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We give an overview of recent work on charge degrees of fmeedd strongly correlated electrons on
geometrically frustrated lattices. Special attentionggigo the checkerboard lattice, i.e., the two-dimensional
version of a pyrochlore lattice and to the kagomé latticer tRe checkerboard lattice it is shown that at half
filling when spin degrees of freedom are neglected and quiitieg when they are included excitations with
fractional charges-e/2 may exist. The same holds true for the three-dimensioyralchlore lattice. In the
former case the fractional charges are confined. The orfghleaveak constant confining force is discussed and
some similarities to quarks and to string theory are poiigid For the checkerboard lattice a formulation in
terms of a compact U(1) gauge theory is described. Furtheramaew kinetic mechanism for ferromagnetism
at special fillings of a kagomé lattice is discussed.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Charge is quantized in nature. Even subparticles like quahich can’t exist separately (quark confinement) carryamtjged
charge. It came as a surprise when Su, Schrieffer and Hegdgmointed out that in trans-polyacetylene (G léxcitations
may exist that carry only a rational fraction of the electcarhargee, provided those polymer chains are properly doped. Since
then we have got used to the fact that in solids fractiondlrged excitations may exist which are either deconfinedwiirced
[3/4,5]. It has also become clear that two different typesystems with fractionally charged excitations may occure @pe to
which trans-polyacetylene or graphene [4] belong doesewptire electron interactions for the existence of fractlamarges.
However lattice degrees of freedom must be included in ottugrthey may form. For the second type of systems electron
interactions are crucial for the occurrence of fractiofsrges. The Fractional Quantum Hall Effect (FQHE) [3] amdrsgly
correlated electrons on geometrically frustrated lasti€é are examples of that category.

Trans-polyacetylene, graphene and the FQHE are low dimealsystems. Therefore the question arises whetherdredty
charged excitations may also appear in three dimensiodseth in 2002 it was suggested by one ol us [5] that excitatiath
chargete/2 may exist in pyrochlore and other geometrically frustidattices and therefore also in three dimensions. This is
of interest since in two dimensional systems like the FQHitigpr graphene excitations with fractional charges obagtfonal
statistics|[5]. They are neither fermions nor bosons butaxd anyons. If fractionally charged excitations wouldagte/imply
fractional or anyonic statistics then one would excludénsexcitations in three dimensional systems the reason lleatgn 3D
only fermions or bosons can exist as free particles. Theilplessxistence of fractionally charged excitations in agojrore
lattice excludes a simple one to one correspondence befinsgional charges and fractional statistics.

We argue that a general prerequisite for fractional chargeed on electron interactions are strong short-rangelations and
special lattice fillings. Following the general usage, w# simply call a lattice a "frustrated” one when the shortiga elec-
tronic correlations are incompatible with the lattice sture. It would be more appropriate to speak of "interadjdrustrated

by the lattice” but that is not customary.

Here we want to give an overview of recent studies which haenbnade on charge degrees of freedom of strongly correlated
spinless (or fully spin polarized) fermions on frustratetiites [5,/7,8,9,10,11,1213]. They refer mainly to theoghlore lattice

and its two dimensional projection, i.e., the checkerbdeattite. But also the kagomé lattice will be considered iecsal cases
[14]. The work on the pyrochlore lattice has been stimuldgdxperimental findings on LiXO4 a transition metal spinel [15].

It was found that it exhibits heavy quasiparticle behavédnallmark of strongly correlated electron systems. No&t $pinels

are of the composition AR, with the B sites forming a pyrochlore lattice.

II. CHARGES ON FRUSTRATED LATTICES

In the following we want to concentrate on the crisscrosdeztkerboard lattice because a number of features we want to
point out are more easily visualized on that lattice thanhengyrochlore lattice. The checkerboard lattice can beidersd as
a 2D projection of the 3D pyrochlore lattice (see HIG. 1(aj we treat lattice points connected by a line as neareshbeig.
Since we are interested in charge degrees of freedom, wegdist the spin. The following Hamiltonian for fully spin polkzed
electrons or alternatively spinless fermions is assuméuxblod
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FIG. 1: (a) Checkerboard lattice as 2D projection of the 3Boplglore lattice|[16]. (b), (c) Two examples of allowed cgufiations on a
checkerboard lattice at half filling. Occupied sites arenemted by thick solid lines as guides to the eye.
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FIG. 2: (a) Adding one particle to the half-filled checkertzblattice leads to two defects (marked by black trianglesadjacent crisscrossed
squares. (b), (c) Two defects with chag® can separate by particle hopping without increase in suknergy. They are connected by a
string consisting of an odd number of occupied sites.

H=—t z (c;rcj —|—H.c.) +V z ninj . Q)
(i) (i)

The operatorgzr create fermions on sites The density operators arg = c;rci. We assume a system df sites filled with
N/2 = n; fermions (half filling) and focus on the strong correlatiegime, i.e J¢| < V. Without loss of generality we assume

1

t > 0.

A. Ground-state degeneracy:

Consider first the case of= 0. The nearest-neighbor repulsidrigre minimized if on each crisscrossed square two of the
sites are occupied while two sites remain empty. This wel gladll the tetrahedron rule since it applies equally well lte t
tetrahedra of the pyrochlore structure|[17]. All other cgufations have a larger potential energy. This implies iiately

that the ground state is macroscopically degenerate. Maegely the degeneracy Mjeg = (4/3)%1\’ and therefore the same
as in the two-dimensional ice model [18]. Two of those configions are shown in FIG§] 1(b,c) where neighboring occlipie
sites have been connected by a solid line. It is noticed thel €onfiguration obeying the tetrahedron rule, which wé cal
allowed configurations in the following causes a complete loop dogeof the plane. When dynamics is added to the system
the time evolution of the loops will give raise to world shewt a space-time continuum instead of world lines as singtéqgbe
propagation does. One may speak therefore of a simple fostming theory which is realized here. For an extended dgoas

of that issue see SectibnlVI.

B. Excitations with charge +e/2:

Assume that an electron is added to the otherwise half-filletite. In that case two neighboring tetrahedra violag th
tetrahedron rule because they contain three particles(eaelIG[2(a). The energy required for adding the partsch¥ i Next
assume that one particle is hopping to a nearest neighlecasindicated in FIG§] 2(a,b). The new configuration hasahees
total repulsive energy as the old one. This can continue asrsin FIG.[2(c) and so on. One notices that the two tetrahedra
with three particles have separated without increase inlse energy. The chargeof the added particle has thus split into
two fractionse/2. A similar feature is observed if we add an enevgio the ground-state energy. This suffices to break a loop
as indicated in FIG.]13(a,b). We notice a tetrahedron witbatparticles and one with one particle only.

Since a tetrahedron with three particles corresponds tai@eby 2, the one with one particle only must correspond to a charge
—e/2. Itis an important feature that the fractional chargessdsys connected by a string of occupied sites, i.e., blagslin
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FIG. 3: (a)—(c) Hopping of a particle to a neighboring sita) A fractionally charged particle and fractionally chatdeole are generated.
(b)—(c) The two defects (marked by triangles) with chatgg2 can separate without creating additional defects andamescted by a string
consisting of an even number of particles. (d) Example of llmwad configuration on a checkerboard lattice at half fjliwith possible

low-order hopping processes [7].
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FIG. 4: (a) Spectral functiod (k = 1/2, w) for V = 25 calculated for a/32 x /32 cluster for the effective-g Hamiltonian [9) with (a)
g=0.01 and (b} = 1. A Lorentzian broadening = 0.1 is used|[3].

FIGs.[2 and[B. In the case of two charggg, ¢/2 the string contains always an odd number of sites while foaiee/2, —e/2
the number of sites on the connecting string is always evelmendynamics is added to the system the fractional chardes wi
separate because each of them will gain kinetic energy. fibggg of an added particle with momentnis therefore

E (k) =4V +¢e(ky) +£(ko) (2)

with k = k1 + ko. The form ofe(k) is yet unknown. Similarly the energy of a broken string oruam fluctuation is

AE =V +£(k) +£(—k) )

whereg(k) is the kinetic energy of the fractional charge/2.
Fractionally charged excitations are clearly outside taedau concept of Fermi liquids. Therefore the spectraltianaoes

not show a quasiparticle peak like a Fermi liquid does (s€[B(a). Instead it shows structures which are partiallytddinite

size effects but have not yet been analyzed in detail. Théhwgtithe spectral function is larger than for a particle vihis
prevented from breaking up into two fractional chargé®. A quasi-particle peak reappears if the ring exchange$setion

[ is so large that confinement (see Sectioh V) becomesgt(see FIG[ 4(b). A more detailed discussion of the spectral
function is given in Secf._ V. The remaining question is wieetihe fractional charges are confined or deconfined.

C. Side remark: inclusion of spin

The above considerations referred to spinless fermiongnitie spin is included the question arises what happenwteeit
the charge fractionalizes and falls apart into two piecesariswer it we have to first generalize the Hamiltonidn (1haform

H=—t Z (c;rccjc—i—H.C.)—i—VZninj+UZniTnil . 4)
(i.j)o (i.j) :

This is an extended Hubbard Hamiltonian with on-site repualé/ andn; = ZCITOCI.O. It is well known that in the strong
o

correlation limit it can be reduced tara- J Hamiltonian [19] of the form



H_j=—t z (clocjo—i-H C)—i—VZnnl > Z ( nnj) (5)

where the operators

AT = C;'ro (1-niq)

IO'

Czo = Cijo (1—”11'70) (6)

assure that sites are either empty or singly occupied, burrdoubly occupied whild = 4:?/U implies an antiferromagnetic
nearest-neighbor interaction. Consequently the stringstwconnect the fractional charges represent Heisenlaigs with
odd (in case oé/2,¢/2) or even (in case af/2,—e/2) number of sites. But a chain with an odd number of sites Ha®ld
degenerate ground state and therefore acts like an effesgginS = 1/2. In distinction a chain with an even number of sites has
a singlet ground state correspondingte: 0. The spin of an added particle is therefore distributedwal the chain and hence
delocalized over parts of the sample. This a rather unigysipél situation. It should be stressed that all of the alieatures
are not restricted to the checkerboard lattice but holdifermtyrochlore lattice as well where they are less transp#rengh.

III. DYNAMICAL PROCESSES

The macroscopic degeneracy of the ground state of a halftfiheckerboard- or pyrochlore lattice is lifted when dyitam
is introduced, i.e., whenwith |t| < V is taken into account[7]. This lifting takes place to ord&V2, because contribution
of orders?/V are equal for all configurations. Note that ring hopping psses of orde?/V cancel for fermions. But in order
13/V? ring hopping processes connect different configuratiotis @ach other. Thus to that order the effective Hamiltorgaof i
the form

12t
Heff— 2 detele e, @)

J6 Jja Jj27J5 Jj3 J1

and the sum is over all hexagons of the lattice. We rewritedRpression in a more pictorial version as

= s 3 (190 (|~ | (< )

= —g{ogo}(\3><§!+!§><3\—\A><X!—!E><A\) ®

with coupling constang = 12:3/V2 > 0. Again the sum is taken over all, i.e., vertically and honitally oriented hexagons. The
symbolic form ofHeg is self-explanatory - occupied sites are indicated by afdotexamples see FIG] 3(d). The minus signs
in Eq. (8) result from Fermi commutation rules associatetth #ie ring-hopping processes. They depend on the choicevef h
the multi-fermion states on the lattice are enumerated.sithple form of Eq.[(B) is valid, e.g., for the enumerationdize??
(along the diagonals) In the case of dopiiig is extended to

H,g:Heﬁ—t(ZP(c,TCj-i-H.C.)P )
)

where the projectoP projects onto the subspace of configurations with the sstghlessible violations of the tetrahedron rule
compatible with the number of doped particles. For one agdeticle the number of violations is two. We call the extethde
Hamiltonian the — g model and considerandg as independent parameters. Thus we shall assume that tipatemeters are
not necessarily restricted o< ¢ as required by the strong correlation limit. This is of adegie when numerical calculations
are performed. The Hamiltoniahl (8) arid (9) does not includie3or 10-site hopping processes which become increlgsing
important for increasing ratiagV.



FIG. 5: Height representation for allowed configurationa f32 x 1/32 checkerboard lattice with periodic boundary conditiatisalf filling.
The height field: (numbers in the non-crossed squares) is uniquely defineal goren configuration up to an additive constant The field
f = Oh is indicated by small arrows on the lattice sites. Detailthef mapping can be found in the text. The effect on the heighidiof a
ring-exchange process around a hexagon is shown expfiriel
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FIG. 6: (a) Changes in loop topologies by ring hopping preesof Type A (see EqL](8)). (b), (c) Representations of twiigarations by
fully-packed directed loops$ [11].

IV. SYMMETRIES AND CONSERVATION LAWS

As pointed out beforeis lifts the macroscopic degeneracy of allowed configuratioas those which obey the tetrahedron
rule. However, the degeneracy is not totally lifted and aded degeneracy remains. That implies that the total nofohibf
allowed configurations is divided into different subenséalwithin which all configurations are connected, but whiemain
disconnected b¥i. For their identification it is useful to determine the qutes which remain conserved 5. It is easy
to check that the particle numbeys, ..., N4 on the four sublattices into which the checkerboard (or ghtare) lattice can be
divided remain invariant under the operationtf. Furthermore, any allowed configuration of the checkerth¢etttice can be
uniquely represented by a vector fidlavith a vanishing discretized lattice version of cfirlThis vector field is obtained for
the bipartite lattice by assigning an alternating diratto orientation (i.e., clockwise and counter clockwisedte tetrahedra,
i.e., crisscrossed squares. Each occupied site is assgidh an unit vector in the direction of orientation andreampty site
with one in opposite direction. This results in a mutual edlation of thef vectors on a tetrahedron with two occupied and two
empty sites or more generally when a closed loop is formeomFourlf = O it follows that the vector field can be represented
by f = gradi where the scalar field defines a hight field up to an arbitrary constant. The heigtiteatipper (right) and lower
(left) boundary of a finite lattice ¥, - Ny crisscrossed squares can differ only by an integy,) <Ky, < Ny when periodic
boundary conditions are applied. It is the same for all caiarfrows) and defines two topological quantum numbiess().
They are invariant under hexagon hopping processes. AdsarirIG.[5 the application afle merely changes the local height
of two neighboring plain squares 2. The doubletk./Ny,K,/N,) specifies the global slope of the height field.

States withk,,K,) # (0,0) have a broken lattice symmetry and are charge ordered. Bonge, wherk, /N, > 0 the charge
is modulated along a diagonal stripe. Note that violatiothefequalityN: = N, = N3 = N4 also implies a modulation of the
charge density.

The different signs il poses a problem when quantum Monte Carlo simulations aléeedgp the system. Therefore it is
of considerable help that in important cases this relaiiye san be removed by a proper gauge transformation. Theraysin
then be transformed to a bosonic one. Without going intoildetdnich are found in Ref. [11] we describe merely the wayg thi
is achieved. We consider allowed configurations with fixedrmtary conditions with an even number of fermions on the four
boundaries. Open loops are closed as indicated in[BIG. &(gjiven loop covering? of the plane is processed as follows. We
color the background white and alternate the color insideog,l either from white to dark or reverse. We attach a dioectd
each loop so that the white colored regime is always to the ofjthe loop (see FIG]6(b,c)). Next we count the total numbe
r of clockwise and of counter-clockwise loops. The three types of topologiteinges caused by hexagon flipping processes



FIG. 7: Ring hopping changes the number of particles by twesis marked by blue squares by two.

with empty center site are shown in FIG. 6(a). Note that psses with an occupied center site merely deform loops bubtio n
change their topology. The sign change of the processesawidmpty center of the hexagon can be cured by transforméng th
configuration.%) to

| .2) =i (i) @) | 2) (10)

The above considerations need not to apply to periodic bamyncbnditions where only subensembles with even winding
numbers allow for the coloring prescription given aboveeitthen it may happen that the coloring is reversed by apicaf
Hef while the same loop configuration is recovered. Howevemfnomerical analysis it is found that for tori which presettve
bipartiteness of the lattice the transformation applideé&d to the states of lowest energy. In HI(G. 8(a) we comparerthrgies
of a system consisting of 72 sites in which the Fermi signkeit@nto account and when it is gauged away, i.e., when thersys
is treated as a bosonic one. The ground-state energy, thexXited states in th&,, k,) = (0,0) sector and the weights of the
different configurations are the same in both cases. Wkefk,) # (0,0) we find that in some subensembles the ground-state
energies are higher for fermions than they are for bosoms when the fermionic sign is removed by a gauge transféomat
All the considerations are limited though to hexagon ringghing processes and do not apply to higher-order processes.

It should be also mentioned that the sigrga$ irrelevant. By multiplying all configurations by a factdr whereo, is the
number of fermions on the sublattice in FIG. 7, the sign ofalrix elements offe¢ is changed. Invariance under this gauge
transformation demonstrates a glopab —g symmetry of the spectrum.

V. CONFINEMENT VS. DECONFINEMENT

The question of confinement of fractional charges is closgligted to the form of the ground state of the half-filledidatt
For example, when the ground state is charge ordered theexpeets the fractional charges of a doped system to be cdnfine
because a separation of them results in disorder of the drstate. Therefore we discuss first the character of the grstate
wavefunction. The Hamiltonian is given by Edl (8) but we wamsupplement it following Rokhsar and Kivelson [20] by an
extra term which counts the number of flippable hexagonsebeéing on its sign, configurations with such hexagons aheeit
favoured or partially suppressed. The Hamiltonian whichcevasider reads therefore

Hy, = Hefi+ 13 oy (| RO (I + <R ) (< ) (11)

where the sum is over all flippable hexagons with occupiednptg center. Two limiting cases are particularly simple:

(i) w — +o: all configurations without flippable hexagons (frozen cgmfations) are ground states with
energyE = 0.

(if) wu— —oo: configurations with maximal number of flippable hexagdisbecome ground states. Numerical
Monte Carlo calculations for checkerboard lattices up t@0L8ites yield configurations with a "squiggle”
type structure [10] or slight variations of it as ground etatThe results suggest that in the thermodynamic
limit they are all in the(k,,k,) = (0,0) subspace. Due to the large unit cell of the squiggle conftgura
and the conservation laws the number of different grounésia ten.
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FIG. 8: (a) Ground-state energy and energies of the lowestegkstates of the effective Hamiltoni&fy¢ in subspaces with different global
slopes(ky,Ky) = (Ky,0) for a 72-site cluster. Right side: Same system, but assusaimg signs for all matrix elements ("bosonic calculation”)
(b) Energies of the ground state and lowest excited statedlfsubensembles of a 72-site half-filled checkerboardtelufor different values

of u of the g-u Hamiltonian. Level crossing of ground states occurs only atg. The insets indicate different phases: Maximal flippable
plus fluctuations fop < g, a critical pointu = g where the ground state is an equally weighted superposifiaii configurations, and frozen
configurations as ground states for g, [11].

(i) u=g > 0: Thisis a particularly interesting case because it istxaolvable [20]. The ground states have
energyE = 0 and some of them are liquid like. By using the gauge transétion [10) we change the sign
of the second term i {8) and rewritg,_, in the form

Hey = ¢ 5 [(IKT0) — <R x (KR — (<R )] (12)

{OO}
which is a sum over projectors. Therefore all eigenvaluestrna non-negative. For each subensenble
the ground-state wavefunction is then given by an equaligited superposition of all connected config-
urations|c§[>>, ie.,

W=y [ (13)

whereA is a normalization prefactor. Using the Perron and Frolefiteorem (see below), it follows
that these are the unique ground states in each subensent@eoherent superpositions are resonating
Valence Bond (RVB) states of the form originally discussed21,22]. We want to draw attention that
a RVB state is obtained only when a gauge transformationefdhm [10) exists which ensures that all
off-diagonal matrix elements have the same sign. Othenhisenergy is most likely larger than zero.

Next we explore the phase diagram as functiop Gf by exact diagonalization df,, for clusters up to 72 sites. The details
are found in Ref. [10] so that we state here merely the results

(i) Foru> g we find the same features as for o, i.e., all frozen configurations are ground states.
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FIG. 9: Half filling: (a) Charge density distribution for omé the two ground states. (b) Corresponding density-dgmsitrelation function

Ci(ol;)- The siteig with average density 2/3 shows up as the largest dot in thelpdn) and (c). The radius of the dots is proportional to the
absolute value. Red or blue color represents a positive egdtive value, respectively. (c) Classical density-dgreirrelation function.

(i) Foru < g we find two ground states in subensembles \ithk,) = (0,0). They areXa, ...,Na) = (6, 6, 12,
12)and (12, 12, 6, 6) respectively. They consist of supétipaof configurations with maximal number of
flippable hexagons and of fluctuations around these confignsa We expect that in the thermodynamic
limit the 10-fold degenerate squiggle phase instead of afblbdegenerate ground state is recovered. The
average weight of configurations with maximal number of #lible hexagons decreaseg:ascreases until
atu = g all configurations of a subensemble have the same weight.

The energy of the ground state and of the lowest excitedsséestéunction of:/g is shown in FIG[B for a cluster of 72 sites.
Itis interesting to calculate the density-density cotielafunction for a 72-site cluster at= 0 when one of the two degenerate
ground states is used fgn, i.e.,

Cio = (Wo | mino | Wo) — (Wo | i | Wo)(Wo | no | Wo) (14)

Here the subscript O denotes a site near the center of theicliie charge order for the statg,...,Ns = (6, 6, 12, 12) yields
stripes of average occupation 1/3 and 2/3 (see EIG. 9(a).r8hdt forCo is shown in FIG[B(b). It differs only slightly from
the corresponding classical correlation function plotte&lG.[9(c) which is obtained by setting= 0 and summing over all
degenerate configurations.

We are now in the position to discuss the problem of confingrokfractional charges. It is obvious that for> g, i.e.,
when the ground state energyAs= 0 it does not matter how far two charges e/2 of an added padiel separated from each
other since the energy is always 4V. However that is diffefernu = 0, the case of physical interest. The energy change can be
decomposed into local contributiopswhich include all hexagon hopping processes involving isites seen in FIG_10(a—c)
g; increases along the string connection between the twadradtcharges (compare with FIG. 2). This is plausible siricg
hopping requires alternating empty and occupied siteshérvicinity of a string of occupied sites these processesezheced
andg; increases. The same holds true when a pél;, —e/2 is separated. Therefore in both cases the fractional ebang
confined by a constant confining force, similarly as quarksd2]. The energy increase is linear with charge separafioom
the numerical results we can deduce an energy increase ef0.2|g|r wherer is the distance of the fractional charges in units
of the site distance. The energy increase corresponds to a string terisiord.2|g|. It should be noticed that the restoring force
is weak. Assume that = 10r in which caseg = 0.12 andAE = 0.024a. The two fractionally charged particleg2 will form
a bound state with a radius of order 50 - 100 lattice distaritless as soon as there is a small doping concentration thagere
distance between the fractional charges will be smaller tha diameter of the pairs and a plasma will form. Note thagnvh
exceeds a critical value so thatAE = 0.2g - r. then it is favourable to create fractionally charged pettwle pairs /2, —e/2
in order to reduce a further energy increase wittAgain, this resembles the generations of quark-antigpaits in form of
pions, when a quark is separated too far from the other ones.

One would like to know how fractionalization of charge coslibw up in experiments. One quantity which depends strongly
on it is the spectral functioa(k,w) = A™ (k,w) + A~ (k,w) which is defined through

1
A+ k = i —Z N N P\
(k, ) an3+ T[m<LIJO K otintEo_H ‘K Wo
A (k,w) = lim L yy cT;ck ey (15)
’ n—o+ T kK w+in—Eo+H

Here|yy) is the ground state with enerd of the half-filled lattice. We have calculatedk, w) by using the effective,_,
Hamiltonian for a finite cluster and different valueseofsee FIG[#). For small values gfthe diameter of the bound pair/2,



(d)

FIG. 10: (a)—(c) Local loss of kinetic energy due to the safian of two (static) fractionally charged defects, i.artjzles or holes (fcp’s
marked by light red squares or fch’s marked by dark blue sg)arThe radii of the circles are proportional to the locargy loss. (d)—(f)
Red (blue) circles show an increase (decrease) of the lecality (vacuum polarization due to the two fcp’s or the fch-pair).

e/2) formed by an added particle exceeds the cluster size eTdrerthe fractional charges appear to be deconfined aneas se
in FIG.[4(a) there is no quasiparticle peakd(k,w). This is different whery is sufficiently large, e.g., fog = 1. Here the
bound pair remains within the finite cluster and therefor@asiparticle peak does appear (see EIG. 4(b). The inteeuaeds

of freedom of the bound:(2, e/2) pair yield additional structure ii(k, w). Note that in FIG ¥(a) as well & 4(b) the bandwidth
of A(k,w) is nearly twice as large than as without charge fractioaéitin in which case it would by 8t.

Hand in hand with the separation of two fractional chargessgopolarization of the vacuum between the two objects. The
modifications of the vacuum in the vicinity of the string ceating the two fractional charges is shown in AIG. 10(d—fiz May
consider the vacuum polarization as origin of the confinongé.

The above considerations apply to the checkerboard lati#ce far as the pyrochlore lattice is concerned we do not yet
know whether fractionally charged particles are confinedewonfined. There are numerical indications that the clsaage
deconfined here due to the smaller effect of a string of o&zlipites on ring hopping. But only detailed numerical work ca
provide a solid answer [25].

VI. STRINGS AND THEIR TIME EVOLUTION

X
(a) (b) )
|
(©) (d) ¢

FIG. 11: Continuous representation of loop dynamics duegp th) Time evolution of loops due to B processes which coresthe topology.
(b) - (d) The same for A processes whergsltthduces three kinds of topological chandes [13].

As it was shown above, when spinless fermions occupy a chiecled lattice at half filling the strong correlations resnl
a complete loop covering of the plane. The time evolutiorheke loops results in world sheets which replace world lafes
single particle propagation. Therefore we are dealing wdttea simple form of a string theory, a very active and chadiag
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topic of present days field theory [12,26]. It is interestingonsider the loop dynamics dueffs in a continuum limit. This

is shown in FIG[IlL. There are processes denoted by B in 8d&fiwhich change only the shapes of the loops continuously.
They are visualized in FIG.11(a). In distinction A processeHs change the topology of a given loop covering. They were
shown in FIG[6(a) and give raise to a time evolution shownl®. A (b-d).

-e/2 e/2 e e

-e/2

/2

e/2 -e/2 e/2

(@ (b) -ef2

FIG. 12: When an energhE > V is added to the system a loop is broken and an open string &g a&fed. Thereby one end of the string is
touching a closed loop. (a) Time evolution in a continuoysesentation. (b) Time evolution of twe/2, —e/2) pairs and formation of and
—e particles.

When an energhE > V is added to the ground state a loop can break up and a pair afeded2, —e/2 is generated. This
process is shown in FIG]L2(a). When two or more pairs arergéggknew combinations/'2, ¢/2 and—e/2, —e/2 may form.
They correspond to the creation of new particles out of tieeiven (ground state). Note that in order that, e.g., the tactional
charge®/2,¢/2 combine to a particle with chargehey must be situated on different sublattices. This is setieally shown
in FIG.[12(b). Fractionally charged particles are alwaysated at the end of open strings. In case (& (but not—e/2) the
open end is always touching a closed loop. Similar consiaershold for pyrochlore lattices at half fillings.

VII. DERIVATION OF A GAUGE THEORY

The problem of confinement vs. deconfinement of fractionalgés on a checkerboard lattice was described in Séct. V. It
can also be discussed in terms of a field theory, more spdlyificgauge theory. Since the effective Hamiltonian conssithe
number of particles on a crisscrossed square the theoryasiamt with respect to gauge changes on those squaresTh].
enables us to rewrite the Hamiltonian in form of a U(1) l&tiauge theory and to compare it with that of other modelsil&m
theories were derived before for the quantum-dimer modé&PRE, for a three dimensional spin system/[29,30] and feritie
model [31]. The derivation follows the one given by Polyaka% 33] for compact quantum electrodynamics. By connectin
the centers of crisscrossed squares we obtain a squace latth the particles sitting on links instead of sites. Defior each
link x,x +&; between neighboring lattice sitesindx + &; (j = 1,2) a variable: j(x) with integer eigenvalues. In order to express
the effective Hamiltonian in terms af; (x) we first introduce its canonical conjugate, i.e., the ph@ée) < [0,77. We note that
exp. [+i@;(x)] acts like a ladder operator. In rewriting ring hopping imterofi;(x) andfp,-(x) we must ensure that a link is
either occupied by one particle or unoccupied. That leadisetdollowing form of the effective Hamiltoniafl(8)

(16)

Heie = lim UZ(ﬁj(x)—%>+2chosl Z +0
Ume & Xj {oB

where the first term limits the eigenvaluesgfx) to 0 and 1 while the second term describes ring hopping. Nwtehere
hexagon ring hopping goes over into hopping around two righg squares (double plaguettes) and that the signs of the
phases alternate around the polygons. We have assumeg tinaims of[(110) the sign changelit (8) has been removed.

Next we introduce staggered gauge and electric fields onifaetizle lattice

) = (D)
B = 0 (i0-3) a7)

2

The theory must incorporate the constraint that each éatfite is touched by exactly two occupied links. This folldvesn the
rule that each tetrahedron contains two particles. Hegecttnistraint reads

(AjE;(x)—p(x)) | Phys =0 (18)
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with the lattice divergence defined by

NEj(x) = E1(x) — Er(x—e1) + E2(x) — Ex(x—€2) . (19)

It is noticed that the constraint has here the form of Gawss! lin terms of;(x) andA ;(x) the effective Hamiltoniar{{16)
becomes

Hett = Jii”mUXj (EJZ(X)—%)—2ggCOS(ZAAg(X)+%Ag(x—éj)) . (20)

[m]

The oriented sum of the vector potential around one plagigtt

zA/ —Ag(x+e2) —Az(x) +Ag(x+e1). (21)

The Hamiltonian resembles the one of compact quantum etBatamics in 2+1 dimensions |32,33] but is not identicahwit
it. It is interesting that in the latter case two charges amafined and that the energy grows linearly with there distea it

is the case in our model. However, despite of the above mdioesemblance the physical origin of confinement is differ
in the two cases. As it turns out the U(1) gauge theory fortraraof our model system is gratifying but does not bring much
additional insight.

VIII. FERROMAGNETISM GENERATED BY KINETIC PROCESSES

The most common origin of ferromagnetism is spin exchangeden electrons. The latter may belong either to different
atomic sites or to the same site where intra-atomic exchiartge origin of Hund’s rules. Pauli’s principle forbids eleons with
parallel spins to come too close to each other and reducasétyi the mutual Coulomb repulsion. This should be compaitid w
superexchange, the standard mechanism for antiferrortisgnéiere it is the kinetic energy which is optimized in thagnetic
phase. Hence it is in general a competition between an ation of the Coulomb repulsion and of the kinetic energyohhi
favours magnetic order. In passing we mention other sowftiesromagnetism such as RKKY interactions in metals ordeu

exchange, to name of few.

XXXX X

?Eﬁéi?%?i

FIG. 13: Panels (a) and (b) show two different allowed comfiians on a kagomé lattice which fulfill the constraint of@er one electron
per site and one electron of arbitrary spin per triangle. ainews indicate possible ring-hopping processes. Alkadid configurations can be
represented by colored dimer coverings on a honeycombdagtiown in (c) and (d) which is obtained by connecting thészerof triangles.
A blue dimer correspond to a spin up and a red dimer to a spimg@sticle.

It might appear surprising that ferromagnetism may alsoawesed by purely kinetic processes. We know of two specific
examples where this is the case. One is the ferromagnetimdrstate discovered by Nagaokal[34]. It is due to a single hol
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moving in an otherwise half-filled Hubbard system in the tiofiinfinite on-site repulsio/. The proof is based in a theorem
due to Perron and Frobenius. That theorem states (seeRefg/[35]) the largest eigenvalue of a symmetria: matrix with
only positive matrix elements is positive and non-degeteenahile the corresponding eigenvector is nodeless,we.may
choose it to have only positive components. The theoremegpphly to systems with a finite-dimensional Hilbert spatke
same theorem is the basis of three-particle ring exchangelén In both cases ferromagnetism results from the motion of
fermions because the ground state wavefunction is the $rasioin this case (it is nodeless) and has the lowest kinetmg.
Here we want to point out another source of ferromagnetissadan purely kinetic effects. We demonstrate it by consider

a partially filled kagomé lattice with electrons describgdin extended Hubbard Hamiltonidd (4). We focus on the cadé6of
filling implying one electron per triangle. In the limit &f — o double occupancies of sites are excluded and strong ctioreda
i.e., |t] < V are assumed. When t = 0 the ground state is macroscopica@nedeate since all configurations with one electron
of arbitrary spin orientation per triangle are ground statEor examples see FIG.]13(a,b). By connecting the cente¢heo
triangles of the kagomé lattice we obtain as the mediakkti honeycomb lattice. Here electrons sit on links instéaattice
sites. The different ground-state configurations corredgeere to two-colored (spin) dimer configurations (see HE8c,d).
They are orthogonal because possible wavefunction ovedepneglected.

-3
Sz -4 sz
45
~ 35 0 :
o T g °
u g h 4
25
-7 3
-6 05 -8 1
0
0 S,=0
-4
-8
02 0 02 04 06 -02 0 02 04 06
Jig Jig

FIG. 14: Exact diagonalization of the two-color dimer model24-site honeycomb cluster. The upper panels show theadtsiate energies
of differentS, sectors as a function of next-nearest neighbor coupljigg The lower ones show the expectation values of the spin péneo
Hamiltonian. The ground state is denoted|0y[14].

When we allow for # 0 the ground-state degeneracy is lifted. To lowest ordeegéderate perturbations theory the effective
Hamiltonian acting on the subspace of configurations widtisely one dimer touching each site is written as

the=—g Y (JCQNOI+IQOND]+H.c) (22)

{oHale}

whereg = 6:3/V2. The sum is overall hexagon and spin combinations symhbbyehe three marks. Note thHhey causes no
fermionic sign problem. If we would ignore the spin the moaelld go over into the quantum dimer model (QDM) studied in
Ref. [36]. The ground state of the QDM is known to be threeHitdgenerate in the thermodynamic limit. It correspondbéo t
valence-bond solid (VBS) plaquette phase with broken tagiogal symmetry. Here we are interested in spin cormefatiand
notice thatHnex conserves both the total spiras well as its componet. Without proof which is found in Refl [14] we state
that the Perron-Frobenius Theorem is applicable to theeptesystem.

Returning toHnhex we remark that by a simple gauge transformation the signeopthquette flip in Eq.[(22) can be always
chosen negative, irrespective of the sigry i4]. We therefore choose all off-diagonal matrix elemeuft$i,ex to be non-
positive. But before applying the Perron-Frobenius Theowe have to discuss the problem of ergodicity. The Hilbescsp
under consideration is broken into different sectors gpoading to differens, which are not connected i, Therefore
each sector must be considered separately. Fa$iihe Smax = N, /2 sector, wherdV, is the number of electrons the ground
state is unique and fully spin polarized. The situation igenmmplex for the other sectors wih}; # Smax. Although it can
be shown that a fully spin polarized state is also a grouné @tethose sectors, it has not been possible to prove cangiyc
ergodicity, i.e., that the fully spin-polarized groundtsetés not only one among others. However, the numerical studn
clusters strongly suggest that the ground state is indeigdien
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In order to study the robustness of the kinetic ferromagngtive introduce an additional next-nearest neighboreamtimag-
netic interaction so that the total effective Hamiltonigatbmesest = Hhex+ Hspin With

1
Hspin = J Z (S,S/ — Zn,’nj) . (23)

<Lij>

Numerical diagonalization of clusters up to 24 sites shoat the ground state remains fully spin polarized up to vahfes
J/g < (J/g). =~ 0.2. This is shown in FIG14 which demonstrates a considerablgstness of kinetic ferromagnetism.

A ferromagnetic ground state is also found for a filling faadd 1/3. The origin of kinetic ferromagnetism in the present
examples differs from the ring exchange proposed by Thedtes’He [37] insofar as there the particles remain at their orig-
inal location when they cyclically permute while here theyually move around. It differs also from the so-called flantd
ferromagnetism of Mielke which he predicted for a kagomtidatwith fillings between 5/6 and 11/12 [38,39]. In his casg a
value ofU > 0 is sufficient and/ = 0 while in our casé/ — « andV /z is large. In Mielke’'s case a completely flat band in
a single particle description of electrons on a kagomécktiifluences so strongly the Stoner criterion for the oenoe of
ferromagnetism that any value &f> 0 leads to a ferromagnetic instability.
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