsacquire expectation valueswhich break allcontinuousgaugesym m etriesdown

to a discrete subgroup. Integration ofthe spinons then yields a locale�ective theory for

thenon-Abelian gauge�eldsand thescalar�elds.W egivea non-perturbativeargum entfor

the existence ofthe colorquantum num berofthe spinon in the spectrum ofthe bosonized

e�ective theory,provided both kinetic energy scales for the gauge �elds and scalar �elds

(Higgs)are large enough. The calculation ofthese two scales willbe published elsewhere

[35].Thism echanism isdi�erentfrom theoneconstructed from thechiralspin liquid since

itdoesnotrely on thebreakingofparity and tim ereversal,which atthelevelofthee�ective

continuum action im pliesthe presence ofa Chern-Sim on term [17]. Indeed,although,the

fourDirac ferm ions acquire a m ass itcom es with an alternating sign foreach avor,and

thus,upon ferm ionicintegration,no netChern-Sim on term results.

In section II,werapidly describehow to m ap theHeisenberg m odelinto a SU(2)lattice

gauge theory. Ourstrategy to study the issue ofspin and charge separation isoutlined in

section III.In section IV,thenum ericalsolutionsofthesaddle-pointequationsforthes-RVB

Ansatz proposed by W en are presented. A generalization ofthe s-RVB Ansatz to higher

dim ensions is also included. A �eld theory for the low lying excitations in the vicinity

ofthe ux phase is derived in section V. W e contrast our results with an application of

ourform alism to the one dim ensionalHeisenberg chain in section VI. Ourconclusionsare

presented in section VII.
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II.T H E EQ U IVA LEN C E O F T H E H EISEN B ER G M O D EL FO R SP IN -1/2 T O A

SU (2) LAT T IC E G A U G E T H EO RY

Theband electron operatorc"(#) oftheHubbard m odelcan alwaysberecastin theform

[36,10]

c"(#) = j0 >< "(#)j+ (�)j # (") >< "# j (2.1)

= h
y
s"(#) + (�)s

y

#(")
d ;

provided the creation operators hy,sy� and dy for the holon,spinon and doublon states,

respectively,satisfy the appropriate com m utation relations. In the lim itofstrong on site

repulsion,the term involving the doublon state isneglected [10]. W e willchoose the spinon

operatorto obey ferm ioniccom m utation relations.

Athalf-�lling,theHubbard m odelreducesto theHeisenberg m odelforspin-1/2 [8]:

H =
X

< ij>

Jij ~Si�~Sj (2.2)

where< ij> isan ordered pairofsiteson an arbitrary lattice�,J ij areantiferrom agnetic

coupling constantsand

~Si=
1

2
s
y

i� ~��� si�; (2.3)

~� being the Paulim atrices. The spinon representation,Eq.(2.3),forthe spin-1/2 degrees

offreedom m ustbesupplem ented with any ofthethreeconstraints

11= s
y

i� ��� si� , 0 = s
y

i" s
y

i# , 0 = si# si" (2.4)

forallsitesiofthelattice.

From the fully sym m etric tensor ��� and the fully antisym m etric tensor ��� ofSU(2),

thetwo bilinearform s

�
y

ij = s
y

i� ��� sj� (2.5)

and
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�
y

ij = s
y

i� ��� s
y

j�; (2.6)

can beused to describea singletpairing ofthetwo spin-1/2 located on siteiand j,respec-

tively [15,12].Indeed,theidentity

~Si�~Sj = �
1

4
�
y

ij �ij �
1

4
�
y

ij �ij +
1

4
11 (2.7)

holdsin theHilbertspaceofonespinon persite.A spin liquid which,by de�nition,should

not show any long range m agnetic order,im plies,in the spinon picture,the exponential

decay with separation ji� jjofthevacuum expectation values< �
y

ij > or< �
y

ij >.

The dynam ics of these bilinear form s can be obtained from the vacuum persistence

am plitude

Z =

Z

D [~aô]

Z

D [s�]D [s ]e+ i
R
dtL0

(2.8)

wherethelatticeLagrangian is

L
0 =

X

i

s
�
it� i@t sit�

�
X

i

�
1

2
a
�
ôit�

�
iit+

1

2
a
+

ôit�iit+
1

2
a
3

ôit(�
�
iit� 1)

�

+
X

< ij>

Jij

4

�

�
�
ijt�ijt + �

�
ijt�ijt

�

: (2.9)

Theintegration overtheLagrangem ultipliers

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

a
�
ôit

a
+

ôit

a3
ôit

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

1

2
(a1

ôit � ia2
ôit)

1

2
(a1

ôit + ia2
ôit)

a3
ôit

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

(2.10)

enforces the constraint ofsingle occupancy on the spinon Hilbert space in a redundant

way. But this redundancy allows for the m apping ofEq.(2.9) into the Lagrangian ofa

SU(2)lattice gauge theory [21],ifa Hubbard-Stratanovich transform ation with respectto

thecom posite�elds� and � isperform ed �rst.
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W ith a particle-hole transform ation ofthe spinons,our�nalLagrangian willthen take

theform [22]

L =
X

i

 
�
it (i@t� A ôit )  it (2.11)

�
X

< ij>

Jij

4

�

jdetW ijtj+ ( �
itW ijt jt+  

�
jtW

y

ijt it)
�

:

Here,the ’sare[37]

 it =

0

@
sit"

s�it#

1

A : (2.12)

TheA ô’sbelong to thefundam entalrepresentation ofthesu(2)Liealgebra

A ôit =
1

2
~aôit � ~�: (2.13)

Finally,theW ’sare2�2 m atricesoftheform

W ijt=

0

@
�X ijt �E ijt

�E �
ijt +X �

ijt

1

A ; (2.14)

which satisfy

W ijt = W
y

jit: (2.15)

TheentriesE and X oftheW ’saretheHubbard-Stratanovich degreesoffreedom associated

with thespinon bilinears� and �,respectively.

ThelatticeLagrangian in Eq.(2.11)isleftunchanged by thelocalgaugetransform ations

 it !  
0
it = Uit  it;

A ôit ! A
0
ôit = UitA ôitU

y

it + (i@tUit)U
y

it;

W ijt ! W
0
ijt = Uit W ijtU

y

jt; (2.16)

forallUit 2 SU(2).Thislocalsym m etry willbe called a color sym m etry. Itisa di�erent

sym m etry from theonegenerated by globalspin rotations.Indeed,undertheparticle-hole

transform ation Eq.(2.12),thespin-1/2 operatorsofEq.(2.3)arem apped into
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S
1

i = +
1

2

�

 
y

i1  
y

i2 +  i2  i1

�

� +
1

2

�

b
y

i + bi

�

;

S
2

i = �
i

2

�

 
y

i1  
y

i2 �  i2  i1

�

� �
i

2

�

b
y

i � bi

�

;

S
3

i = +
1

2

�

 
y

i  i � 1
�

� +
1

2
(m i � 1): (2.17)

Thebilinearsband m de�ned aboveareleftunchanged by thelocalcolortransform ation

Eq.(2.16)and thustheHeisenberg interaction explicitly transform slikeacolorsingletwhen

expressed in term softhe  ’s. Spin-spin correlationscan be obtained from the generating

functional

Z[~J ] =

Z

D
h

W
y
i

D [W ]

Z

D [~aô]

Z

D [ �]D [ ]

� e
+ i

R
dt( L +

P

i
~Ji�~Si ) (2.18)

wherethesourceterm iswritten in term softhebilinearsband m de�ned by Eq.(2.17).

Itisim portanttorealizethatthegaugedegreesoffreedom in Eq.(2.11)arenotindepen-

dentfrom the ferm ionic degreesoffreedom . Forexam ple,neitherA ô northe SU(2)factor

ofW ij possessa lattice version ofthe kinetic energy. Theirpresence issim ply a device to

projecttheFock spaceF which isgenerated cyclically from thevacuum statej0>  de�ned

by

 ia j0>  = 0; 8i 2 �; a = 1;2;

onto the physicalHilbertspace which isthe tensorialproductoverallsitesiofthe vector

spacesspanned by thecolorsingletstatesj0>  i and b
y

ij0>  i (see[37]).

III.SP IN LIQ U ID ,D EC O N FIN EM EN T A N D SP IN A N D C H A R G E

SEPA R AT IO N .

In theprevioussection we have m adeuse ofthem apping ofthespin-1/2 antiferrom ag-

netic Heisenberg m odelinto a SU(2) lattice gauge theory with the hope that the latter

form ulation isbettersuited forthedescription ofaspin-liquid ground stateand thepossible

existence ofspin-1/2 excitations. The fact that the problem is,in e�ect,a gauge theory
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indicatesthatin alllikelyhood the spinonswillnecessarily be perm anently con�ned inside

SU(2) color singlet bound states. This is so since,below four space-tim e dim ensions all

(com pact)gaugetheoriesaregenerally in a con�ned phase.Ifthisisthecase,thereislittle

hopethatthism apping m ay beofgreathelp in producing a m echanism fortheseparation

ofspin and charge quantum num bers in the physicalspectrum ofthe system . Hence,the

problem thatneeds to be solved is to �nd m echanism s thatseparate the spin and charge

either in a m anner consistent with the con�nem ent ofspinons or by dynam ically driving

the system into a decon�ned state. In this section we willshow that W en’s s-RVB state

e�ectively realizes the second scenario. In section VI,we show that the �rst scenario is

realized in theonedim ensionalversion ofW en’sstate.

In orderto describe a spin liquid,an eigenstate ofthe Ham iltonian ofEq.(2.2)should

show exponentialdecay with separation forallspin-spin correlationswhich break theglobal

rotationalspin sym m etry.Forexam ple,to avoid N�eelordering wecan im aginepartitioning

thelatticeinto distinctordered pairsand choosing foreach such pairthesingletstateofthe

fourdim ensionalHilbertspace associated with the two spin-1/2 degrees offreedom . The

expectation value of~Si�~Sj in thisstate isonly non-vanishing when iand j belong to the

sam e ordered pair.However,such a state,the so-called valence bond state[38],breaksthe

latticesym m etry.Ifwerequire\featurelessness" from aspin liquid,then an easy rem edy for

a valencebond statewith nearest-neighborpairing,say on a square lattice,isto dem and a

uniform expectation value ofthe valence bond ordering operatorsforany spin and itsfour

nearest-neighbors.ThisleadsusnaturallytotheRVB overcom pletebasis[2]forHam iltonian

Eq.(2.2).However,theRVB basisisextrem ely di�cultto work with.

On the otherhand,itappearsto be very easy to im plem ent featurelessnessand expo-

nentialdecay ofthe spin-spin correlationsin the gaugepicture,Eq.(2.11).Featurelessness

am ountstoselecting only thosegaugeequivalentclassesofcon�gurationsCfA ô;W g which are

closed underthe action ofthe lattice pointgroup,i.e.,gauge con�gurationson which the

action ofapointgroup transform ation isequivalenttoagaugetransform ation.Exponential

decay ofthespin-spin correlationsrequiresthatwithin theclassCfA ô;W g
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jdetW ijj / e
� ji� jj (3.1)

is satis�ed,although this condition m ight notbe su�cient (overcom pleteness ofthe RVB

basis).

Thissuggeststhefollowing m ean-�eld approxim ation fora spin liquid:

(i)Choosea gauge�eld con�guration consistentwith therequirem entsofa spin liquid.

(ii)Solvetheferm ionicsectorin thebackground ofthegauge�eldsgiven in step (i).

(iii) Im pose the self-consistency condition that the background gauge �elds given in step

(i)aretheexpectation valueoftheappropriateferm ionicbilinearform sin theground state

found in step (ii).

The drawback ofthis approach is thatthe self-consistency condition only satis�es the

localconstraint ofsingle occupancy for the spinons,Eq.(2.4),on average. In the worst

case scenario,one could im agine thatallthe eigenstatesofthe m ean-�eld Ham iltonian for

the spinonsbelong to the unphysicalHilbertspace,although on average the constraintof

singleoccupancy issatis�ed.Forexam ple,athalf-�lling,astatewith allbuttwositessingly

occupied by spinonsisorthogonalto the physicalsubspace ofthe ferm ionic Hilbertspace.

In the language ofthe  ’s,single occupancy on any given site is the localconstraint of

Gauss’slaw required by thelocalgaugeinvariance,nam ely thelocalphysicalstatesarethe

colorsingletsj0 >  orb
y

i j0 >  . Itisthen easy to convince oneselfthatthe ground state

and the single particle excitations ofthe m ean-�eld theory have always a non-vanishing

projection ontotheunphysicalHilbertspace.Indeed,them ean-�eld ground stateisaSlater

determ inantforthe ’swhich can beobtained by a Fouriertransform ation of

Y

k2
 0

 
y

k1 
y

k2 j0>  ; (3.2)

where
0 denotesthesetafallj�j=2 wavevectorsentering in theSlaterdeterm inantofthe

m ean-�eld ground state. The m ean-�eld ground state and the excited statesare thuscon-

volutionsin directspacewhereastheFouriertransform ation ofthegaugeinvariantoperator

b
y

i =  
y

i1 
y

i2 isa convolution in reciprocalspace.
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Sincetheproblem ofthequantum num bersofthephysicalstatesisnon-perturbativeby

nature,it is im portant to take into account the quantum uctuations ofthe gauge �elds

around them ean-�eld.Theproblem weend up with isthatofferm ionswhich arestrongly

coupled with gauge�elds.Ifthem ean-�eld theory predictsa gap in theferm ionicspectrum

a sim plerpicture can be drawn. In thiscase itispossible to integrate outthe ferm ionsto

obtain alocaltheory.Although theresultinge�ectivetheorywillbeconstructed from purely

bosonicdynam ical�elds(which can beviewed aslocalferm ioniccom posites),itsspectrum

can contain stateswith ferm ionic quantum num bers. W e willshow below thatthisisthe

case forthe s-RVB Ansatz where the e�ective action involves gauge �elds locally coupled

to bosonic m atter(scalars)which represent bound statesofthe spinons. W e willalso see

thatthesebound stateshavesim pletransform ation propertiesunderthesym m etriesofthe

system .Ofparticularim portanceisthatwewillbeableto�nd bound statesthattransform

non-trivially under the localSU(2) invariance. Hence,at least qualitatively,our problem

isclosely related to thatof�nding the nature ofthe ground state ofscalar�eldscoupled

to SU(2) gauge �elds. This is a problem that has been investigated quite extensively in

the context ofLattice Gauge Theory. In what follows we willreview those results,m ake

connections with our problem and then draw conclusions. It willbe apparent from our

discussion thatthe key to the m echanism isto determ ine the transform ation propertiesof

thebound states.

Let us set the notation and de�ne a set ofscalar �elds � i on the sites i ofa d + 1

dim ensionalspace-tim e hypercubic lattice � and a set ofSU(2) gauge �elds V ij on the

ordered links < ij > ofthe sam e lattice. The gauge �elds transform like group elem ents

whereasthem atter�eldswilltransform undersom erepresentation ofSU(2).In practicewe

willconsider two cases: a)m atterin the fundam ental(orspinor)representation ofSU(2)

colorand b)m atterin the adjoint(orvector)representation ofSU(2)color. A sim ple but

genericaction forthissystem is

S = �
X

< ijkl>

�

1 �
1

4
tr

h

Vij Vjk V
y

lk V
y

il + H:C:
i�
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� �
X

< ij>

�

(�i;Vij�j) + H:C:
�

+�
X

i

((�i;�i)� 1)
2
+
X

i

(�i;�i);

� � 0; � � 0; � > 0: (3.3)

The �rstterm ofEq. (3.3),which isa sum over oriented plaquettes < ijkl>,represents

the gauge invariant kinetic energy for the SU(2) gauge �elds while the rest ofthe action

describes the dynam ics ofthe m atter and their coupling to the gauge �elds. The scalar

productofthem atter�elds� in agiven representation isdenoted by (�;�).Finally,wehave

also allowed fora uctuation ofthe norm ofthe m atter�eld which,however,isirrelevant

to theproblem ofcon�nem ent.

The properties ofthe phase diagram in the � � � � � space for Eq.(3.3) which are

im portantto usdepend only on thedim ensionality ofspace-tim eand on thetransform ation

propertiesofthe m atter�elds[39,40]. W e willdistinguish two situations. In one case,the

m atter�eld � isin thefundam entalrepresentation,in theotheritisin theadjoint.Those

two representationsdi�erin one crucialaspect. The fundam entalrepresentation isone to

onewhereastheadjointistwo to onesinceitfailsto distinguish between thetwo elem ents

ofthecenterCSU (2) ofthegroup SU(2)color[41].

W e�rststartourexploration ofthephasediagram from thepoint(�;�;�)= (0;0;1 ).

By letting � ! 1 ,wehavefrozen thenorm ofthem atter�eld to thevalueone.W hen we

vary � from 0 to 1 ,we obtain a pure,non-Abelian lattice gauge theory. Along thisline,

theW ilson loop W �

f(a)
forsourcesin thefundam ental(adjoint)representation

W
�

f(a)
= < tr

Y

< ij> 2�

Vij > (3.4)

where� isa closed path on thehypercubiclattice,can beused to detecta phasetransition.

Foran appropriatechoiceof�,

�= 2
T
R ; (3.5)

thepotential

15



Vf(a)(R)� � lim
T! 1

1

T
lnW f(a)(T;R) (3.6)

m easures the energy oftwo static (in�nitely heavy) sources in the fundam ental(adjoint)

representation which areseparated by a distanceR.

Forsm allvaluesof�,i.e.,stronggaugecoupling,thestaticpotentialislinear(accordingly

the W ilson loop obeysan area law)and the static sources are con�ned. The lowercritical

space-tim edim ension is4fornon-Abelian groups.W eareinterested in space-tim eofdim en-

sion 2+1 and thereforedo notencountera phasetransition suggesting thatforlargervalues

of� decon�nem ent(theW ilson loop obeysaperim eterlaw)ofthestaticsourcesoccurs[42].

At the point (1 ;0;1 ),the pure gauge theory freezes into any ofthe classicalgauge

con�gurationswith allplaquette variablessetto unity. The sim plest choice isto have all

Vij setto unity.W ethen startm oving along theline(1 ;�;1 ).Theaction forthem atter

�eld in thefundam ental(adjoint)representation and with frozen norm isequivalentto that

ofa classicalO(4)(O(3))Heisenberg m odel. Forspace-tim e dim ension largerthan 2 and

irrespectively ofthe m atter�eld representation,a second orderphase transition willoccur

when � islargerthan �f(a)
cr

[43].

As ofnow,the choice forthe representation ofthe m atter �eld had no im pact on the

existence ofa phase transition. However,along the line (�;1 ;1 ),the physics willdi�er

dram atically.At(1 ;1 ;1 ),them atter�eld in thefundam ental(adjoint)representation are

frozenintoaclassicalcon�guration,say� 0,which m inim izestheactionandbreakstheglobal

O(4)(O(3))sym m etry,provided d+ 1 > 2. By decreasing the value of�,the gauge �elds

are unfrozen. However,the m atter �eld con�guration � 0 acts like an externalsym m etry

breaking m agnetic�eld through thehopping term .Indeed,undera gaugetransform ation

(�0;Vij�0)! (�0;UiVijU
� 1
j �0): (3.7)

The adjoint representation di�ers from the fundam entalrepresentation in that ifone

choosesto m ultiply Vij by therepresentative of��
0 on theleftand +�0 on theright,then

thehoppingterm rem ainsunchanged in theadjointwhileitchangessign in thefundam ental.
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In other words,there willalways be a residuallocalZ 2 sym m etry along (�;1 ;1 )in the

adjointrepresentation. Hence,ifthe m atter �eld breaks allthe continuous sym m etry,no

phase transition takes place in the fundam entalrepresentation,while a �rst order phase

transition takesplaceat�ac in theadjointrepresentation [44].

Finally,along the line (0;�;1 ),the action describes a theory ofnon-interacting links

(see[45])which doesnotundergo a phasetransition.

W e can extractvaluable inform ationsfrom Eq. (3.3)in the lim iting caseswhere either

the m atter �eld or the gauge degrees offreedom are passive bystanders to the dynam ics.

In theinteriorofthephasediagram ofFig.1,gaugeand m atterdegreesoffreedom do not

decouple from each other. Consequently,the W ilson loop for static charges carrying the

sam e representation asthe m atter�eld alwaysobeysthe perim eterlaw [46]. Indeed,pair

creation ofm atter,which causesthe screening ofthe static colorcharges[47],are induced

by quantum uctuations.

Italsofollowsfrom thisargum entthatforthem atterin thefundam entalrepresentation,

alltheW ilson loops,irrespectively oftherepresentation ofthestaticsources,willobey the

perim eterlaw in the interiorofthe phase diagram [48]. W ilson loopscannotthen be used

anym ore as order param eters. In fact,it was proven [49,39]that there exists a strip of

analyticity joining the sm all� and sm all� region (Con�nem entregion)to thelarge� and

large � region (Higgsregion)ofthe phase diagram ,in which allthe gauge invariantGreen

functionsare analytic. In short,there isonly one phase,the so-called Con�nem ent-Higgs

phase,in thephasediagram (�;�;1 )when them atterisin thefundam entalrepresentation.

A line of�rst order phase transitions em erges from the point (1 ;�f
c
;1 ). But as in the

Tem perature-Pressurephasediagram forliquid and gas,itendsup ata criticalpointin the

interiorofthe� � � plane(seeFig.1(a)).

This analysis im plies that ifthe sem iclassicalexpansion around a m ean-�eld Ansatz

yieldsan e�ective bosonic action with the m atterin the fundam entalrepresentation,there

willnotbeanystatesin thespectrum which carrythespinon quantum num bers.Conversely,

ifthem atterisin theadjointrepresentation and breaksallthecontinuoussym m etries,then
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a phase in which there are statesthatcarry the fundam entalcolorand spin-1/2 quantum

num bers is possible. Indeed,the W ilson loop in the fundam entalrepresentation does not

need to follow the perim eter law everywhere in the interior ofthe phase diagram . The

dynam icalm atter�eld induced by quantum uctuationscarry theadjointcolorchargeand

therefore cannot com pletely screen the fundam entalcharge ofthe static sources. Gauge

invariantGreen function are separately analytic in the con�nem ent and Higgsregion. On

the upper boundary ofthe Higgs region,the W ilson loop obeys the perim eter law ofthe

decon�ning regim eofapuregaugeZ 2 theory.By continuity,theW ilson loop m ustobey the

perim eter law in the Higgsregion. The sam e argum entapplies to the con�nem ent region

where now theW ilson loop satis�esthearea law.There m ustbea lineofphase transition

separating the two regim esand connecting the classicalO(3)phase transition to the pure

gaugeZ 2 phasetransition [39](seeFig.1(b)).

W hen we allow the norm ofthe m atter�eld to uctuate,i.e.,� < 1 ,changesoccurin

the � � � phase diagram . However,the decon�nem ent and Higgs regim es always rem ain

analytically connected form atter�eldsin thefundam entalrepresentation.Conversely,the

phasetransition survivesin theadjointrepresentation [50].

Thisisthe im portantinsightthatthegaugepicture providesuswith.The problem we

are now faced with ishow to justify the use ofaction Eq.(3.3)where the m atterisin the

adjointrepresentationson thebasisofEq.(2.11).Thiswestartnow.

Letusreexam ine Eq.(2.11)by param etrizing theW ’saccording to

W ijt = +i
� q

jdetW ijtj
�

Vijt; Vijt 2 SU(2): (3.8)

The localgauge sym m etry only a�ectsthe SU(2)factorofthe link degreesoffreedom .As

itstands,Eq.(2.11)doesnotcontain a kineticterm fortheA ô’sand V ’s.Thiscorresponds

to thein�nitely strong gaugecoupling lim it,� = 0.Thisisto beexpected from gauge�elds

im plem enting a localconstraint.

So far,we have notm ade any approxim ations. However,in som e m ean-�eld states(in

particularin W en’ss-RVB)thereareinterestingoperatorswhich acquireexpectation values.
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Forinstance,a term which isabsentfrom Eq. (2.11),butwhich would be allowed by the

sym m etry,is

M ijt =
1

2
tr

�

Pit W ijtP
y

jtW
y

ijt

�

; (3.9)

forany ordered pair< ij > oflattice sites. The m ain pointofW en’sAnsatz isthatthe

operatorPit,thepath ordered product

Pit =

nY

l= 1

W il� 1ilt
; i0 � i; in � i; (3.10)

(along the ordered pairs < i0 i1 >;:::;< il� 1 il >;:::;< in� 1 in >) does acquire an

expectation valuein thes-RVB ground state.BeawarethattheM ’sdo notdepend on the

determ inantofthe W ’s. Ifwe take iand j to be nearest-neighborwith � being the lattice

constant,say j = i + � x̂,expand Pjt and

W ijt = +i

�q

jdetW j

�

e
+ i� A

x̂it; A x̂it 2 su(2); (3.11)

in powersofthelatticeconstant,then

1

2

�

M ijt+ M �
ijt

�

= 1�
1

4
tr

�

(D x̂ P)(D x̂ P)
y
�

+ O (�3); (3.12)

whereD x̂ isthecovariantderivativein theadjointrepresentation,i.e.,

D x̂ = @x̂ + i[A x̂ ;� ]: (3.13)

TheP’scan thereforebeinterpreted asm atter�eldsin theadjointrepresentation ofSU(2)

color. The uctuations around the s-RVB ground state should contain term s ofthe form

ofEq. (3.12). Thus,we argue thatthe uctuationsaround an s-RVB state should behave

qualitatively like a system ofm atter�elds in the adjoint(vector)representation ofSU(2)

(which break allcontinuous sym m etries) coupled to SU(2)gauge �elds. W e are then un-

derthegeneralconditionsofthetheorem relating thecon�nem entand theAnderson-Higgs
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m echanism sofFradkin and Shenker[39].Notice,however,thattheparam etersofthee�ec-

tive Lagrangian need to be determ ined from a m icroscopic calculation. These param eters

will,in turn,determ inein which phasethesym m etry isrealized.

In sum m ary,wehaveargued how decon�nem entcould occurforthefundam entalcharges

(thespinons)in thephasediagram ofa genericlatticegaugetheory coupled tom atter�elds

in the adjointrepresentation ofthe gaugegroup.Although Eq.(2.11)doesnotresem ble a

canonicalSU(2)gauge-m atterlattice theory,say forexam ple Eq.(3.3),we have identi�ed

candidates for a m atter �eld nam ely the P’s. Our goalin the next section willbe to

constructa m ean-�eld theory fora spin liquid such thatP’saregenerated which break the

gaugesym m etry down to Z 2 [24].

IV .M EA N -FIELD T H EO RY .

A .T he s-RV B A nsatz.

From now on,wewillrestrictourselftoasquarelattice(d=2)with nearest(J1)and next-

nearest(J2)neighborantiferrom agnetic interactions. The s-RVB Ansatz assum esthatthe

trueground stateofthesystem described by Eq.(2.11)ischaracterized by thecon�guration

�A
ôit = A

ô
;

�W ijt=

8
>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>:

�X �3 ifj= i+ x̂,

�X �3 ifj= i+ ŷ,

�ReE �1 + Im E �2 ifj= i+ x̂+ ,

�ReE �1 � Im E �2 ifj= i+ x̂� ,

(4.1)

ofthe gauge �elds [24]. The lattice spacing istaken to be one and x̂ � (1;0),ŷ � (0;1),

x̂+ � (+1;+1)and x̂� � (+1;�1).Them ean-�eld spectrum �j~�~kjforthes-RVB Ansatzis

then given by

�
1
~k
= �

a1ô

2
+ J2 ReE coskx cosky;

�
2
~k
= �

a2ô

2
+ J2 Im E sinkx sinky; (4.2)
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�
3
~k
= �

a3
ô

2
+ J1 X

1

2
(coskx + cosky):

Becauseoftheparticle-holesym m etry,them ean-�eld ground stateisthestateobtained

by �lling up allthe one-particle eigenstates in the Brillouin Zone 
 with negative energy

eigenvalues:

j	 s� RV B > =
Y

~k; j~�
~k
j� 0

 
y

~k1
 
y

~k2
j0 >  (4.3)

wherej0>  isthestateannihilated by allthe ’s.

Asshown by W en,allthe discrete sym m etriesofthe lattice aswellasparity and tim e

reversalare preserved by the s-RVB Ansatz when a2ô = a3ô = 0. But,m ostim portantly to

usisthattheAnsatzisdesigned to break allthecontinuouscolorsym m etriesprovided the

com plexm ean-�eld param eterE isneitherrealnorpurelyim aginaryand X isnon-vanishing.

Indeed,thecounterclockwise (ccw)and clockwise (cw)products

P
ccw

it � W i(i+ x̂)t W (i+ x̂)(i+ x̂+ ŷ)tW (i+ x̂+ ŷ)it;

P
cw

it � W i(i+ x̂)tW (i+ x̂)(i+ x̂� ŷ)t W (i� x̂+ ŷ)it; (4.4)

reduceto

�P ccw = �X 2
�

ReE �
1 � Im E �

2
�

;

�P cw = �X 2
�

ReE �
1 + Im E �

2
�

; (4.5)

in them ean-�eld.Hence, �P ccw and �P cw do notcom m ute ifand only ifX ,ReE and Im E

areallnon-vanishing.

The s-RVB isthe phase in which X ,Re E and Im E are non-vanishing. In thisphase,

j~�~kjisalso non-vanishing overthe entire Brillouin Zone. The spinonshave acquired a gap.

The spin-spin correlation function can be calculated,within the m ean-�eld approxim ation,

following the m ethodsofM arston and A�eck [34]. The spin-spin correlation function has

an exponentialdecay (in im aginary tim e)asa function ofseparation sincethes-RVB state

has a gap. Also,asexpected,in the BZA (J2=J1 ! 0) regim e the structure factorhas a
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peak at(�;�)and,in the ux regim e (J2=J1 � (J2=J1)cr)ithaspeaksat(�=2;�=2),(0;�)

and (�;0).

B .T he saddle-point equations and m ean-�eld ground states.

Thesaddle-pointequationsin thein�nitevolum elim itare

0= Fi(f�g); i= 1;� � � ;6; (4.6)

wheref�g isthesetm adeofthem ean-�eld param eters

�1 = a
1

ô
; �2 = a

2

ô
; �3 = a

3

ô
;

�4 = ReE ; �5 = Im E ; �6 = X ; (4.7)

and thefunctionsFi arede�ned im plicitly by integralsovera squarewith thearea 4�
2 (the

Brillouin Zone
):

F1=
1

4�2

Z




�1

j~�j
; F4 =

1

4�2

Z




�1

j~�j
g1 � �4;

F2=
1

4�2

Z




�2

j~�j
; F5 =

1

4�2

Z




�2

j~�j
g2 � �5;

F3=
1

4�2

Z




�3

j~�j
; F6 =

1

4�2

Z




�3

j~�j
g3 � �6: (4.8)

Here,

g1(~k) = coskx cosky;

g2(~k) = sinkx sinky;

g3(~k) =
1

2
(coskx + cosky); (4.9)

each transform irreducibly underthepointgroup ofthesquarelattice.Hence,theintegrals

only need to beperform ed overthereduced Brillouin zone
0 = f~k 2 
 j0� jk yj� �g.

Itisalso usefulto considertheJacobian

Fi;j =
@Fi

@�j
i;j= 1;� � � ;6: (4.10)
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Therearetwo lim iting casesforwhich thesaddle-pointequationscan besolved analyti-

cally.TheBZA lim itisthelim itwhen J2 = 0 [12].Them ean-�eld param eters

�1 = �2 = �3 = �4 = �5 = 0; �6 =
4

�2
; (4.11)

are (up to a sign) the unique solutions ofthe saddle-point equations. The single particle

excitation spectrum isthatofa tight-binding ferm ionicgasathalf-�lling.Theedgesofthe

square with vertices (�;0),(0;�),(��;0),(0;��)atwhich the spectrum isgaplessisthe

Ferm isurface.TheJacobian isform ally given by them atrix

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

F1;1 0 0 0 0 0

0 F2;2 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 F4;4 0 0

0 0 0 0 F5;5 0

0 0 0 0 0 F6;6

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

BZA

: (4.12)

Itturnsoutthatthenon-vanishing entriesaredivergentintegrals.

Thelim iting caseJ1 = 0 can also besolved analytically.Them ean-�eld param eters

�1 = �2 = �3 = �6 = 0;

�4 = �5 =
1

4�2

1

2

Z




q

g21 + g22 � 0:339; (4.13)

are (up to signs) the unique solutions ofthe saddle-point equations. The single particle

excitation spectrum hasfourdiscretegaplesspointson theBrillouin Zone.They arelocated

at

~k01 = (+
�

2
;0); ~k02 = (0;+

�

2
);

~k03 = (�
�

2
;0); ~k04 = (0;�

�

2
): (4.14)

In theneighborhood ofeach ofthesenodes,theexcitation spectrum takesthesam eform as

thatofa relativistic m asslessparticle. Itisshown in appendix A thatthisgaplessstate is
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characterized by an averagem ean-�eld ux of� through acellbounded by thenext-nearest-

neighborlinksand hence itwillbe called the ux state [51]. In thislim it,the Jacobian is

wellde�ned and given by
0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

F1;1 0 0 0 0 0

0 F2;2 0 0 0 0

0 0 F3;3 0 0 0

0 0 0 F4;4 F4;5 0

0 0 0 F5;4 F5;5 0

0 0 0 0 0 F6;6

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

ux

: (4.15)

For arbitrary values ofthe ratio J2=J1,the saddle-point equations can only be solved

num erically.Thevalueofthesolutionsofthesaddle-pointequationsasa function ofJ2=J1

areplotted in Fig.2.Oneobservesthat�2 = �3 = 0.Thisresultsfrom thelatticesym m etry.

ItalsoappearsthatthereexistsacriticalvaluefortheratioJ2=J1 abovewhich theuxm ean-

�eld solution isalwayspreferred.Thenum ericspredictthiscriticalvalueto bebetween 1.3

and 1.4.

This criticalvalue can be found analytically by requiring the Jacobian determ inant to

satisfy

det

 
@Fi

@�j

!

ux

= 0: (4.16)

Itisunderstood here thatthe Jacobian iscalculated forthe m ean-�eld param etersin the

ux lim itbutforarbitrary valuesoftheratio J2=J1.Thiscondition isthussim ply

J2

J1
=

1

4�2

1

�4

Z




g23
q

g21 + g22

� 1:342 (4.17)

if�4 � 0:339.

The num erics close to the BZA regim e are too unreliable to predictthe existence ofa

criticalvalueoftheratioJ2=J1 below which theBZA stateprevails.Theanalyticalargum ent

used forthe ux phase failsaswellin thislim itsince the Jacobian isnotofm axim alrank

and m oreoverisillde�ned. Indeed,singularitiesassociated with the Ferm isurface renders

allnon-vanishing entriesoftheJacobian in�nite.
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The num ericalresultsclearly indicate that,between J2=J1 = 0:6 and J2=J1 = 0:7,the

topographyofthesingleparticleenergy crossesoverfrom aregim ewith theabsolutem inim a

located on thediagonalof
0to a regim ewith theabsolutem inim a located on theedgesof

thereduced Brillouin Zone(see Fig.3).There should therefore existsa crossovervalue for

the ratio J2=J1 forwhich there isan accidentaldegeneracy ofthe m inim a. The Lagrange

m ultiplier ja1
ô
jappears to keep track ofthis crossover,the point at which it peaks. Our

m ean-�eld resultsaresum m arized in Fig.4.

C .H igher dim ensionalgeneralization.

W e willtry in this section to generalize the s-RVB Ansatz to any spatialdim ension

d > 2.Let�= Z d bea d dim ensionalhypercubic latticeon which Eq.(2.11)isde�ned.It

ishelpfulto introducethe2d unitvectors

x̂
�
��
� (0;� � � ;0;�� ;0;� � � ;0);

� = 1;� � � ;d; �� = �1 (4.18)

and the2d(d� 1)vectorsofnorm
p
2

x̂
��
���

� (0;� � � ;0;�� ;0;� � � ;0;�� ;0;� � � ;0);

�;� = 1;� � � ;d; ��� � �� � ��; � < �; (4.19)

which connectany given site with allitsnearest-neighborsand next-nearest-neighbors,re-

spectively.Thestraightforward generalization ofEq.(4.1)is

�A ôit = A ô;

�W ijt=

8
>>>><

>>>>:

�X �3 ifj= i+ x̂���,

�ReE �1 + Im E �2 ifj= i+ x̂
��

+ 1,

�ReE �1 � Im E �2 ifj= i+ x̂
��

� 1.

(4.20)

Thebreaking ofallthecontinuouscolorsym m etriesisautom atically achieved oncethis

isso ford = 2.However,weneed to check thattheAnsatzis,up to gaugetransform ations,

invariantunderallpointgroup transform ationsof� aswellasundertim ereversal.
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Tim e reversalis equivalent to com plex conjugation. In turn,com plex conjugation is

equivalentto Im E ! �Im E .But,thischangecan beundoneby thegaugetransform ation

Ui � sgn(i)�1; (4.21)

provided A ô = 1

2
a1ô �

1.Here,sgn(i)isthelatticefunction de�ned in Eq.(4.24).

W e now turn to the point group transform ations of�. They are generated cyclically

from thed!perm utationsofthecoordinatesofi2 �:

(i1 ;� � � ;id)! (in1 ;� � � ;ind
);

n1;� � � ;nd = 1;� � � ;d; (4.22)

and from thed transform ations

(i1 ;� � � ;id)! (�i1 ;� � � ;id);� � �

� � � ;(i1 ;� � � ;id)! (i1 ;� � � ;�id): (4.23)

W hen d = 2,the d!= 2 perm utations are the identity and the reection about the

diagonalx = y. They leave Eq. (4.20)unchanged. The rem aining pointgroup transfor-

m ationsare generated by reectionsaboutthe x ory axis. Ford = 2,they are equivalent

to com plex conjugation and W en’sassertion thatEq.(4.20)describesa spin liquid follows.

Butforhigherdim ensions,the equivalence between com plex conjugation and any ofthe d

reectionsabouta d� 1 dim ensionalhyperplane,Eq.(4.23),isnottrueanym ore.

A possiblecureto thisproblem isto �nd a partitioning ofallthenext-nearest-neighbor

links into two disjointfam ilies which are invariant under allpointgroup transform ations.

Notice�rstthatthelatticefunction

sgn : �! Z 2;i! sgn(i)= (�1)i1+ � � � + id (4.24)

is unchanged by any perm utation ofthe coordinatesofi. Furtherm ore,sgn(i) isalso left

unchanged when any one ofthe coordinates ofihas its sign changed. Consequently,the

partitioning of� into theeven (odd)sites�
e(o)

isnota�ected by thepointgroup transfor-

m ations.
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W eim m ediately seethattheAnsatz

�A
ôit= A

ô
; (4.25)

�W ijt=

8
>>>><

>>>>:

�X �3 ifj= i+ x̂���,

�ReE �1 + Im E �2 ifj= i+ x̂
��

� 1;i2 �e,

�ReE �1 � Im E �2 ifj= i+ x̂
��

� 1;i2 �o,

respects allthe pointgroup sym m etries. On the otherhand,translationalinvariance and

tim ereversalappearto bebroken.However,they a�ecttheAnsatzEq.(4.25)in thesam e

way asthegaugetransform ation Eq.(4.21)does.W econcludethatthisAnsatzdescribesa

spin liquid which breaksallthecontinuoussym m etriesofcolorSU(2).

In two spatialdim ensions, this new Ansatz reduces to the BZA Ansatz in both the

J2=J1 ! 0 and J1=J2 ! 0 lim its. M oreover,it is not possible to construct a m ean-�eld

plaquette term threaded by a ux of�. W e therefore expectthata gap to the m ean-�eld

spinon excitationsisgenerated forall0< J1=J2 < 1 .

V .G A U G E FIELD S FLU C T U AT IO N S C LO SE T O A N D IN T H E FLU X P H A SE.

Itisfortunate thatthe m ean-�eld theory yieldsthe ux phase since one can relatively

easily identify a continuum e�ective theory forthe long wavelength uctuationsofthesoft

m odes. In contrast,itis m uch harder to do the sam e close to the BZA lim it. This is so

because in the ux phase the locus ofpoints in the Brillouin Zone for which the m ean-

�eld singleparticleenergy reachesa m inim a areisolated.From thelocation oftheisolated

m inim a,one can then extract a reciprocalvector around which the Fourier transform of

the spinon and link degrees offreedom can be expanded,thus yielding the interm ediate

continuum lim it.However,itisnotfeasibletocarry outsuch an approach attheBZA point

since there there are in�nitely m any degenerate m inim a along a square,the spinon Ferm i

surface,with vertices(��;0)and (0;��)in theBrillouin Zone.M oreover,the di�culty is

com pounded by the existence ofsaddle pointsin the energy surface atthe vertices ofthe

spinon Ferm isurfacecausing Van-Hovesingularitiesin them ean-�eld density ofstatesand
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bythenestingpropertyoftheFerm isurface.Onepossibledrasticapproxim ationistoreplace

the anisotropic Ferm isurface altogetherby a circle and then expand the nearest-neighbor

linksdegreesoffreedom in powersofthe gauge �eldsup to second order. The continuum

e�ectivetheory isthatofgauge�eldscoupled tonon-relativisticferm ions.But,by doingso,

one neglectsm agnetic instabilitiesinduced by the nesting property ofthe Ferm isurface at

half-�lling.Awayfrom half-�lling,such an approxim ation hasbeen used byLeeand Nagaosa

[33]in theirstudy ofthe t� J m odel. Itisthen known thatthe uctuationsofthe gauge

�elds,when coupled to the \Ferm isurface",lead to severe infrared divergences [52]which

possibly signalan instability ofthem ean-�eld theory (and thusofthe\Ferm isurface")to a

\strangem etal" [33].Given thesedi�culties,wewillconcentrateon theux phaseand will

notdiscussthe BZA regim e any further.In any event,the m ean-�eld theory predictsthat

theBZA and ux regim esaresm oothly connected.Thus,weexpectthatadetailed study of

theux regim ecan throw lighton thebehaviorneartheBZA lim itaswell.Notice,however,

thatthelow energy ferm ionicstateshavedi�erentphysicalpropertiesin both regim esgiven

thelevelcrossing oftheexcited statesshown in theprevioussection.Nevertheless,sincethe

m ean-�eld ground stateevolvessm oothly (i.e.,withoutlevelcrossings)we willstillassum e

thatthephysicsisqualitatively sim ilaratboth ends.

In the spirit ofsection III,we need to identify the bosonic degrees offreedom ofthe

continuum lim it. To thisend we willperform a sem iclassicalexpansion ofthe link degrees

offreedom around the m ean-�eld Ansatz. In the language ofcriticalphenom ena,we will

use the fact that the m ean-�eld theory ofthe previous section predicts a second order

phase transition at(J2=J1)cr. W e willthen think ofthe continuum lim itasthe tuning of

the coupling J2=J1 toward the point (J2=J1)cr where a correlation length (the inverse of

the spinon m ass) becom es in�nite. In this schem e,the interm ediate e�ective �eld theory

we obtain is the (infrared unstable) �xed point action ofEq. (2.11) in the sense ofthe

renorm alization group (see Fig.4). Notice that the sem iclassicalexpansion is not fully

justi�ed since the theory,as it stands,does not have a sm allparam eter that willcontrol

the uctuations. Form ally,we can regard oursem iclassicalexpansion asa 1=N expansion
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in which N hasbeen setto unity.W hilethisapproach seem stem pting,weshould beaware

thatatsm allvaluesofN the physicsm ay be di�erentfrom the sem iclassical(m ean-�eld)

picture.

Theinterm ediatee�ectivetheory so obtained willcontain gauge�eldsand m atter�elds,

which both transform liketheadjoint(vector)representation ofSU(2)color,and arecoupled

with (severalspeciesof)Diracferm ions.However,thebosonsarestillnottruly dynam ical

since they do notpossess a kinetic energy oftheirown. On the otherhand,allthe sym -

m etry requirem ents thatwe are afterare ful�lled,nam ely the bosonic �elds break allthe

continuousgauge sym m etriesdown to a discrete subgroup Z 2. In the nextsubsectionswe

derive the e�ective continuum theory in the vicinity ofthe ux phase. It turns out that

W en’schoiceofgaugeisnotvery naturalin theux regim e.In appendix A wegivea m ore

convenient construction in a di�erent (\ux") gauge which m akes sim pler the description

oftheuctuationsaround thisstate.Thereaderisreferred to appendix A forthenotation

thatwewillusebelow.

A .C ontinuum lim it in the ux phase w hen J1 = 0.

W ewillassum ethatJ1 hasbeen turned o�.Theferm ionson theeven sublatticearethen

decoupled from thoseon theodd sublattice.W eshallshow how totakethecontinuum lim it

so asto obtain relativistic Dirac spinorsin 2+1 dim ensions which couple via the m inim al

coupling to two independentsetofSU(2)gauge�elds.

W ewillchooseto param etrizesm alluctuationsoftheQ’s(see Eq.(A12))around the

m ean-�eld Ansatzby

Q
e1
x̂� i

= +ijE je
� i�0A e1

x̂� i; Q
e1
x̂+ i

= �ijE je
� i�0A e1

x̂+ i;

Q
e2
x̂� i

= +ijE je
� i�0A e2

x̂� i; Q
e2
x̂+ i

= +ijE je
� i�0A e2

x̂+ i;

Q
e3
x̂� i

= +ijE je
� i�0A e3

x̂� i; Q
e3
x̂+ i

= +ijE je
� i�0A e3

x̂+ i;

Q
e4
x̂� i

= +ijE je
� i�0A e4

x̂� i; Q
e4
x̂+ i

= �ijE je
� i�0A e4

x̂+ i:
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(5.1)

Here,�0(��)isrelated to thelatticeconstant� by

�
0 =

p
2�; (�� = 2�0): (5.2)

Only SU(2)coloructuationsofthelink degreesoffreedom areconsidered sincethedeter-

m inantjE jiskeptunchanged.

In theHeisenberg representation,the equationsofm otion satis�ed by theferm ionsare,

to lowestorderin ��,

iD e1
ô
f
e1
i = vf

" �

i@x̂� +
1

2
(A e1

x̂� i
+ A

e2
x̂� i

)

�

f
e2
i

�

�

i@x̂+ +
1

2
(A e1

x̂+ i
+ A

e4
x̂+ i
)

�

f
e4
i

#

;

iD e2
ô f

e2
i = vf

" �

i@x̂� +
1

2
(A e2

x̂� i
+ A

e1
x̂� i

)

�

f
e1
i

+

�

i@x̂+ +
1

2
(A e2

x̂+ i
+ A

e3
x̂+ i
)

�

f
e3
i

#

;

iD e3
ô
f
e3
i = vf

" �

i@x̂� +
1

2
(A e3

x̂� i
+ A

e4
x̂� i

)

�

f
e4
i

+

�

i@x̂+ +
1

2
(A e3

x̂+ i
+ A

e2
x̂+ i
)

�

f
e2
i

#

;

iD e4
ô f

e4
i = vf

" �

i@x̂� +
1

2
(A e4

x̂� i
+ A

e3
x̂� i

)

�

f
e3
i

�

�

i@x̂+ +
1

2
(A e4

x̂+ i
+ A

e1
x̂+ i
)

�

f
e1
i

#

: (5.3)

Here,theux velocity vf is

vf =
J2 jE j��

4
; (5.4)

and thecovarianttim ederivativeis

D
ea
ô
= @t+ iA ea

ôi; a = 1;2;3;4: (5.5)

Thesam eequationshold on �(1)
o
.

In thecontinuum lim it,wem akethefollowing identi�cations:
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lim
��! 0

fe1i + fe2i

��
� u

1(~rt); lim
��! 0

fe3i + fe4i

��
� v

1(~rt);

lim
��! 0

fe3i � fe4i

��
� u

2(~rt); lim
��! 0

fe2i � fe1i

��
� v

2(~rt);

lim
��! 0

A
ea
x̂� i

� A
e
1
(~rt); lim

��! 0
A
ea
x̂+ i

� A
e
2
(~rt);

lim
��! 0

A ea
ôi

vf
� A

e
0
(~rt); a = 1;2;3;4;

lim
��! 0

��2
X

i2�
(1)

e

�

Z

d
2
r; (5.6)

on �(1)
e . The counterparts to the �elds u,v and A e

� on sublattice �(1)
o are w,z and A o

�,

respectively.

Theequationsofm otion,when rewritten in term sof

u =

0

@
u1

u2

1

A ; v =

0

@
v1

v2

1

A ; w =

0

@
w 1

w 2

1

A ; z =

0

@
z1

z2

1

A ; (5.7)

take the sam e form as those for four independent m assless Dirac spinors in 2+1 space-

tim edim ensions,thespeed oflightbeing heretheux velocity.To describe therelativistic

structure,weneed thethreegam m a m atrix


� � (�2�0;��2�3;��2�1)= (�2;�i�1;+i�3);

6D e(o)
� � 

�
D

e(o)
� � 

�
�

@� + iA e(o)
�

�

; (5.8)

where the~� are a new setofPaulim atrices. The long wavelength,low energy lim itofEq.

(2.11)when J1 = 0 and forgauge�eldscloseto theux phasecon�guration is

L =

Z

d
2
rL; (5.9)

L = vf[�u i6D
e
u + �w i6D o

w + �v i6D e
v+ �z i6D o

z]:

The dynam icsdue to uctuationsin the determ inantofthe W ’shasbeen neglected [53].

There are thusfouravorsofDiracspinorswhich interactwith two independentsetof

SU(2)colorgauge�eldsthrough them inim alcoupling.In thecontinuum lim it,theoriginal

16 = 2 � (4 + 4) ferm ionic degrees offreedom per unit cellof�(1)
e

[ �(1)
o

have becom e

16 = 4� 2� 2 �elds carrying avor,colorand spinorindices,respectively. On the other
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hand,the original16 = 2� 4+ 2� 4 degreesoffreedom residing on the oriented linksof

theunitcellhavebeen projected onto thesm allerm anifold of4= 2+ 2 su(2)spatialgauge

�elds.W hatwehavedonecould havebeen achieved by expanding theequationsofm otion

in reciprocalspacearound them inim a ofthem ean-�eld spinon spectrum and keeping only

thelowestterm sin powersofthereciprocallattice.Thegauge�eldsthatareneglected vary

rapidly com pared to theonekept.Choosing a staggered gaugetransform ation isequivalent

tochoosingtheorigin in reciprocalspacetobethelocation ofoneofthedegeneratem inim a.

Thedi�erentavorsofthecontinuum spinonsiscaused by thedegeneracy ofthem ean-�eld

spectrum .

The local gauge sym m etry of Eq. (5.9) is that of the sem i-sim ple gauge group

SU(2)�SU(2). Indeed, if we arrange the ferm ions and gauge �elds into the (j1;j2) =

(1=2;1=2)reduciblerepresentation ofSU(2)�SU(2)[54]

	�

0

@
u

w

1

A ; ��

0

@
v

z

1

A ; A � �

0

@
A e
� 0

0 A o
�

1

A ; (5.10)

then

L = vf

h
�	 i6D �	+ �� i6D ��

i

(5.11)

isinvariantunderthelocalgaugetransform ation

	(�)! U 	(�); A � ! U A � U
y + (i@� U)U

y
;

8U �

0

@
U e 0

0 U o

1

A 2 SU(2)� SU(2): (5.12)

B .C ontinuum lim it in the ux phase w hen J1 6= 0.

The ferm ions on the even and odd sublattices are coupled by pure uctuations ofthe

degrees offreedom M ,Eq.(A13),on the nearest-neighbor links. These uctuations are

oforderO (�)and therefore itism eaninglessto separate the contributionsfrom the SU(2)

colorand determ inant factors[55]. Thus,the uctuating M form a fourdim ensionalreal
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vectorspace.By repeating thesam estepsasin theprevioussubsection,one�ndsthelong

wavelength,low energy continuum lim itofEq.(2.11)to begiven by

L = L0 + L1 + L2: (5.13)

The �rst contribution L 0 is the one given by Eq.(5.11)in the lim it J1 = 0. The second

and third contribution accountfortheuctuationsoftheM on thenearest-neighborlinks.

Thereare16 such degreesoffreedom .

Fourofthem ,N eo
1 ;:::;N

eo
4 ,transform likescalarsunderLorentztransform ations.They

arelinearly independentcom binationsofthe originallattice degreesoffreedom connecting

even to odd sitesand have been rescaled so hasto carry the dim ensionsofinverse length.

W ith thehelp ofthefourdim ensionalrepresentation

N 1 �

0

@
0 iN eo

1

�iN
eoy
1 0

1

A ;N 2 �

0

@
0 iN eo

2

�iN
eoy
3 0

1

A ;

N 3 �

0

@
0 iN eo

3

�iN
eoy
2 0

1

A ;N 4 �

0

@
0 iN eo

4

�iN
eoy
4 0

1

A ;

(5.14)

thesecond contribution to Eq.(5.13)is

L1 = �
J1

16

4X

n= 1

tr
h

N n N
y
n

i

(5.15)

+
J1 vf

p
2J2jE j

h
�	 N

1
	+ �	 N

2
�+ �� N

3
	+ �� N

4
�
i

:

Notice the m ixing ofthe four Dirac species (or avors). Under a localSU(2)�SU(2)

colorgaugetransform ation U,theN ’stransform liketheadjointrepresentation:

N n ! U N n U
y
; n = 1;:::;4: (5.16)

Asitturnsout,the N ’spick up m ean-�eld expectation valuesbelow the ux phase which

break theSU(2)�SU(2)sym m etry down to Z 2,thecenterofSU(2)color.

Thedescription oftherem aining twelvedegreesoffreedom followsthesam elineasthat

for the N ’s except that they can be grouped into four fam ilies,A eo
� ,B

eo
� ,C

eo
� ,D

eo
� ,each
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transform ing like a three-vector under Lorentz transform ation. W ith the help ofthe four

dim ensionalrepresentation

A � �

0

@
0 A eo

�

A eoy
� 0

1

A ; B� �

0

@
0 B eo

�

C eoy
� 0

1

A ;

C� �

0

@
0 C eo

�

B eoy
� 0

1

A ; D � �

0

@
0 D eo

�

D eoy
� 0

1

A ;

(5.17)

thethird contribution to Eq.(5.13)is

L2 = �
J1

16
tr

h

A � A y
� + B� By

� + C� Cy� + D � D y
�

i

+
J1 vf

p
2J2jE j

h
�	 6A 	+ �	 6B �+ �� 6C 	+ �� 6D �

i

:

(5.18)

The structure ofL2 is the sam e as that for L1 except for the relativistic transform ation

properties ofthe dynam ical�elds. Any m ean-�eld expectation value ofthe A �;:::;D �’s

below the ux phase would im ply a loss ofrelativistic covariance. But,as it turns out,

these �eldsdo notpick up a m ean-�eld expectation value justbelow the onsetofthe ux

phase. W e do notexpectthatthey play a relevantrole to the issue ofthe con�nem entof

thespinons.

C .C ontinuum lim it just below (J2=J1)cr.

Below theonsetoftheux phase,them ean-�eld solutionsofthesaddle-pointequations

taketheform

a
1

ô
6= 0; a

2

ô
= 0; a

3

ô
= 0; (5.19)

ReE 6= 0; Im E 6= 0; X 6= 0:

The six m ean-�eld param eters evolve continuously into their ux phase values as J2=J1

approachesfrom below itscriticalvalue.W hatcontinuum lim itcan we expectclose to the
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onsetofthe ux phase? Strictly speaking,the locationsofthe m inim a forthe m ean-�eld

excitation spectrum arefunctionsoftheparam eters~aô,E and X ,i.e.,ofJ2=J1 and itwould

appearthatany analyticalapproach ishopeless.

However,letusexpand form allythem ean-�eld energy excitationsin powersofthelattice

spacing � by inserting

~kl= ~k0l+ �~p; l= 1;2;3;4; (5.20)

into them ean-�eld dispersion relation.Here,thelatticespacing � m erely playstheroleofa

bookkeeping device.W enow assum ethat

9 �;C > 0;

8
>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>:

lim �! 0
1

�1+ � ja
1
ôj< C;

lim �! 0
1

��
jReE � ReE fj< C;

lim �! 0
1

��
jIm E � Im E fj< C;

lim �! 0
1

��
jX j< C;

(5.21)

so thattheform alexpansion in powersof� ofthem ean-�eld excitation energiesaround any

ofthefourpointswithin theBrillouin Zoneatwhich theux spectrum isgapless,yieldsthe

relativisticspectra

j~�~kl
j= vf

q

~p 2 + m 2vf
2 + O (�2): (5.22)

Them ean-�eld param etersofEq.(5.22)aretaken in theux phaseand

vf = J2 jReE j�; m �
J1 jX j

2vf
2
: (5.23)

Thissim pli�cation suggeststhattheproblem becom estractableifwecan arguethatthe

deviationsofa1ô and E from theirux phasevaluesarenegligiblecom pared tothedeviations

ofthem ean-�eld param eterX from itsux phasevalue.By inspection ofthesaddle-point

solutions,oneextractsthaton approaching theux phasefrom below (seeFig.5)
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ja1
ô
j/

 

1�
(J2=J1)

(J2=J1)cr

! �1

; �1 = 1:52;

jReE � ReE fj/

 

1�
(J2=J1)

(J2=J1)cr

! �2

; �2 = 1:79;

jIm E � Im E fj/

 

1�
(J2=J1)

(J2=J1)cr

! �3

; �3 = 1:77;

jX j/

 

1�
(J2=J1)

(J2=J1)cr

! �4

; �4 = 0:84: (5.24)

The im portant insight that follows from Eq.(5.24) is that �4 = m inf�1;� � � ;�4g. Thus,

the deviation ofX from itsux value ism ore im portantthan the deviations ofa1
ô
,Re E

and Im E from theirux values.W ewillnow show how to recoverthem assive relativistic

dispersion relation ofEq.(5.22) from the relativistic theory that was constructed in the

previoussectionswhen a1ô and J2E areassum ed totaketheirux phasevalueswhereasJ1X

isnon-vanishing.

In the ux gauge ofappendix A the sixteen degrees offreedom ofEq.(5.14)and Eq.

(5.17)havethem ean-�eld values

�A eo
� = �B eo

� = �C eo
� = �D eo

� = 0; � = 0;1;2;

�N eo
n =

2 X

��
Vn ; n = 1;:::;4; (5.25)

where

V1 �
1
p
2
(i�0 � W � ) = +ie+ i

�

4
W � ;

V2 �
1
p
2
(W + � W 3) = +ie

� i�
2

1
p
2
(W + � W 3)

;

V3 �
1
p
2
(W + + W 3) = +ie

� i�
2

1
p
2
(W + + W 3)

;

V4 �
1
p
2
(i�0 + W � ) = +ie� i

�

4
W � : (5.26)

Consequently,atm ean-�eld Eq.(5.13)reducesto

�L = �L0 + �L1 + �L2: (5.27)

Here,if
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then

�L0 = vf �qi@� q; (5.29)

�L1 = �
J1

16

4X

n= 1

tr
h
�N n

�N y
n

i

+ vf �qm vf �M q; (5.30)

�L2 = 0: (5.31)

Them atrix m �M playstheroleofa m assm atrix fortheq’s.Itisgiven in a 4�4 dim ensional

representation by

�M =
i
p
2

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

0 +V
1

0 +V
2

�V
y
1 0 �V

y
3 0

0 +V
3

0 +V
4

�V
y
2 0 �V

y
4 0

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

: (5.32)

Itcan be checked thatthe m atrix �M ,which,in itsfullglory,isa 16 by 16 m atrix,hasthe

alternating eigenvalues�1. Hence,the dispersion relation Eq.(5.22)isreproduced by Eq.

(5.27).TheglobalSU(2)�SU(2)colorsym m etry isbroken by Eq.(5.27)alltheway down to

Z 2.Again,thegeneration ofthem assesforthefourDiracspeciesu,w,vand zisequivalent

to thebreaking ofallthecontinuouscolorsym m etries.

Finally,by usingalinearparam etrization ofthescalargauge�eldsuctuations,thenon-

linearparam etrization ofthe gauge uctuations on the next-nearest-neighbor links ofEq.

(5.1)and a linearparam etrization ofthe nearest-neighborlinksuctuations,we �nd from

Eq.(5.13)and Eq.(5.30)theinterm ediatee�ective theory

L = L0 + �L1 + L1 + L2: (5.33)
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D .Sym m etries ofthe interm ediate e�ective theory in the ux phase.

In thepastsubsectionsweshowed thatitispossibleto constructan e�ectivecontinuum

theory fortheslow m odesofthesystem neartheux regim e.Thee�ective theory thatwe

constructed hasalltherightingredientsforthescenarioofsection IIItowork.In particular,

below the ux phase,allthe continuous gauge sym m etries are broken down to a discrete

Z 2 and the ferm ions are allm assive. A loop expansion in the gauge coupling constant is

wellde�ned order by order and yields a localaction for the gauge �elds. The only low

energy degrees offreedom left are the adjoint bosonic m atter �elds (which have acquired

dynam icsthrough the ferm ions)and the gauge �elds. Hence,the e�ective action forthese

degreesoffreedom willhavetheform indicated in section III.W ewillpresentelsewherethe

calculation ofthise�ectivebosonicaction [35].By construction,itwillhavethetwo crucial

featuresthatallcontinuoussym m etriesare broken and thatthe only rem aining sym m etry

isdiscrete nam ely Z 2. In view ofthe argum entsgiven atthe beginning ofsection III,the

spinon quantum num bersare presentin the spectrum ofthe theory provided the e�ective

scalesforthe kinetic energiesofthe gauge and m atter�eldsare large enough. By varying

theratioJ2=J1,theparam eters� and � in Eq.(3.3)ofthee�ectivetheory change.However,

them ean-�eld resultsalonedo notguaranteethatitispossibleto m ovefrom thecon�ning

regim etotheAnderson-Higgsphasesofthee�ectivetheory.Ifthiscan bedone,then wehave

a m echanism which doesnotbreak parity and tim e-reversaland allowsforthe presence of

thecolorspinon quantum num berin thespectrum ofthetheory.Theonly otherm echanism

thatweareawareofhasitsorigin in thechiralspin liquid forwhich thee�ectivecontinuum

lim it contains a Chern-Sim ons term [17]. The presence ofthe Chern-Sim ons term in the

bosonized action rem ovesthe interactionsresponsible otherwise forthe con�nem entofthe

fundam entalcolorcharge[56].

Letustake the lim itJ2=J1 ! 1 forwhich the Heisenberg m odelreducesto two inde-

pendent,nearest-neighborantiferrom agneticHeisenbergm odelsde�ned on theeven and odd

sublattices,respectively.Although theexactground stateofthenearest-neighbor,spin-1/2,
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antiferrom agneticHeisenberg m odelisnotknown,therearestrong evidencesthatitcarries

N�eelorder[57].W ethereforeexpectto �nd degenerateground statescarrying independent

N�eelorder on the even and odd sublattices and our m ean-�eld theory m ust be unstable

[58]to the N�eelordering. The naturalquestion to ask is whether Eq. (5.9) can account

forthisinstability orifwe need to include uctuationswith higherenergy and/orshorter

wavelength.SinceN�eelordering requiresthebreaking ofa globalsym m etry,letusseewhat

sym m etriesbesidethelocalgaugesym m etry Eq.(5.9)possesses.

W hen J2=J1 ! 1 ,there existsan additionalglobalU(4)(avor)sym m etry underthe

transform ation

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

u

w

v

z
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C
C
C
C
C
C
C
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A

! V

0
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B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

u

w

v

z

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; 8V 2 U(4)= U(1)� SU(4): (5.34)

A possiblem anifestation ofan instability oftheux phaseisthedynam icalbreaking ofthe

globalavor sym m etry asa result ofthe gauge uctuations. W e have listed in table Iof

appendixB all15latticeHam iltoniansH a expressed in term softhespinon operatorsde�ned

by Eq.(2.3)which yield all15 generators �q Ta q breaking theSU(4)avorsym m etry.One

seesthatthe9 generatorsT1,T3,T4,T6,T7,T9,T11,T13 and T15 areallrelated to di�erent

typesofvalencebond orderingwhich donotbreak thespin sym m etry [59].Therem aining 6

generatorsarerelated tospin densitiesand spin currents.Forexam ple,�qT2 q,m easuresthe

N�eelordering on the unitcellofthe even siteswhereas �q T4 q m easuresthe N�eelordering

on theodd sites.Finally,thegeneratorofU(1)isalso related to valencebond ordering.W e

thusconclude thatEq.(5.9)hasenough sym m etriesto accountfortheinstability towards

N�eelordering.In factoure�ectiveaction could beunstabletom any othertypesofordering

including Peierlsordering.

Itisan open problem toshow from Eq.(5.9)thattheavorsym m etry isbroken dynam -

ically [60].Thedi�culty com esfrom thenon-perturbativenatureofsuch a m echanism .For

exam ple,one can form ally integrate the ferm ionsin Eq. (5.9). To one loop,the resulting
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action forthegauge�eldsis�nitebutnon-local[61].However,higherloop contributionsare

infrared divergentdueto them asslessnessoftheferm ions.Theinfrared problem can beby-

passed ifonechoosesa dim ensionlessexpansion param etersuch as1=N F with N F theavor

num ber,instead ofthedim ensionfullgaugecoupling.W ithin thisapproxim ation,thelowest

orderin 1=N F already predictsspontaneoussym m etry breaking ofSU(4)[62]although this

resulthasto betaken with caution [60].W hen (J2=J1)cr < J2=J1 < 1 ,thee�ective theory

Eq. (5.13) has only a U(1) globalavor sym m etry. For a sm allnum ber ofavors (such

as4 = 2� 2 in ourcase),itislikely thatthe instability ofthe ux phase with respectto

the quantum uctuationsat(J2=J1)cr ispreem pted by a �rstordertransition from a state

carryinglongrangespin-spin correlationstoaspin liquid.In any case,Eq.(5.13)seem srich

enough to describethephasediagram oftheJ1 � J2 spin-1/2 antiferrom agneticHeisenberg

m odelasinferred from a bosonicrepresentation ofa Sp(N)generalization ofthem odel[26].

V I.T H E O N E D IM EN SIO N A L C A SE.

In the previous section we have discussed a scenario forseparation ofspin and charge

(ortheoccurenceofunusualquantum num bersforexcitations)to takeplacein two dim en-

sionalsystem s. In thissection we wantto see whatpicture thisscenario yieldsaboutthe

one dim ensionalHeisenberg chain. Our purpose is twofold. Firstly,the one dim ensional

Heisenberg chain isknown to exhibitseparation ofspin and chargein thesense thatithas

in its excitation spectrum gapless excitations with spin-1/2. These excitations are nowa-

days referred to asthe spinons ofthe one dim ensionalchain. Secondly,we want to m ake

a com parison with the two dim ensionalproblem .In particular,we wantto see whatisthe

relation,ifany,between the gaplessspinonsofthe one dim ensionalchain and the spinons

ofthegaugepicture.

The one dim ensionalHeisenberg chain hasbeen extensively studied by m any m ethods

and m uch isknown aboutthe physicsofthissystem . The Bethe Ansatz yieldsthe ground

stateand theexcitationsaboveit.Conform al�eld theory givesthecriticalexponentsofthe
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correlation functions. The excitation spectrum thusfound consists ofgaplessintegerspin

excitations(\spin waves")and spin-1/2 gaplessexcitations(\spinons").

Theintegerspin excitationsaretheexpected spin ips.Thegaplessspin-1/2excitations

are the ones we are interested in. The sim plest way to see what the \spinons" are is by

m eansoftheJordan-W igner[30]transform ation ofthespin-1/2 operators:

ci � e
+ i�

P

j< i
S
+

j
S
�

j S
�
i ;

c
y

i � S
+

i e
� i�

P

j< i
S
+

j
S
�

j : (6.1)

From Eq. (2.17),we recognize in the raising and lowering spin-1/2 operatorsS�
i the color

singlet\baryon" operatorsb
y

i and bi,respectively:

S
+

i � S
1

i + iS2

i = b
y

i;

S
�
i � S

1

i � iS2

i = bi; (6.2)

whereasthe\m esonic" operatorm
y

i isrelated to

S
+

i S
�
i =

1

2
+ S

3

i =
1

2
m i: (6.3)

The ferm ion operators ci de�ned by the Jordan-W igner transform ation can be viewed as

spinlessferm ionsin the sense thatthey do notcarry an explicitspin index. Naturally,the

expression ofEq.(6.1)dependson thechoiceofthespin orientation.In thissensethec’sdo

transform underthe globalSU(2)ofspin. But,and thisiswhatm attersfora com parison

with the gauge picture,they are singlets under the localSU(2) (color) and consequently

gaugeinvariant.Thus,theseareallowed excitationswhich arecom patiblewith con�nem ent

ofthe color degrees offreedom . Another im portant feature ofthe \spinon" operators of

Eq.(6.1)isthefactthatthey disturb theboundary conditionsand,hence,aretopological

excitations. These operators are non-localand gauge invariant. In contrast,the spinons

ofthe gauge picture are localbutnotinvariantunderlocalSU(2)(color)transform ations.

In addition,the spinonsofthe gaugepicture,are absentfrom the physicalspectrum ifthe

system isrealized in a con�ning state.Clearly,theJordan-W ignerspinonsarenot.
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To sum up,the ferm ion ci,when expressed in term softhe baryonsbi and m esonsm i,

givea non-localand non-linearrealization ofan operatortransform ing likethefundam ental

representation ofSU(2) under spin rotations and transform ing like a color singlet under

gauge transform ations. This is very suggestive ofhow con�nem ent precludes any sim ple

description ofthe spin-1/2 low energy sector ofthe one dim ensionalHeisenberg m odelin

term sofcolorcarrying spinons.

Letussee whatthe SU(2)gauge approach tellsusaboutthe one dim ensionalcase. In

particular we would like to see how the known physics ofthis system is recovered in the

gauge �eld approach. Itis straightforward to apply the m ethods ofthe previous sections

to the one dim ensionalcase.In a separate publication we do so [35].Here,we willdiscuss

severalqualitativedi�erencesthatarisewhen thispictureisapplied to theonedim ensional

case.

Along thelinesofsection IV C,wetry them ean-�eld Ansatz

�A ôit= A ô; (6.4)

�W ijt=

8
>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>:

�X �3 ifj= i+ 1,

�ReE �1 + Im E �2 ifj= i+ 2,ieven,

�ReE �1 � Im E �2 ifj= i+ 2,iodd,

0 otherwise.

Itdescribesa spin liquid ifand only if

A ô =
1

2
a
1

ô
�
1
: (6.5)

ThisAnsatz satis�esallofthe requirem ents:a)itistranslationally invariant(up to gauge

transform ations),b)itrespectsallpointgroup sym m etriesand tim ereversalinvariance(up

to gauge transform ations) and c) it achieves a com plete breaking ofthe localcontinuous

gaugesym m etry through theoperators

P
e

i = W i(i+ 1)W (i+ 1)(i+ 2)W
y

i(i+ 2)
; (6.6)

P
o

i+ 1 = W
(i+ 1)(i+ 2)W (i+ 2)(i+ 3)W

y

(i+ 1)(i+ 3)
; 8ieven:
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In particular,justasin thetwodim ensionalcase,itleavesadiscreteZ 2 sym m etry unbroken.

However, discrete gauge sym m etries play a very di�erent role in one and two space

dim ensions. This is so since the lower (space-tim e) criticaldim ension for gauge theories

with a discretesym m etry group (such asZ 2 in thecaseofinterestforourproblem )isthree.

Hence,in thecaseoftheonedim ensionalquantum antiferrom agnet,which livesin twospace-

tim edim ensions,thee�ectiveZ 2 gaugetheory along thetopm ostlineofthephasediagram

in Fig.1 isbelow the lowercriticaldim ension and thusisalwaysin a con�ning phase. No

phase transition isencountered along the line (�;�;�)= (�;1 ;1 )and there can only be

one phase in the phase diagram ,the con�nem ent-Higgs phase. In this phase,the spinon

carrying the fundam entalcolorcharge iscon�ned and isnotpartofthe spectrum of�nite

energy states.Clearly,thespin-1/2 excitationsoftheonedim ensionalquantum Heisenberg

antiferrom agnetarenotthespinonsofthegaugepicture,ashasbeen claim ed ratherloosely

in the literature ofthe subject. Aswe stressed above,the ferm ion statesdescribed by the

Jordan-W igner operators are m anifestly gauge invariant under the localSU(2) sym m etry

and areuna�ected by con�nem ent.

V II.C O N C LU SIO N .

W ehavestudied theissueofspin and chargeseparation forstrongly correlated electronic

system s in two spatialdim ensions by studying the frustrated Heisenberg m odelfor spin-

1/2 in a representation ofthe spin degrees offreedom in term s offerm ions(spinons) and

gauge �elds. Ourtreatm ent preserves explicitly the existing SU(2)localgauge sym m etry

which allowsusto treaton the sam e footing the A�eck-M arston and the Anderson order

param eters.W e have given a setofsu�cientconditionsforthe system to have excitations

in which the spinons carry the separated spin quantum num bers,i.e.,spin-1/2 degrees of

freedom ,inspite ofthe existence ofstrong gauge uctuations.

W e solved the saddle-pointequationsforan isotropic m ean-�eld Ansatz �rstproposed

by W en and dependingon fourrealparam eters.Thereexistsasecond orderphasetransition
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to a new ux phasewhich istriggered by thecom petition between thenearestJ1 and next-

nearest-neighborJ2 antiferrom agneticcouplingsofthem odel.The ux phase ischosen for

strong enough J2.Below theux phase,a gap forthespinonsopensand reachesa m axim a

forJ2=J1 � 0:7.Although nolevelcrossingoccursforthem ean-�eld ground statesbelow the

ux phase,thereisa levelcrossing fortheexcited stateswhen J2=J1 � 0:7.On approaching

the pure nearest-neighborlim it,the featuresofa tight-binding Ferm isurface athalf-�lling

em erge. The phase 0 < J2=J1 < (J2=J1)cr,the s-RVB phase,ischaracterized by an energy

gap and thebreaking ofallcontinuousgaugesym m etries.

W ederived a continuum theory forthesoftdegreesoffreedom in thevicinity oftheux

phasewhich describesbosonicgaugeand m atter�eldsinteracting with thespinons.In the

ux phase,the continuum theory islikely to be unstable towardsform ation oflong range

antiferrom agneticorderordim erordering.A m oredetailed calculation isneeded to decide

which ordering ischosen by thesystem but,in any case,decon�nem entofthespinonsisnot

expected totakeplace.W eshowed thatbelow theux phase,theonly im portantrem aining

softm odesarethoseofa Z 2 gaugetheory in threespace-tim edim ensionsdueto thebreak-

ing ofallcontinuousgauge sym m etriesby the s-RVB Ansatz. Decon�nem entofthe gauge

spinonsisthen allowed in the phase diagram ofa generic theory with the sam e sym m etry

attributesbutin which thegaugeand m atter�eldshaveindependentkineticenergy scales.

In ourcase,thecalculation oftheratioofthee�ectiveenergyscalesforthegaugeand m atter

�elds through the integration ofthe spinons isneeded to decide whether the system isin

the con�ning ordecon�ning regim e. Consequently,although decon�nem entofthe spinons

is allowed itis notguaranteed since it depends on the values ofm icroscopic param eters.

Thisresultstandsin sharp contrastto the analysisofthe one dim ensionalquantum anti-

ferrom agnetwhich predictsthatthegauge spinonsarealwayscon�ned,irrespectively ofthe

valueofthee�ectiveenergy scalesforthegaugeand m atter�elds,although thesystem still

exhibitsseparation ofspin and charge.Them echanism forseparation ofspin and chargein

onedim ension istopologicaland itisunrelated to theissueofcon�nem ent.
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A P P EN D IX A :T H E FLU X P H A SE

W e have found in section IV thatabove a criticalvalue ofthecoupling constantJ2=J1,

thes-RVB phasecollapsesto thecase

~aô = 0; ReE = Im E ; X = 0; (A1)

i.e.,thespectrum takesthesim pleform

j~�~kj = J2 jReE j

q

cos2kx cos
2ky + sin2kx sin

2ky: (A2)

Thespectrum isthusgaplessand linearization around thefourm inim a ofEq.(4.14)yields

a m asslessrelativisticdispersion relation.

Anothercharacterization ofthisphase can be m ade. W e introduce the orthogonaland

norm alized basis

W � = �
�1 + �2
p
2

; W + = �
�1 � �2
p
2

; W 3 = ��3; (A3)

oftheLieAlgebra su(2).Thisbasissatis�esthesu(2)Algebra with

W � W + = iW 3; W + W 3 = iW � ; W 3W � = iW + ; (A4)
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and can beused to rewrite

�W ijt=

8
>>>><

>>>>:

0 along thelinks x̂ and ŷ,

jE jW + along thelink x̂+ ,

jE jW � along thelink x̂� ,

(A5)

whenever J2 islargerthan itscriticalvalue. Thisregim e ischaracterized uniquely by the

m ostelem entary path ordered operatoralong a closed path:

�P� � W � W +
W

y
� W

y
+ = ��0: (A6)

Here,�0 istheneutralelem entofSU(2).Eq.(A6)tellsusthatthereisa m ean-�eld ux of

� perelem entary plaquette,a situation com m only referred to astheux phase[14,15].

Asofnow,the m ean-�eld Ansatz had an explicit translationalinvariance. In orderto

describe sm alluctuationsofthe link and tim e-like su(2)degreesoffreedom around their

m ean-�eld valuein theux phase,itturnsoutto beconvenientto choosea gaugein which

thecolorstructureon thenext-nearest-neighborlinksbecom estrivial.Thepricetobepayed

isa reduction ofthetranslationalsym m etry.Firstweneed som enotation.

W e introduce eight sublattices (see Fig.6) by partitioning �rst the square lattice �,

whose sitesi2 Z 2 arelabelled by pairsofinteger,into two interpenetrating sublattices�
e

and �
o
:

�
e
= fi2 �ji1 + i2 = 0 m od 2g;

�
o
= f i2 �ji1 + i2 = 1 m od 2g: (A7)

The even and odd sublatticesare then partitioned into foursublattices�(a)
e
; �(a)

o
; a =

1;2;3;4 by choosing

�(1)

e
=

n

i2 �
e
j9 j2 Z 2

;i= j1 2x̂� + j2 2x̂+

o

;

�(1)

o
=

n

i2 �
o
j9 j2 �(1)

e
;i= j+ x̂

o

; (A8)

and using translationsto de�ne
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�(2)

e =
n

i2 �e j9 j2 �(1)

e ;i= j+ x̂�

o

;

�(3)

e =
n

i2 �e j9 j2 �(2)

e ;i= j+ x̂+

o

;

�(4)

e
=

n

i2 �
e
j9 j2 �(3)

e
;i= j� x̂�

o

; (A9)

and sim ilarly fortheodd sublattices�(2)
o ,�(3)

o and �(4)
o .From now on,iwillalwaysbetaken

to belong to �(1)
e
.

Theferm ionicdoubletswillberenam ed

 i ! f
e1
i ;  i+ x̂ ! f

o1
i ;

 i+ x̂� ! f
e2
i ;  i+ x̂+ x̂� ! f

o2
i ;

 i+ x̂� + x̂+ ! f
e3
i ;  i+ x̂+ x̂� + x̂+ ! f

o3
i ;

 i+ x̂+ ! f
e4
i ;  i+ x̂+ x̂+ ! f

o4
i : (A10)

In thesam eway,therewillbe2� 4= 8 independenttim e-likegauge�elds:

A
ôi! A

e1
ôi;� � � ;A

ô(i+ x̂+ x̂+ )
! A

o4
ôi; (A11)

2� 8= 16 next-nearest-neighborlink degreesoffreedom :

W i(i+ x̂� )
! Q

e1
x̂� i

;� � � (A12)

� � � ;W
(i+ x̂+ x̂+ )(i+ x̂+ 2x̂+ )

! Q
o4
x̂+ i
;

and 2� 8= 16 nearest-neighborlink degreesoffreedom :

W i(i+ x̂) ! M
e1
x̂i;� � � (A13)

� � � ;W
(i+ x̂+ x̂+ )(i+ x̂+ x̂+ + ŷ)

! M
o4
ŷi:

W earenow ready to perform thestaggered gaugetransform ation

f
e1
i ! sgn(i)(+�0)fe1i ; f

o1
i ! sgn(i)(+�0)fo1i ;

f
e2
i ! sgn(i)(�iW � )f

e2
i ; f

o2
i ! sgn(i)(�iW � )f

o2
i ;

f
e3
i ! sgn(i)(�iW 3)f

e3
i ; f

o3
i ! sgn(i)(�iW 3)f

o3
i ;

f
e4
i ! sgn(i)(+iW + )f

e4
i ; f

o4
i ! sgn(i)(+iW + )f

o4
i ;

(A14)
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for alli 2 �(1)
e
. Here,sgn(i) is the sign function which distinguishes between even and

odd sitesofsublattice�(1)
e
.Underthisgaugetransform ation,them ean-�eld Ansatzforthe

nearest-neighborlinkstakesthesim pleform

�Q e1
x̂� i

= +ijE j�0; �Q e1
x̂+ i

= �ijE j�0;

�Q e2
x̂� i

= +ijE j�0; �Q e2
x̂+ i

= +ijE j�0;

�Q e3
x̂� i

= +ijE j�0; �Q e3
x̂+ i

= +ijE j�0;

�Q e4
x̂� i

= +ijE j�0; �Q e4
x̂+ i

= �ijE j�0; (A15)

and sim ilarly on �(1)
o .Oneeasily veri�esthatEq.(A6)stillholds.

A P P EN D IX B :C O N T IN U U M LIM IT FO R SO M E LAT T IC E H A M ILT O N IA N S.

W e have collected in this appendix allthe 15 lattice Ham iltonians which yield the 15

generators ofthe globalSU(4) sym m etry ofthe Lagrangian density Eq. (5.9). They are

displayed in tableIbelow.

48



REFERENCES

[1]High Tem perature Superconductivity,Proceedings ofthe 1989 Los Alam osSym posium ,

eds.K.S.Bedell,etal.,Addison-W esley,Redwood City,CA,1990.

[2]P.W .Anderson,Science235,1196 (1987).

[3]P.W .Anderson,Phys.Rev.Lett.64,1839 (1990).

[4]R.B.Laughlin,Science242,525 (1988).

[5]G.S.Canrightand M .D.Johnson,Com m entsCond.M at.Phys.15,77 (1990).

[6]J.Hubbard,Proc.Roy.Soc.London A 281,401 (1964).

[7]J.E.Hirsch,Phys.Rev.Lett.54,1317 (1985);C.Gros,R.Joyntand T.M .Rice,Phys

Rev.B 36,381 (1987);F.C.Zhang and T.M .Rice,Phys.Rev.B 37,3759 (1988).

[8]V.J.Em ery,Phys.Rev.B 14,2989 (1976).

[9]S.E.Barnes,J.Phys.F 6,1375 (1976),and 7,2637 (1977);P.Colem an,Phys.Rev.B

29,3035 (1984);G.Kotliarand A.E.Ruckenstein,Phys.Rev.Lett.57,1362 (1986).

[10]Z.Zou and P.W .Anderson,Phys.Rev.B 37,627 (1988).

[11]D.P.Arovasand A.Auerbach,Phys.Rev.B 38,316 (1988);R.Shankar,Phys.Rev.

Lett.63,203 (1989);N.Read and S.Sachdev,Phys.Rev.B 42,4568 (1990);N.Read

and S.Sachdev,Phys.Rev.Lett.66,1773 (1991);N.Dorey and N.E.M avrom atos

Phys.Rev.B 44,5286 (1991).

[12]G.Baskaran,Z.Zou and P.W .Anderson,Solid StateCom m un.63,973 (1987).

[13]A.E.Ruckenstein,P.Hirschfeld,J.Appel,Phys.Rev.B 36,857 (1987).

[14]G.Kotliar,Phys.Rev.B 37,3664 (1988).

[15]I.K.A�eck and J.B.M arston,Phys.Rev.B 37,3774 (1988).

49



[16]T.Dom breand G.Kotliar,Phys.Rev.B 39,855 (1989).

[17]X.G.W en,F.W ilczeck and A.Zee,Phys.Rev.B 39,11413 (1989).

[18]N.Read and S.Sachdev,Nucl.Phys.B 316,609 (1989).

[19]M .Grilliand G.Kotliar,Phys.Rev.Lett.64,1170 (1990);S.Sachdev,Phys.Rev.B

41,4502 (1990);J.P.Rodriguezand B.Dou�cot,Europhys.Lett.11,451(1990);M .U.

Ubbensand P.A.Lee,Phys.Rev.B 46,8434 (1992).Fora variationalpointofview

seeP.W .Anderson,B.S.Shastry and D.Hristopoulos,Phys.Rev.B 40,8939 (1989);

P.Lederer,D.Poilblancand T.M .Rice,Phys.Rev.Lett.63,1519 (1989).

[20]W e understand underM ottinsulatoran insulatorwith an odd num berofelectron per

unitcell.

[21]I.K.A�eck,Z.Zou,T.Hsu and P.W .Anderson,Phys.Rev.B 38,745 (1988).

[22]E.Dagotto,E.Fradkin and A.M oreo,Phys.Rev.B 38,2926 (1988).

[23]L.B.Io�e and A.I.Larkin,Phys.Rev.B 39,8988 (1989);R.Shankar,Nucl.Phys.

B330,433 (1990);N.Nagaosa and P.A.Lee,Phys.Rev.Lett.64,2450 (1990).

[24]X.G.W en,Phys.Rev.B 44,2664 (1991).

[25]P.W .Anderson,Phys.Rev.130,439(1963);F.Englertand R.Brout,Phys.Rev.Lett.

13,321 (1964);P.W .Higgs,Phys.Rev.145,1156 (1966);T.Kibble,Phys.Rev.155,

1554 (1967).

[26]S.Sachdev and N.Read,Int.J.M od.Phys.B 1& 2,219 (1991).

[27]F.D.H.Haldane,J.Phys.C 14,2585 (1981).

[28]Fora review,seeV.J.Em ery in Highly Conducting One-dim ensionalSolids,eds.J.T.

Devrese,R.P.Evrard and V.E.Van Doren,Plenum ,1979.

[29]L.D.Faddeev and L.A.Takhtajan,Phys.Lett.A 85,375 (1981).

50



[30]P.Jordan and E.W igner,Z.Phys.47,631 (1928).

[31]A.Lutherand I.Peshel,Phys.Rev.B 12,3908 (1975).

[32]F.D.M .Haldane in Electron correlation and m agnetism in narrow-band system s,ed.

T.M oriya,Springer-Verlag,Berlin 1981.

[33]P.A.Leeand N.Nagaosa,Phys.Rev.B 46,5621 (1992).

[34]J.B.M arston and I.K.A�eck,Phys.Rev.B 39,11538 (1989).

[35]C.M udry and E.Fradkin (unpublished).

[36]J.Hubbard,Proc.Roy.Soc.London A 285,542 (1965).

[37]The identities j0 > si=  
y

i2j0 >  i, s
y

i"j0 > si=  
y

i1 
y

i2j0 >  i, s
y

i#j0 > si= j0 >  i, and

s
y

i"s
y

i#j0> si=  
y

i1j0>  i,wherej0> si isthespinon vacuum atsitei,hold.

[38]S.Kivelson,D.S.Rokhsarand J.P.Sethna,Phys,Rev.B 35,8865 (1987).

[39]E.Fradkin and S.Shenker,Phys.Rev.D 19,3682 (1979).

[40]Forareview seeH.G.Evertzand M .M arcu in,TeV Physics,ProcceedingsoftheJohns

Hopkins W orkshop on CurrentProblem s in Particle Theory (12th: 1988,Baltim ore,

M d),eds.G.Dom okosand S.Kovesi-Dom okos,W orld Scienti�c,Singapore,1988.

[41]ThecenterCSU (2) ofthegroup SU(2)isthesetofallm atricesofSU(2)which com m ute

with allotherelem entsofSU(2).Itism adeoftwo elem ents,the unitm atrix +�0 and

��0.Asagroup,thecenterisisom orphictoZ 2:CSU (2) = f��0;+�0g�= f�1;+1g= Z 2:

Theadjointrepresentation m apsthetwoelem entsofthecenteron the3by3unitm atrix

whereasthefundam entalrepresentation ofSU(2)isSU(2)itself.

[42]For a review,see M .J.Creutz,Quarks,Gluons and Lattices,Cam bridge University

Press,1983.

[43]Forareview,seeN.Goldenfeld,Lectureson PhaseTransitionsand theRenorm alization

51



Group,Addison-W esley,Redwood City,CA,1992.

[44]F.J.W egner,J.M ath.Phys.12,2259 (1971).

[45]J.-M .Drou�eand J.-B.Zuber,Phys.Rep.102,1 (1983).

[46]H.G.Evertz,K.Jansen,H.A.Kastrup,K.Fredenhagen and M .M arcu,Phys.Lett.B

194,277 (1987).

[47]J.Kogutand L.Susskind,Phys.Rev.D 9,3501 (1974).

[48]Any�nitedim ensionalrepresentation ofSU(2)can beconstructed from thetensorprod-

uctofthe fundam entalrepresentation.Physically,any source (colorcharged particle)

carrying thecolorchargeofa higherdim ensionalrepresentation than thefundam ental,

can bethoughtasa com positeofthefundam entalsources(e.g.,hadronsarecom posite

ofquarks).

[49]K.Osterwalderand E.Seiler,Ann.Phys.110,440 (1978).

[50]H.K �uhnelt,C.B.Lang,G.Vones,Nucl.Phys.B230,16 (1984).

[51]TheA�eck-M arston uxstate[34]hasthesam eux� threadingadi�erentcell,nam ely

the unit cellofthe square lattice �.Correspondingly,it has four m inim a located at

(��=2;��=2) in the BZ.The A�eck-M arston ux state and ours then di�er in the

location in reciprocalspaceofthem axim a fortheirinstantaneousspin-spin correlations

< ~S~Q ;t= 0
�~S

� ~Q ;t= 0
> dueto thedi�erentm om em tum transfers ~Q in scattering processes

m ixing thedegeneratem inim a.

[52]M .Reizer,Phys.Rev.B 39,1602 (1989);P.A.Lee,Phys.Rev.Lett.63,680 (1989);

C.J.Pethik,G.Baym and H.M onien,Nucl.Phys.A 498,313c(1989);B.Halperin,P.

Lee,N.Read,Phys.Rev.B 47,7312 (1993).

[53]Theusualjusti�cation forthisapproxim ation isthattheuctuationsofthedeterm inant

costan energy oforderJ2(1),which isnotthelowestscaleofenergy duethesoftnessof

52



theuctuationsoftheSU(2)degreesoffreedom .Thisapproxim ation doesnota�ectthe

issueofcon�nem entasshown in thethediscussion based on the(�;�;1 )phasediagram

ofsection III.However,thisapproxim ation doesnotallow thee�ectivecontinuum theory

to be unstable towards dim erization, an issue which is ofparticular im portance for

theonedim ensionalantiferrom agnetwith com petingnearestand next-nearest-neighbor

interactions.

[54]j1(2) labelsall(2j1(2)+ 1)dim ensionalirreducible representationsofSU(2).

[55]Since we are including determ inant uctuations ofthe nearest-neighbor links M ,our

e�ectivetheory can,in principle,detectan unstability ofthem ean-�eld theory towards

dim erization on nearest-neighborlinks.

[56]E.Fradkin and F.A.Schaposnik,Phys.Rev.Lett.66,276 (1991).

[57]E.M anousakis,Rev.ofM od.Phys.63,1 (1991).

[58]Thesam eargum entappliesto theBZA lim itJ2 = 0 in which weexpecta ground state

with N�eelorder,buttherewedonothavean e�ectivetheory tostudy how thequantum

uctuationsa�ectthem ean-�eld Ansatz.

[59]Onem ightwonderwhy thevalencebond (dim er)orderingresultsfrom thebreakingofa

continuoussym m etry in thecontinuum theory when on thelatticeitisonly associated

with thebreakingofdiscretesym m etries.Thisisbecausewehaveneglected (dangerous)

irrelevant operators in our gradient expansion which m odify the sym m etries of the

continuum theory.

[60]M .C.Diam antini,P.Sodano and G.W .Sem eno�,Phys.Rev.Lett.70,3848 (1993).

[61]R.Jackiw and S.Tem pleton,Phys.Rev.D 15,2291 (1981).

[62]T.Appelquistand D.Nash,Phys.Rev.Lett.64,721 (1990).

53



FIGURES

FIG .1. Phase diagram fora gauge-Higgs lattice theory in 2+ 1 dim ensionalspace-tim e. � is

theenergy scale forthegauge �elds,�thatforthem atter(Higgs).Theam plitudeoftheHiggsis

frozen (�= 1 ). (a)showsthe case ofthe m atter(Higgs)in the fundam entalrepresentation. (b)

showsthe case ofthem atter(Higgs)in theadjointrepresentation.

FIG .2. The solutionsa1
ô
,Re E ,Im E and X asa function ofthe dim ensionlessratio J2=J1

ofthesaddle-pointequationsforW en’sAnsatz.

FIG .3. The upper branch + j~�~kjofthe M F single-particle excitations (spinons) in the �rst

quadrantoftheBrillouin Zonefor:(a)J2=J1 = 1:4,(b)J2=J1 = 0:9,(c)J2=J1 = 0:5,(d)J2=J1 = 0.

Them inim a m ove from theedges(a)and (b)to the diagonal(c)and (d).

FIG .4. Phase diagram of W en’s m ean-�eld Ansatz. There exists a second order phase

transition into a phase,the ux phase,without any gap to the m ean-�eld excitations. Below

the threshold (J2=J1)cr � 1:342,the m ean-�eld excitations have a gap,exceptat the BZA point

J2=J1 = 0.Thecriticalpoint(J2=J1)cr isinfrared unstable asindicated by the RG ow ofJ2=J1.

Thelocation ofthem inim a in thes-RVB phase,0 < J2=J1 < (J2=J1)cr,jum psdiscontinuously for

J2=J1 � 0:7,signaling a levelcrossing oftheexcitations.Thevaluesofthegap areplotted in units

ofJ1.

FIG .5. The scaling exponents �1,�2,�3 and �4 ofthe s-RVB param eters a1
ô
,Re E ,Im E

and X asa function ofJ2=J1 can beread from a log-log plot.W ehaveused (J2=J1)cr = 1:342 and

Re E f= Im E f= 0:339.

FIG .6. Partitioning ofthe square lattice � into eightsublattices.A sublattice islabelled by

the lettere oro foreven orodd respectively and by an integerbetween 1 and 4.
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TABLES

TABLE I. The 15 bilinears
R
d2x �q Ta q are given together with their lattice counterparts.

Here,Ta,a = 1;� � � ;15 arethegeneratorsofSU(4)avor.Thespinonsswereintroduced in section

IIand are relabelled according to the lattice partitioning ofappendix A.The u,w,v and z are

de�ned in section V.
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