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We study the effect of quantum fluctuations by means of a vess magnetic field) on the antiferromag-
netic J1 — J» Ising model on the checkerboard lattice, the two dimensiveesion of the pyrochlore lattice.
The zero-temperature phase diagram of the model has beaimedty employing a plaquette operator ap-
proach (POA). The plaquette operator formalism bosonizesrtodel, in which a single boson is associated to
each eigenstate of a plaquette and the inter-plaquettaatiens define an effective Hamiltonian. The excita-
tions of a plaquette would represent an-harmonic fluctnatiof the model, which lead not only to lower the
excitation energy compared with a single-spin flip but atsdift the extensive degeneracy in favor of a pla-
quette ordered solid (RPS) state, which breaks latticesl@tional symmetry, in addition to a unique collinear
phase forJ; > Ji. The bosonic excitation gap vanishes at the critical pdintthe Néel (> < J;) and
collinear (J> > J;) ordered phases, which defines the critical phase boursdaktehe homogeneous coupling
(J2 = J1) and its close neighborhood, the (canted) RPS state, is$tattlfrom an-harmonic fluctuations, lasts
for low fields,I"/.J; < 0.3, which is followed by a transition to the quantum paramadpetarized) phase at
high fields. The transition from RPS state to the Néel phasdither a deconfined quantum phase transition or
a first order one, however a continuous transition occunsdxt RPS and collinear phases.
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to novel phases and exotic features like emergent magnetic @ ® @ @
monopolesin spin i¢e Quantum fluctuations as perturbations . . . .
may select one of these degenerate states as a unique quantti- 1. (color online) Schematic representations for uzsiphases
ground-state of the system representing unusual ordesisyg. qf the J, — Jg transverse flgld Ising model on the checkgrboard lat-
sides the magnetic properties, which are described by modelic€: T"e solid and dashed lines aieand./> bonds, respectively. (a)
- he (canted) Néel state,( b) the (canted) RPS state, ((cémted)
of frUStr".ﬂEd systems, such _m_od_els mimic some fegtures—of URollinear state and (d) the quantum paramagnet (polarstets.
conventional superconductivity in terms of resonatingrak
bond (RVB) phas&on the triangular lattice® , governed by

quantum dimer model (QDM) The RVB scenario has re-
ceived a great impact to elucidate the plaquette RVB phase iis gapped but breaks the space symmetry of the 18%i€e

the s=1/2 honeycomlf, — J, Heisenberg mod@?, whichis  However, the reduction of symmetry from SU(2) to Z2 ren-
justified by the two-dimensional approach of density matrixgers the antiferromagnetic Ising model on the checkerboard
renormalization group, recentf. It gives the impression |attice as a prototype of frustrated systems, which gives-in
that the plaquette type ordered phase is a result of strarg coesting features. At the isotropic couplitg = .J1, the Ising
relat|0n and frustrat|0n, Wh|Ch haS a|SO been Observeden thmode' on the checkerboard lattice has an extensive degenera
square latticé=1%. According to Ref?, which shows that a ground state defined bige-rule manifold, i.e. 'two-in-two-
plaguette phase is stable in the range of parameters, wheggit on crossed squares, which imitates a classical spindiq
a spin-liquid phase has been repotfed it is interesting 0 known as square ice. Quantum fluctuations lift the degegerac
investigae the spin-liquid phase within a plaquette ojerat of the manifold toward a single magnétior non-magnetic
approach. plaquette ordered st&f°. In Ref28, the ice-rule manifold
The three-dimensional pyrochlore lattice is a fascinatings mapped to the spin configurations of quantum six-vertex
example of geometrically frustrated lattices, which has@t model. The quantum fluctuations of a weak in-plane XY-term
dimensional (2D) version called checkerboard lattice (seare considered in terms of the second order perturnation on
Fig.[d). Quantum Heisenberg model has been widely studiethe ice-rule manifold, which leads to cyclic cluster termatt
on checkerboard lattice, where degeneracy of the grouledstacan be modeled by a QDM of flippable plaquettes, which sta-
is lifted toward a unique non-magnetic ordered state, wisich bilizes a plaquette phase at zero chemical potéffi&lHow-
called a plaquette ordered phase or a plaguette valence bosder, in this article we show explicitly the existence of a-re
solid (pVBS). This state does not break SU(2) symmetry ananating plaquette solid state in terms of its corresponding

PACS numbers: 75.10.Jm, 75.30.Kz, 64.70.Tg

I.  INTRODUCTION

Frustrated magnetic systems imply large degenerate classi
cal configurations as a groundstate subspace, which cadd le
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der parameter, which will be introduced. Moreover, we in-RPS phase breaks the translational symmetry of the lattice,
dicate the region, where an RPS state is being formed in thethich has twofold degeneracy. The increment of transverse

neighborhood of/; = J; of our phase diagram. field causes a transition from the (canted) RPS phase to the
We study a general transverse field Ising model (TFIM) onquantum-paramagnet one.
the checkerboard lattice: Our paper is organized as follows: In det. Il we describe the

plaguette operator approach applied for TFIM on the checker
H=J1> SiSi+Jo Y S;S:—T'> S’ (1) boardlattice. We obtain and discuss the POA results and com-
(3,9) ((2,5)) i pare them with LSWT ones in Sécllll. Finally, we summarize
and conclude in seE_1V. Some details of our calculations of
the groundstate energy, correlations, and the order paeasne
can be found ity Appendix| 1, Appendix 2 ahd Appendjx 3,
respectively.

whereJ; > 0 is the nearest neighbor coupling; > 0 is
the diagonal coupling on crossed squaress the strength
of transverse magnetic field astf-* refer tox andz compo-
nents of spin-1/2 operators on the vertices of the latticéhé
absence of transverse fidlg as well as exponentially degen-
erate groundstate (with the system size) of the isotropse ca Il. PLAQUETTE OPERATOR APPROACH
Jo = Jp, there is exponentially degenerate groundstate with

the linear size of the system fdi < .J; (the collinear phase)
and a unique groundstate (although witd-adegeneracy) for
J1 > Jy (the Néel phase).

The plaquette operator approach is an extension of the
bond-operator formalis?i, where the bond is replaced by a

Recently, the transverse field Ising model on the— J; cluster of Spins, namely: plaguette. I_n the bond-operaier a
proach, a pair of spins — a bond — is treated exactly and a

checkerboard lattice has been studied within linear sguew bosonic operator is associated to each eigenstate of thtk bon
theory (LSWT$. The phase diagram consists of three phases per g . .

, SV . A condensation for the lowest (energy) boson is considered
Néel ordered for low magnetic field anfi, < J;, highly

. ' as the background configuration of the model. The effect of
degenerate collinear phase at low field ahd > J; and . ) . . . .
fuII%/ polarized phase ?or high transverse field3).( I13ased inter-bond interactions is taken into account perturledyiin
on harmonic fluctuations considered in [B&f thé bound- €rms of boson operators, which defines the effective theory

ary between Néel and collinear phases is/at= J; for for the original spin model. The ground state energy is mini-
0 }; T < 0.7 without an indicationpof an RPS p_hasé which mized self consistently, which includes the correctionsseal

is a witness for the break down of LSWT. Moreover, the bor-by the guantum fluctuations of qu§13|—part|cle bqsons. Te pre

. , . . | serve the Hilbert space, a constraint has to be imposed on the
der for the polarized-Neel and polarized-collinear p boson occupation of each bond, i.e. the total occupatiofi of a
sitions can not be determined accurately within LSWT due t P T P

strong quantum fluctuations, leading to instabilities elts Qools;]ot?]seor;; 3|gt?(laeobc;r;gt2?\;e tc:obaecmﬁglstosl:g;y}s divided to
the phase boundari¥s plaq P pp y

The first clue to solve the problem is to employ the propera set of individual plaquettes that are shaded as one every tw

building blocks, which incorporate the correct ingredieat uncrossed squares of the checkerboard lattice (seglFiy).1-(

the ground state structure and the elementary excitatibns Jhe total Hamiltonian, E‘ﬂ.l' IS written as = Ho + Hint,
. . ; . . -~ Where?, denotes the Hamiltonian for the set of non-corner-
the model. At zero field and in the intermediate regime i.e.

for2/3 < Jy/J1 < 4/3, where the role of frustration is im- sharing uncrossed squares, called plaquettes Hpd rep-

portant, a plaquette flip excitation has lower energy than-a s resents the interaction between plaquettes. The plaquette

gle spin-flig, which suggests that the true excitations of the_HamHtonlan (o) is solved exactly and its lowest eigenstate

. : : . _"is subjected to the Bose-condensation that defines thasyste
model is governed by a plaquette flip that is a representafion o
. . g, : background. The elementary excitations are of a plaquette
an-harmonic fluctuations (of the original spin model). More

over, the zeroth-order calculations of the ground stategsne mfeeragr:)lﬁz zre )C Leuitggtﬁ: gé?iggg:gg:tg; Igléirk—prlgﬁﬁgtte
immediately justify that a single plaquette backgroundegiv int 9 '

lower value than a single particle classical background. Wél'he ground state energy is corrected by considering the inte

implement a plaquette-operator approach (P®2) which Plaquette interactions, which leads to the proper quasicia
is an extension of the bond-operator thébrio obtain the excitations of the model that determine the critical phase

zero temperature phase diagram.f — J, TFIM on the boundaries at the location of vanishing of the energy gap.

checkerboard lattice, accurately. We explicitly find theugu

tum phase boundary for paramagnet-Néel and paramagnet-
collinear transitions, where the excitation energy of mso
guasi-particles vanishes as the onset of a Bose-Einstein co . _ . .
densation. The corresponding phase diagram is presented 'nThe Hamiltonian of a s_mgle plaquet.te is in the following
Fig.[I1. Moreover, we show that an-harmonic fluctuation orm (the scale of energy is set by = 1):

lift the extensive degeneracy of the collinear phase to form _ zqz z

a unique quantum state of collinear order. In addition, the He = Z 555 FZSi @
phase transition between Néel and collinear phases only ap (i:9) ’

pears at zero field[{ = 0) andJ, = J; while for small  where:, j = 1,2, 3,4 are the indices of the four spins located
field region a (canted) RPS phase fills the phase diagram. Than the corners of a plaquette (see Eig. 4). Hefteis a sum

A. Asingle plaquette
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FIG. 2. (color online) Energy levels, in units df, of a single pla-

quette versus transverse field)( The levels [3), [4)), (|13), [14)) FIGd 3. l(colorfogline) Ground state enerf‘g):d(per Spin) vergust
and (7),[8), |9), |10)) are degenerate. The bottom) (ine is the ixed values of the transverse magentic field. I{a}= 1.0,1.5,1.8
unique groundstate of the plaquette. and (b)I" = 0.3,0.5,0.7 . For each value of" the open sym-

bol shows the classical ground state energy and the filledcone
responds to the quantum plaquette ordés ).

on all (non-corner sharing) plaquettes, iHo, = >, Hp.
The single-plaquette Hamiltonian is diagonalized exaatig
its energy spectrum versus transverse fiElds plotted in
Fig.[2. We see that the ground state of a plaquette is non d
generate except fdr = 0. Hence, in a non-zero transverse
field and in the absence of interaction between plaquettes,
of the isolated plaquettes are in their unique groundstates
The zeroth order approximation gives an impression o
how a plaguette backgroung() would lead to a proper ap-
proximation for the ground state energy. In Hig. 3 we hav
compared the ground state energy of the classical apprexima
tion — that has been used as the background configuration in

LSWTE— with the ground state energy of the quantum pla-yhere 1 denotes the plaquette label of a shaded square of
quette orderf(y), which is employed as a background in POA Fig.[-(b). The bosonic operatob§ andb, obey the known

(the present work). Accordingly, the following two factsxca -ommutation relatiofb,, bl] = 1.

be deduced. (i) The ground state energy of a plaquette islowe | the apsence of inter-plaquette interactions, all of tfe i
than the classical one for high-field values, Eig. 3-()htss  |5teqd plaquettes are in their groundstatas, Therefore, a
that POA is a high-field approach within the chosen plaqeette 3 quette ordered state can be defined as a Bose-condensatio

of Fig.[1-(b). Thus, we expect to get reasonable excitatlfns of the groundstate bosons. We assign a Bose-condensation
the model for high field values and arrive at a gapless crltl—amp"tudeﬁ[

cal point by reducing the transverse field for a fixed value of

the exchange coupling,. (i) For the intermediate region of P = <b} (bra), (4)

the exchange coupling, namely; ~ J;, where the frustra- o

tion prohibits that all bonds being minimized classicalle  which gives the probability of a single plaquette to be in its

dominant term is the transverse field compared with the frusground state. For simplicity and within a mean-field level of

trated exchange ones even at low field values, se€Fig. 3(b). approximation we consider

suggests that we should expect acceptable results forwthe lo

transverse fields close to the highly frustrated regime- Js. bri = b;,l =p, (5)
The inter-plaquette interactions excite the plaquettébeo

higher eigenstates, which reduces the probability of alsing for all plaquettes, which is equal to unity in the absence of

plaquette to be in its groundstate. The quantum fluctuationiiter-plaquette interactions. However, taking into acudhe

caused by the inter-plaquette interactions modify the gdou inter-plaquette interactions, the value @f reduces from its

state energy and render the proper excitations of the model Perfect plaquette ordering amplitude, if#. < 1, giving rise
govern the critical boundaries. to a non-zero occupation of other excited bosons, which de-

fines an effective theory for the interacting model (see fiq. 8
To preserve the Hilbert space, we impose the constraintiof un

B. Interaction between plaquettes: a bosonic representatn boson occupation for each isolated plaguette, i.e.

plaguette with the corresponding excited eigenstates.r-In o
der to take into account the effect of inter-plaquette ater
fions, we implement a bosonization formal&hsimilar to
what has been introduced as bond-operator representdtion o
%pin system¥=2% A boson is associated to each eigenstate
u) of a single-plaquette Hamiltonian such that the eigenstate
Is created by the corresponding boson creation opebé;pr
cacting on the vacuum, '

upy = b} 10),  wu=1,...,16, 3)

16
. The mter-plaque_tte Hamiltoniaf{;,,; = H — Ho, which . Np® + Z b}.ublfuf =N, (6)
is composed of Ising terms on the dotted and dashed links ’
of Fig.[4, does not commute with the plaquette Hamiltonian
‘H, that includes the transverse field. As a result, the interwhere N is the total number of shaded uncrossed squares in
plaquette interactions hybridize the ground state of alsing Fig.[d-(b).

Tu=2
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excited statey = 2) has a dominant role among the four

mentioned excited states. Therefore, for low transversdsfie

in which we obtain an emergent RPS phase, we can reduce the

number 'four’ of excited bosons to only 'one’ boson (the first

excited state of a plaquette). We use this simplified version

FIG. 4. The interaction between two ‘nearest-neighborjpkites/  of our approach in the appendices to obtain the groundstate

a_de. The dotted and dashed lines afeand.J> couplings, respec- energy, correlations and order parameters, analytidethyv-

tively. ever, the whole results of this paper are based on an efectiv
Hamiltonian with four excited bosonic states, described be

0.5 @

04 \

low.
03 R

C. Effective Hamiltonian

AN
[(uIs3Im)|

0.2

Finally, taking into account the inter-plaquette interac-

2 0 05 1 15 2 tions, the effective Hamiltonian of the system in the quédra
bosonic form, accompanied by the unit boson occupancy con-
straint via chemical potential, reads as:

FIG. 5. (color online) Transition amplitudes versus magngéeld
between the ground statél)) and sixteen eigenstatef:f,u =

1,2,3,...,16) of a plaquette. (a)(u|S7|1)| that is equal to H = E e1p’ + E E eubh b
z z H H z I-, I’u
[{u|S5[1)]. (b) |(u|S3|1)|, which is equal td(u|S7|1)]. 7 T = “

NP+ 370} b~ N]
The inter-plaquette interaction between two plaquettes Iu
which is shown by Ising terms on dotted and dashed lines 9 [ Tt
of Fig.[, is calledH;, (details are given ifi Appendix| 1). 70D D (el s L) b)),
The state of two nearest neighbor plaquetfesnd J in
the absence of interactions, is given h¥,J,), indicat- +(ul|Hys|1v) b} ubjyv+H.c.}, (8)
ing that the plaquetté-is in the |u) state and plaquette- ’

J in |v). The inter-plaquette interactions are considered in ] ) )
terms of the matrix elements di;; between two product wherew andwv run over the four dominant excited bosonic

states, i.e{I,J,|H;;|I,.J;). However, because of the Bose- states of the near_est neighbor plaqueftand./, respect_ivgly.
condensation assumption of the ground state background, df Should be noticed that the,Zsymmetry of the original
other excited bosons will be present in very dilute concentiamiltonian, Eql1L, is respected in the effective Hamilgmi
trations. Thus interactions between such dilute bosons arBhis is a consequence of the eigenstates ofEq. 2 that peeserv
unlikely and we only consider transitions between= 1 the_ZQ _symmetry and, thus,_ all _of the boso_nlc states partici-
groundstate-bosons of each plaquette and the other excit®@ting in the effective Hamiltonian keep this symmetry. The
bosons, i.e. we do not consider the matrix elements betwedd@miltonian is written in the momentum space and within a
excited bosons themselves. In other words, eithieor |s) for ~ Paraunitary Bogoliubov transformati#hwe arrive at the fol-
plaguettef and eitherjv) or |¢) for plaquettes are necessar- 10Wing diagonal form (sefe AppendiX 1 for details),
ily in the state|1). Hence, only terms proportional {& par-
ticipate in the effective Hamiltonian, resulting in a quaiir
bosonic form.

The matrix elementl,, J,| H;|IJ;) is proportional to the

(1J) w,v

1
H=Np+Np*(er —p) — §NZ(EU — K

4
transition amplitudes of tw§* operators 1 _
P P +>3 (5 + o ) wiew (1, B), 9)
(Ludo|Hrs| L) ~ > (ulS311) x (v]S3,]1),  (7) ko=t
{i,5}

wherek sums over the first Brillouin zone of a square lat-
where{i, j} represents the interaction terms between two adtice constructed from the centers of the shaded plaquettes o
jacent plaquettes (see FIg. 4). We have plotted the transiti Fig. [-(b), wi,. defines the spectrum of quasi-particles of
amplitudes in Fig.J5. It shows that transitions to only eigkt  the interacting model andfw is the corresponding bosonic
cited bosonic states are non zero with more significant magereation operator. The constant term in Ef. 9 represents
nitudes foru = 2,3,4,5 (see also Tablé] | in Appendiq 1). the ground state energy of the plaquette-ordered backdroun
Hence, we consider only the first four excited states of eaclwhich is corrected due to the interaction between plagsiette
plaguette that contribute in effective Hamiltonian. Hoeev and takes into account the zero point quantum fluctuations of
for low transverse field§ < 0.6, the transition to the first plaquette type. The two parametgraind . are determined
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FIG. 6. (color online) The density plot @F, the probability of Bose-  FIG. 7. ((color online) (a) The energy gap versiisfor different
condensation ofi=1-bosons on the plaquette background, as a funcwvalues of transverse field"}. The gap is finite in the intermediate
tion of J> andI'. The plaquette order is strong in the bright region, region, while it vanishes at two critical values.8f. (b) The location
while we do not get a consistent solution of Eqd.[10, 11 fok téwe of critical points, which corresponds to the vanishing oérgly gap
regions, implying Néel and collinear states. in the phase diagram. The insets indicate an opening of awmarr
region around/> = Ji, where the gap is still finite for low fields.

self-consistently within the following two equations ' @
A(H) ' ‘l?f
— = 10
o R L [
o) ’ k ‘ "
— =0. 11
81_7 ( ) R 1
The unit boson occupancy constraint is satisfied by Eq. 10 and

the ground state energ is minimized with respect to varatio
parametep in Eq.[11.

Ill. RESULTS

First, we examine the validity region of POA, where the FIG. 8. (color online) Up and Down rows correspond respedito
Bose-condensation af=1-bosons has to appear. This is justi- the critical points A > = 0.80) and B (/2 = 1.23) for I' = 0.7.
fied as far ag? is close to unity, i.e. the strong plaquette order.(®) and (b): Density plots of the lowest band of bosonic atitin
The density plot of® versusJ, andT is shown in Fig[B. In  SPEctrum. The excitation energy vanisheskat & 0, k, = 0) for
the intermediate bright region of Figl 6, we fipd > 0.85, pint A and &7, =) for point B. (c) and (d): the type of plaquette

. ., ordering of the groundstate. A symmetric covering for poeirdand a
which states that POA works very well. However, there eX'StSstaggered one for poird8. (e) and (f): The classical representations

dark blue area (in Figl6) in which we can not find a simultane+or the Neel and collinear states, which can be mapped tmitielle

ous solution of Eqmml It shows that the unit boson OCCUpictures (C) and (d) with p|aquette_type orderingsl Closlenand

pancy constraint is not fulfilled in the dark blue regionsisTh counter-clockwise arrows represent the kind of arrangéroop

seems to be a rational consequence of comparing the groumdd down (red and blue) spins in adjacent plaquettes.

state energy of the primary plaquette background with tbbse

the classical Néel or collinear backgrounds (see[Rig. Bg-S

cially, for the low field and weakly frustrated regions we getwhich corresponds to the locations of quantum phase transi-

higher ground state energy for the plaquette background thaions. The quantum critical points in tHeé — .J> plane are

the other classical backgrounds. This is also a result of gaghown in Fig[V-(b), which displays the phase diagram of our

vanishing by approaching the dark blue area, where the elenodel representing two critical boundaries.

mentary excitations of the model become gapless leading to a One of the key features of the plaquette operator approach,

different type of ordering with different background conde compared to LSWH, is to lift the exponential degeneracy

sation. Hence, approaching the dark blue region, the hypottof the classical collinear phase toward a unique quantum

esis of Bose-condensation @f1-bosons can not be justified collinear state. Of course, it leaves a fourfold degenetacy

anymore. However, we observe evidences for the existenasf them coming from theZ, symmetry and the other two from

of Néel and collinear phases by reaching the gaplessicritighe translational symmetry. In order to demonstrate ttisrs

border, which will be described in the following. tion we have studied the lowest band of excitation spectrum
As a first indication, we evaluate the minimum of the ex-w, i for I' = 0.7 and at the two critical coupling$, = 0.80

citation spectrumwy ,,, which defines the energy gap of our and.J, = 1.23, corresponding to the gapless points A and B,

model. It is plotted in Figld7-(a) versu® for different val-  shown in Fig[V-(b). The density plot of the lowest band of ex-

ues of the transverse field We observe that at a fixed value citation spectrum is shown in Figl 8-(a) and (b) correspogdi

of I', the energy gap vanishes at two critical couplingggf  to the points A and B, respectively.



The density plots show that the gapless points occur at dif-* | (515 :
ferent k-vectors for A and B. As we see, the excitation spec-
trum reaches a minimum at the ferromagnetic wave vector '*
(k, = 0,k, = 0) for A (Fig.[8-(a)), while it becomes min- _ |
imum at the anti-ferromagnetic wave vectéy, (= +m, k, =
+7) for B (Fig.[8-(b)). It reveals the construction of dif-  *°
ferent orderings at these two critical points. The wave vec-
tor (k., k,) corresponds to the type of plaquette orderingof ° * ' ' ?
the latticé!. A minimum at the ferromagnetic wave vector

(kz = 0,k = 0) indicates a ferromagnetic tiling of resonat- ¢\ 9. (color online) (a) The density plot of transverse metiza-
ing pIaEquettesl, shown in Figl 8-(c) which can be equivalentio, (s,) /S versus/, andr'. (b) The density plot of plaquette order
to a Néel configuration of the whole lattice shown in Ei. 8- yarameter(O) versus.> andT. The dark blue part is the region

(e). In fact, four shaded plaquettes in Hig. 8-(c) are in th@yhere the constraint of one boson per plaquette is not satisfid
same resonating state, similar to the same orientationiné sp contains no data.

on neighboring plaquettes of a Néel state of Elg. 8-(e).sThu
the critical point A evidently expresses a transition toeeN”
phase. On the other side, a minimum/at & £x, k, = +m) On the other hand, for low transverse fields< 0.3, the
correspondsto a staggered (anti-ferromagnetic) plaguett-  value of transverse magnetizatig$i,) deviates dramatically
ering of the lattice at point B which is equivalent to a spe-from its saturated value, revealing the onset of a new phase.
cific collinear order for the whole lattice. In fact, the stag In contrast to the result of LSWH, the emergent new phase
gered ordering of plaquettes in Fid. 8-(d) acts like the eppois neither a Néel nor a collinear state, which can be confirme
site orientation of spins in the adjacent plaquettes of a paria energy considerations. The ground state energy per spin
ticular collinear state shown in Figl 8-(f). Hence, theicat  (GSE) is plotted in Fig_10 versuk for two different values
point B corresponds to a quantum phase transition to a uniquef transverse field® = 0.3,0.7.

collinear state. Interestingly, we conclude that plac+gtpe

excitations of POA are proper candidates to lift the exten: r=o3 ) r=07

degeneracy of a classical groundstate, compared to thiesi \

spin-flip ones of LSW#.

The above arguments are true for the whole transii
points of Fig.Y-(b), i.e. the gap vanishes &t & 0, k, = 0)
for the critical line inJ; < 1 and it vanishes atk{, =
+7,k, = £m) for the critical line inJ; > 1. More justifi-
cation for the Néel and collinear orders is given by theesia 03

X . 0.9 0.95 1 1.05 1.1 0 0.5 1 1.5 2
neighbor (NN) and next-nearest neighbor (NNN) correlat ) J

functions. As shown in Fig. 15 (pF Appendi¥ 2), the NN cor-

relation (57.57); 5 is always negative at both critical points FiG. 10. (color online) The groundstate energy per spin fiitsuof

A and B, while the NNN correlationS7 %) (; ;) is positive ;) versus.J, for I' = 0.3 and0.7. The upper blue lines) shows

at point A and becomes negative for B, confirming the Néelkhe result of classical{ — oo) approximation, the orangaj and
and collinear orders, respectively. Accordingly, the twiti-c  yellow (V) lines represent the results of LSWT based on the Néel and
cal lines of the phase diagram correspond to a transitidmeto t collinear backgrounds, respectively (R&fand the lower purple line
Néel phase for, < 1 and to the collinear phase fds > 1. (m) demonstrates the result of POA of the present work.

Having determined the transition lines to the Néel and ) ] ) ) )
collinear phases, we now study the bright intermediate re- waously, for both transverse fields z_and in the intermediat
gion of Fig.[B, in which we obtain the condensationusfl- ~ regionaround’; = J;, the GSE of POAis lower than the cor-
bosons % > 0.85). This area covers the regions, where respondmg classical anql LSWT ones. I'gjustlfles strongly th
LSWT breaks down in the vicinity of classical phase bound-POA gives a more precise representation of the groundstate
aries (see Fig.9 of Ré). Thus, we expect that POA im- for the bright region of Fid.I6. Novy in order to understandthe
proves the phase diagram of the model, via plaquette-typBature of phase fdr 5 0.3, we define the resonating plaque-
quantum fluctuations. We calculate the transverse magnetit€ operator
zation(S,,), which is shown as a density plot in Fig. 9-(a) (for R
details se€ Appendix| 3). The value of transverse magnetiza- O = @) (@] + @) (#l, (12)
tion is high enough fof® = 0.3, imitating a quantum param- ) )
agnet (polarized) phase. In fact, in the quantum paramagnét Which @) = | 111]) and|g) = | [1]1) are two possible
phase/(S, ) is less than its maximal classical valuetos due ~ Neel configurations of a single plaquettednd | represent
to strong quantum fluctuations. Thus, we conclude that POAhe two eigenstates & operator at the four corners of a pla-
can reproduce the polarized phase of high fields in such a waguette). In factO defines a measure of resonating magnitude
that all plaquettes are in their polarized states, resjoifie ~ between|y) and|p) on a plaquette. Hence, the expectation
translational symmetry of the lattice. value ofO is close to one for a resonating plaquette solid state
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—*—Néel (LSWT) A\
collinear (LSWT) A

—*—POA

—e—classical
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(RPS), which has no magnetiAc order in z-direction. Elg. 9-
(b) shows the density plot af0), which is an outcome of

POA (for details sep Appendi¥ 3). It is evident that for a nar- 04\;2\"‘*;/

0.205

E]
ol | .
0.2| Néel |»| Collinear

row region around/; = J; andI" < 0.3, the value of(O)

is very close to unity. However, there exist a small amount
of field induced magnetization for this region (see Eig. §-(a
that propose to call it a canted RPS phase. Itimplies a résona
ing plaquette-type ordering in addition to a small inclinat
along the transverse field. A schematic representationi®f th
phase is shown in Fif] 1-(b). The emergent RPS phase breaks
translational symmetry of the lattice and is two-fold degen
erate. Therefore, the plaquette-type quantum fluctuatibns ‘
POA are able to lift the extensive degeneracy of the square (ca"ted)RPS{
ice, leading to arder by disorder 0 05 1 15 2

Finally, according to above arguments, the phase diagram I

of TFIM on the checkerboard lattice, obtained from POA, is
sketched in Fig._11. In the limit of = 0, in which the sys- FIG. 11. (color online) Phase diagram of S=1/2 TFIM on the
tem reduces to TFIM on the square lattice, the gap vanishegheckerboard lattice within the plaquette operator apgroaThe
at’ = 1.50, which Corresponds to the quantum phase transiphase bOUndal’ies- tO the Néel -and collinear ordered stededea
tion from quantum paramagnet to the Néel phase. Itis in ver)V'Oted by bl.ack-.solld lines. Both insets show the narrowt@:b)RPS
good agreement with the results of density matrix renormalPhase, which fills the<space between the Neel and collinkasgs
ization group?, extended coupled cluster met#ddnd quan- aroundJ; = Jy for I'’5 0.3.

tum Monte-Carlo simulatioh, which report the critical point
of the square lattice TFIM df = 1.50*3 andI’ = 1.524244
This is a success of POA compared with LS#/Wwhich gives

Néel \ __/Collinear
=P 0.195
098 1 1.02 0.995 1 1.005

Quantum
paramagnet

05h Néel Collinear

translational symmetry of the RPS phase compared with the
. translational invariance of quantum paramagnet. Neverthe

FﬁLSWT). = 2.0for J; = 0. Thus, we anticipate that the |oqq the quasi-particle excitation gap, shown in Eig. d2-(

whole critical lines shown in Fig. 11 give an accurate phasgjiches only aF — 0, which does not show a quantum phase

diagram of the model. Moreover, the non-monotonic beha"iofransition at finiteF and.J, = J;. However, the non-linear

of the ground state energy in LSWT leads to an inconsistenc*end of energy gap fof < 0.3 (see the inset of Fig_12-(c))

of the sign of NNN correlation function close to the critical is changed to the IinearNbehavior for the> 0.3. which is

boundarie®. In addition, we obtain an RPS state at low fields o property of a quantum paramagnet. On the ’other hand, the

IN & narrow region aroung_iQ = J1, which has not been ob- . gerjvative of transverse magnetization, i.e. the spe

§erved via LSWT. The existence of a canted RPS phase COBTIity, demonstrates a peak Bt~ 0.3 shown in Fig[IR-(d).

firms the results of Monte-Carlo studies of Rétand®, as 1, justify our results, we have employed the Lanczos exact-

well as the result of quantum dimer mogfel diagonalization method to calculate the ground state of our
As we mentioned earlier, the single boson occupancy conmodel. We consider a 16-site$ & 4) lattice with periodic

straint (Eq[ID) is not satisfied in the area denoted by thed Né boundary condition. The results of magnetizatiofi,() and

and collinear states in the phase diagram. Hence, we are ngé corresponding susceptibility have been shown in Fig.12

able to study the nature of phase transitions to these magnetb),(d) that show a fairly good agreement.

cally ordered phases, in terms of antiferromagnetic order p  Accordingly, we deduce that a quantum phase transition

rameter. Nevertheless, we predict that transition froomgua should split the RPS and quantum paramagnet phases, al-

tum paramagnet to either Néel or collinear phases should b@ough our approach does not show a zero gap mode, which

of a continuous second order type, similar to the trans#ion should be checked precisely, using further numerical tech-

I' = 1.5 for J = 0 limit42=4 niques. A similar situation has been observed in the POA
Now, let us investigate the transition between RPS and®f the frustrated honeycomb antiferromagnet, where the gap

guantum paramagnet phaseJjat= J;. In this respect, we of POA does not vanisf at the expected transition points be-

calculate some properties of the model at the isotropic cas&veen a plaguette-RVB phase and Néel or dimer phases; How-

J, = Jy versus transverse field, shown in Fig[IR. The ever, numerical DMRG computaticHgustifies the closure of

plaquette order parametéd) is shown in FiglIR-(a), which 9ap at the mentioned transition points.

indicates a deep decreasing from unity when increasing the

transverse field", although it does not reach zero because of

strong quantum fluctuations. The reduction of plaquetteiord IV. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSIONS

parameter is accompanied with a sharp increment of the-trans

verse magnetizatio(ﬁ@ toward its saturated value, shownin  We have studied the zero-temperature phase diagram of the

Fig.[12-(b). Thus, there should be a continuous phase trandiransverse field Ising model on the checkerboard latticthy wi

tion between RPS state at low fields and the quantum paranmearest and next-nearest neighbor coupliigand J,, re-

agnet phase for high fields. This is supported by the brokespectively. This model is a frustrated magnetic systemckwhi
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FIG. 13. (color online) A schematic picture to specify thgdy
of transitions on the phase diagram (Higl 11). The red andngre
lines correspond to continuous quantum phase transiti®Tj@om
guantum paramagnet to the Néel and collinear phases,cteshg
The purple line shows the continuous transition from quanpara-
magnet to RPS phase. The blue and orange lines are relatadso t
i i ) tions from RPS phase to the Néel and collinear phases, athaglg.
FIG. 12. (color online) Features of the isotropic cadse= J1 VErsuS 1 former should be either a first order type or a deconfined, QP
F,A (a) plaquette order paramet@p), (b) transverse magnetization but the latter is a continuous QPT.
(Sz)/S obtained from POA, which is compared with the result of a
16-sites Lanczos-ED calculation, (c) the energy gap whitdws a
linear behavior fol® 2 0.3, indicating a quantum paramagnet phase
and (d) the first derivative of transverse magnetizatiomwéspect —quantum dimer modé! as an effective Hamiltonian on the
to T (x), with a peak af” ~ 0.3 implying a phase transition. The degenerate Hilbert space & = .J;, which gives a plaque-
data obtained from 16-sites Lanczos-ED calculation witteakpat  tte ordered state for the zero chemical potential. On theroth
I' > 0.24 is also shown for comparison. hand, the boundaries to the Néel and collinear phases-corr
sponding to the vanishing of quasi-particle excitation gap
determined consistently via POA, in contrast to LSWT. In ad-
has an extensive degenerate classical groundstafe fer.J; . dition, one of the smart features of POA is that the forma-
The LSWT analysis of the model fails to lift the classical de-tion of Néel and collinear phases are realized according to
generacy of the collinear phase; moreover, the correspondhe type of plaquette ordering at the transition points,ofvhi
ing phase diagram show some instabilities near the cldssicalso reveals lifting the exponential degeneracy of thesatas
boundarie¥:. This implies that the harmonic fluctuations, collinear phase toward a unique one. Accordingly, the Néel
which come from the single-spin-flip excitations of LSWT, and collinear phases are separated by a quantum paramagnet
can not give the true quantum fluctuations of the system, spdor the high-field region and by an RPS phase for the low-
cially close to the phase boundaries and highly frustraged r field region, where the critical boundaries merge only at the
gion J; = J;. Here, we have applied a plaquette operatorzero fieldI' = 0. Our POA results for/; = 0, manifest a
approach, which is based on the bosonization of the model, itransition from the Néel to quantum paramagnét at 1.50,
which a boson is associated to each plaquette eigenstate. which is fully consistent with the result of TFIM on the sgear
Bose-condensation of the plaquette ground state is assumddittice with a second order phase transition at the crifie&d
which survives as far as the excitation energy gap is noa-zerI' = 1.50% or I = 1.524244 |t suggests that the phase transi-
The effective Hamiltonian, Ed.] 9, which takes into accounttion from quantum paramagnet to the Néel or collinear phase
the interaction between plaquettes, describes the grdatel s should be of a continuous second order type. This continu-
phase diagram of the model. We would like to mention thatous phase transition persists for low fields between RPS and
the harmonic fluctuations of the effective Hamiltonian ase e collinear phases. In fact, although both the collinear aR&R
sentially an-harmonic fluctuations of the original spin bd phases break translational symmetry, fhiesymmetry is only
that are proper quantum fluctuations as the elementaryaexcitbroken at the collinear phase, which suggests the transitio
tions of the model. to be of continuous type. However, the transition from RPS

According to Fig[B, POA is a high-field approach, which to the _N’eel phase at low fields s_hould be a first oro_ler ora
also gives reliable results for the low-fields in the hightyse ~ deconfined quantum phase transitfyras they break differ-
trated region, where an emergent RPS phase shows up. TR8t Symmetries{, symmetry against translational symme-
phase diagram, FifL1, consists of four phases, quantuan partry). Finally, we anticipate a continuous phase transifiom
magnet phase, Néel phase, collinear ordered phase and BRS to quantum paramagnet phase (sed Flg. 13).

RPS phase for low field§ < 0.3, a narrow region around A recently Monte-Carlo study of the TFIM on the isotropic

Jy = Ji. In fact, the exponential degeneracy of the clas-J, = J; checkerboard lattié, reports an RPS state, via an
sical groundstate af, = J; (square ice) is lifted toward a extrapolation to zero-temperature, that persists up400.13
unique quantum RPS state that breaks translational sypmetand a canted Néel state for13 < I" < 0.28 and finally

of the lattice leaving two-fold degeneracy. Itis a manéést  a quantum paramagnet phase for higher fields>( 0.28).

of order-by-disorder that is induced by quantum fluctuation However, the presence of such a Néel phase is a very delicate
Disclosing the RPS phase is consistent with the resultseof thissue, which requires more justifications. According to£2ef

Energy Gap
[

(©

o
o
=
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the Néel phase does not come from direct simulation on the
origianl Hamiltonian, rather it is an outcome of the simula-
tion on the fourth order effective Hamiltonian that can ba-co
structed from the extensive degenerate manifoldsat J;.
Moreover, the extrapolatedV — oo) staggered magnetiza-
tion is obtained to ben, ~ 1072, which is very small. On

the other hand, we do not observe a signature for a Néel phase
at Jo, = Ji, which convinces us that the phase diagram at
the highly frustrated poinf, = J; consists only of an RPS
and a quantum paramagnet. Hence, we predict that a quantum
phase transition should occur between the RPS and quanturfiG. 14. The checkerboard lattice: each isolated plaguétteracts
paramagnet phases, a|th0ugh our approach does not showvih four nearest-neighbor ones. The solid and dashed &énes;
zero gap mode, which can only be checked using precise n@nd-J> bonds, respectively.

merical techniques.

A transition-amplitude likguv|.J1s3 ;)57 5,)/11) can be
V. ACKNOWLEDGMENT reduced to a product of matrix elements of the single-plague
operators as:
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Vice-President for Research of Sharif University of Tedhno

ogy. A. L. gratefully acknowledges the Alexander von Hum- Ve have plotted the transition matrix elements versus mag-
boidt Foundation for financial support. netic field in Fig.[b, however, we summarize few cases in

the following table to have an impression of the values. Ta-
ble.[l shows the matrix elements|sZ|1) for three values of
1. Ground-state energy for the RPS phase transverse field = 1.0,0.5,0.1 in which« runs over sixteen
eigenstates of a single plaquette ane- 1,2, 3, 4 represents
the four spin-z operators at the four corners of a plaquétte.

The interaction Hamiltonian between the isolated pIanue_reveals that transition from groundstétito eight eigenstates

g?g IEI%Sq its four nearest-neighbor plaquettes reads as (S?% of asingle plaqgette is non-zero,within_which only four of
h them have a significant value, corresponding te 2, 3,4, 5.

His, = J185y5T (1160 + 1550y Si(1180) However, we observe that for low values of transverse field

the transition to the first excited state= 2 is more domi-

nant. Therefore, for low transverse fields in which we obtain

Hiys, = Jis1(1)S5(1465) T J181(1)53(1465) an emergent RPS phase, we can reduce the number of excited

bosons that contribute to the effective Hamiltonian, toyonl

'one’ boson i.e. the first excited = 2 state of each plaquette.

Accordingly, in the following we only consider the= 2 state

+J2851ySi(r+6,) T 255151 (1461)0

02551y S3(148,) T J251(1)55(146)

His, = J1s1(1)Si(1+65) T J155(1)55(1465)

+J281 (1S3 (1185) T J255(1)Si(1465) as an excited boson, participating in the effective Hamitia
Hys, = Ji5%5° T+ Ty 8252 of Eq.[Appendix 1§. We calculate analytically the ground-
fos ' 4(? 1(?54) ' 3(9 2(?54) state energy of RPS phase, as well as spin-spin correlation
TI283(1)S1(1+81) T J284(1)S2(1464)- functions and order parameters via this simplified versibn o

(Appendix 13)  POA.

In order to diagonalize the effective Hamiltonian, we first
rewrite it in the momentum space representation using the fo
lowing transformations

Accordingly, we obtain an effective Hamiltonian for the
plaguette-ordered background of POA :

H = Np*(er — ) + Nu+ (€ — )b} b1 1 | e
XI: Z b = 7% > brue”™T, Hi =) (Appéitlix 16)
k k

S,
1, Tt
+5P SO0 ol His11)d] b4, which gives
I 8=4; u,v
1
+<U1|HI5|1U>b},ubI+5-,U + HC], H = Nﬁz(el — u) + Nu — §N(52 — M)
(Appendix 14)

1
=N (b 5, bok2) Mi(b 2, b dix 17
where index!/ runs over all shaded plaquettes ahdums +2 zk:( k2o b—k2) Mic(bicz, *‘(éﬁ)en x17)

over the four nearest neighbors of each plaquette as shown
in Fig.[14. where, the groundstate energy of a plaquetty énd the first
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TABLE I. The values of transition amplitude:|sZ|1), from the groundstate of a single plaquette to its sixtegaretates, for different values

of transverse field".

u 1 2 3 4 5 67

8 910 11 12 13 14 15 16

I'=10
(ulsf|1) 0 -0.332 0 -0.318 -0.194 00 0 00 0012 0 O -0.010-0.002 O
(uls3|1) 0 0.332 -0.318 0 -0.19400 0 0 0 -0.012 0 -0.010 O -0.002 O
(uls3|1) 0 -0.332 0 0.318 -0.194 00 0 00 0012 0O O 0.010 -0.002 0
(ulsi|1) 0 0.332 0.318 0 -0.19400 0 0 0 -0.012 0 0.010 O -0.002 O
I'=05
(ulsf|1) 0 -0.424 0 -0.220 -0.136 0 0 0 00 0040 O O -0.029 -0.002 O
(uls3|1) 0 0.424 -0.220 O -0.13600 0 0 0 -0.040 0 -0.029 0 -0.002 O
(uls3|1) 0 -0.424 0 0.220 -0.136 0 O 0 00 0040 O O 0.029 -0.002 O
(ulsi|l) 0 0.424 0.220 O -0.13600 0 0 0 -0.040 O 0.029 0 -0.002 O
I'=0.1
(ulsi|1) 0 -0.497 O -0.030 -0.025 00 0 00 0023 0O 0 -0.020 -0.000 O
(uls3|1) 0 0.497 -0.030 0 -0.02500 0 0 0 -0.023 0 -0.020 0O -0.000 O
(uls3|1) 0 -0.497 0O 0.030 -0.02500 0 00 0023 0 0 0.020 -0.000 0O
(ulsi|1) 0 0.497 0.030 O -0.02500 0 0 0 -0.023 0 0020 0O -0.000 O

excited oneds) have the following expressions

1+4I2 + /141674 1
512_\/+ $§ . ye2 = 5 (=1 —/1+4I?).

DO |

(Appendix 18)
The elements oMy, is as follows,

My, = Moy = (3 — p) + 2fp*(cosk, + cosky),
My = My = 2fp*(cosk, + cosky),
(Appendix 19)

in which f is a function ofl" and J> (which has not been

shown here due to its long expression). The Hamiltonian

Eq. is diagonalized via a paraunitary Bogoliubo

transformatiof® as

1
H = Np(e — i)+ Np—5N(ez —ps +Z + e wi,
(Appendix 20)

where the eigenmodes read as

W = \/(52 — 1) (e2 — p+ 4fp*(cosky + cosky).
(Appendix 21)

Finally, the groundstate energy of the RPS phase becomes
Erps = Np*(e1 — )—I—NM——N (e2—p Zwk,

(Appendlx 22)

in which p andy are determined self-consistently using simul-
taneous numerical solution of the following equations

OFERrps

=0, (Appendix 23)
e
LER,PS =0. (Appendix 24)
op

Eq. satisfies the unit boson occupancy con-
straint, and Ed. Appendix 24 minimizes the ground state en-
ergy with respect t@.

2. Nearest and next-nearest neighbor correlation functios

The nearest and next-nearest neighbor correlation furgtio
corresponding toC(V) = (SzS%); = O8(H)/dJ; and
C® = (875%) () = O(H)/0J> are plotted in FiglI5
versus.Js, at a low transverse field = 0.4. The plot justi-
fies the change of ordering structure to the Néel and caltine
phases, when approaching to the critical poifis~ 0.99
and.J; ~ 1.01, respectively. As a matter of fact, it is ex-
pected from the classical picture presented in Eig. 1 that th
nearest neighbor correlations in a collinear phase is weake
in strength, than in the Néel phase (the average number of
aligned and anti-aligned nearest-neighbor bonds are fpugh
the same in the collinear order, compared to all anti-aligne
nearest-neighbor bonds in the Néel order). This is confirme
evidently in the plot of nearest neighbor correlation of. E.
Moreover, according to the classical picture, the nextresa
neighbor correlations are positive for the Néel order, lgvhi
they are negative in the collinear order. Therefore, thexgha
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FIG. 15. (color online) The nearest and next-nearest neigbdrre-
lations as a function of’;, for a low transverse field = 0.4. The
change of sign atl, = 1 for the next-nearest neighbor correlation
function represents the change of tendency to construetelift or-
derings, i.e. a Neéel order fof, < 0.99 and a collinear order for
Jo > 1.01.

of sign in the next-nearest-neighbor correlatiowat= 1 in

11
3. Order Parameters

The expectation values of the order-parameter operétors
andS, are calculated for the RPS state at low fields, making
use of the density matrix formalism. In the simplified one-
excited-boson version of POA, the density matrix operator
of a single plaquette takes the following form

p=p[1) (1 + (1 - p)[2)(2| (Appendix 25)

where|1) denotes the groundstate of the single plaquétie,
is the first excited state, apd is the probability of finding the
single plaquette in its groundstate.

The expectation values of the plaquette order paranigter
(which is defined in Ed._12) and the transverse magnetization
are given by the following equations

(0) (0p) = p*(1|0[1) + (1 = p*){2(0]2),
(Sk) (Szp) = P*(1|S|1) + (1 — p*)(2]9,[2).
(Appendix 26)

Tr
Tr

Extending the above arguments to the general version of
POA (with four excited bosons, contributing to the effeetiv

Fig.[I3 is a signature of entering from the RPS phase to thelamiltonian), we obtain the groundstate energy, the oreer p

Néel and collinear phases, & ~ 0.99 andJ, ~ 1.01, re-
spectively.

rameters and other quantities for the whole values of trans-
verse fieldl", as presented in Séc.]lll.

*
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