
Where is the spin liquid in maple-leaf quantum magnet?
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We investigate the possibility of exotic phenomena, viz. quantum spin liquid (QSL) or decon-
fined quantum critical point (DQCP), in the spin- 1

2
Heisenberg model on the maple-leaf lattice,

a geometrically frustrated system formed by hexagons (coupling Jh), triangles (coupling Jt), and
dimers (coupling Jd). We identify one promising region, given by Jh > 0 and Jt, Jd < 0, for hosting
enticing physics. In this region, the quantum phase diagram of the system exhibits an interplay
between Néel order and a gapped dimerized singlet phase. This arrangement holds the possibility
of harboring a QSL and a DQCP. Using bond-operator mean-field theory and density matrix renor-
malization group calculations, we delve into this uncharted territory, revealing tantalizing evidence
of the existence of a QSL phase and highlighting its potential as a platform for DQCP.

Modern condensed matter physics extensively explores
the low-temperature behavior of matter, focusing on the
competition between qualitatively distinct ground states
and the associated phase transitions [1–3]. This line
of inquiry originates from the seminal contributions of
Landau, who incepted a paradigm centered around the
symmetries of many-body systems [4]. While a micro-
scopic Hamiltonian inherently possesses specific symme-
tries, the ground state (GS) is not required to adhere to
all of them; some symmetries may be spontaneously bro-
ken. A symmetry-broken state markedly differs from one
that preserves the symmetries. Landau proposed the no-
tion of an order parameter to quantify the extent of such
broken symmetry and characterize the symmetry-broken
phase. Within the same parameter space, the system
may switch between symmetry-broken and symmetry-
preserving phases, depending on the specific values of the
system’s parameters. This changeover must then involve
a phase transition, the properties of which are linked to
the fluctuations in the order parameter [5, 6].

This concept, developed by Landau and Ginzburg, ef-
fectively describes a broad spectrum of phase transitions,
yet a notable fraction of transitions is beyond this frame-
work. A particularly intriguing instance is the second-
order phase transition between two distinct symmetry-
broken Landau-ordered phases, exemplified in the J1-J2
model on the square lattice, where a continuous phase
transition was observed between an antiferromagnetic
(AFM) order (breaking spin-rotation symmetry) and a
valence-bond solid (VBS) state (breaking lattice-rotation
symmetry) [7–11]. To explain such transitions, the con-
cept of a deconfined quantum critical point (DQCP) was
proposed [12–14]. Notably, in some cases, an intermedi-
ate quantum spin liquid (QSL) phase concocts between
the magnetic order and the VBS [15–21], sometimes orig-
inating from a nearby DQCP [19, 22].

A prominent scenario recently explored in the context
of a deconfined criticality and QSL is the famous Shastry-
Sutherland model (SSM) [25]. Within the SSM, a QSL
phase is found in a narrow region between the plaque-
tte VBS and the Néel ordered phases [18, 19, 26]. This
QSL phase is proposed to emanate from a nearby DQCP.

FIG. 1. The Maple-leaf model (MLM) given in (1) with
three symmetry-inequivalent bonds indicated by thick red
(Jd), blue (Jh), and dotted orange (Jt). The model admits
an exact dimer singlet GS when Jd is sufficiently larger than
Jt = Jh > 0 [23, 24].

Adding to this discourse is the maple-leaf model (MLM),
a nearest-neighbor Heisenberg model on the maple-leaf
lattice (MLL) [27] illustrated in Fig. 1, which recently re-
gained attention following the findings in Ref. [23], high-
lighting its significance alongside the (SSM) as the only
other 2D lattice of uniform tiling that allows for an exact
dimer singlet GS. The MLM Hamiltonian is defined as
follows.

Ĥ = Jh
∑

⟨ij⟩h
Ŝi · Ŝj + Jt

∑

⟨ij⟩t
Ŝi · Ŝj + Jd

∑

⟨ij⟩d
Ŝi · Ŝj . (1)

Here, the sums ⟨⟩k run over nearest-neighbors connected
by a bond-type k with a coupling strength Jk (Fig. 1).
There are three symmetry-inequivalent bonds: with cou-
pling strength Jh on the solid hexagons, Jt on the dashed
triangles, and Jd on the thick dimers. Ŝi denotes the
spin-1/2 operator on site i. For AFM Jh = Jt ≤ 2Jd,
the model is proven to host a product dimer singlet
GS [23, 24]. The model has been a subject of several
numerical investigations [28–33], most of which found a
canted 120◦ magnetic order for Jd = 0, Jh = Jt > 0.
Despite these similarities with the SSM, namely an ex-
act singlet phase and a magnetic order which naturally
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raises expectations for a VBS between the exact sin-
glet and magnetic order, facilitating a QSL or a DQCP
in the proximity, no compelling evidence was found for
it [28, 32, 33]. In this letter, we argue that such an inter-
mediate phase is unlikely. Our arguments extend further
to identify regions in the MLM that may manifest these
exotic physics, supported by both semi-analytic and nu-
merical calculations. Moreover, we connect the parame-
ter space to potential material realizations.

We first address the prospect of a QSL in MLM when
Jh = Jt ̸= Jd > 0. Previous works [23, 28] have found,

in the classical limit (S⃗ → ∞), a unique canted 120◦

magnetic order for Jd ∈ [0,∞). In the quantum case,
the system maintains this magnetic order for a substan-
tial Jd [28, 29, 32–34]. For such a stable, non-degenerate
state, the quantum fluctuations is reluctant to engender a
second-order phase transition out of the magnetically or-
dered phase at a finite Jd; instead, such a transition must
be first-order. Likewise, the phase transition, from large
Jd side, out of the exact singlet phase, typically, occurs
at first-order [18, 35–38]. Consequently, one suspects a
direct first-order transition between the 120◦ magnetic
order and the exact singlet phase, as also suggested by
Refs [28, 33]. This situation is different in SSM, where
the classical spin system undergoes a second-order phase
transition from Néel to a spiral phase as dimer interac-
tions strengthen [25] allowing for a continuous transition
out of the Néel phase in the quantum case.

We, now, discuss two possible VBS states that we
might encounter in the MLM’s parameter space. For
Jt = 0 and Jh = Jd > 0, the model is identical to an AFM
Heisenberg model on a honeycomb lattice, with the Néel
ordered GS depicted in Fig. 2 (a). Introducing Jt > 0 in-
cludes a subset of second-neighbor interactions. The J1-
J2 model on the honeycomb lattice has hinted at the pos-
sibility of a QSL and a DQCP emerging between the Néel
state and the lattice symmetry-breaking plaquette VBS,
appearing for J2 ≳ 0.25J1 [16, 39–41]. However, the sce-
nario differs in the MLM. In there, the plaquette VBS
state resembles the one illustrated in Fig. 2 (b), forming
strong singlets on the Jh hexagons [33]. We call this the
hexagonal singlet state. As Jd and Jh are not symmetry-
related, this plaquette state doesn’t break any symmetry.
Thus, even if a continuous phase transition materializes
between the Néel state and the hexagonal singlet, it lies
perfectly within the Landau-Ginzburg paradigm, offer-
ing no guarantee of an intermediate QSL. By the same
reasoning, a second-order transition out of the canted
120◦ phase and into a VBS with strong singlets on the
Jd bonds is possible but might lack interesting physics.

A VBS state that meets the criteria for exotic criti-
cality is depicted in Fig. 2 (c), where the strong singlet
amplitudes are highlighted by light-blue ellipses, and we
term this state the dimerized hexagonal singlet [33]. This
state breaks lattice rotation symmetry through dimeriza-
tion. A second-order phase transition between this VBS

FIG. 2. Possible GSs of the MLM: (a) Néel order, (b) hexago-
nal singlet with strong and uniform singlet amplitudes (shown
in thick light-blue) on Jh hexagons, (c) dimerized hexagonal
singlet with dimerization on the Jh hexagons, and (d) quan-
tum spin-liquid phase. The MLL is classified under the p6
wallpaper group, featuring a C3 symmetry with respect to
the center of the Jt triangles and a C6 symmetry around the
Jh hexagons. Thus, the dimerized hexagonal singlet breaks
lattice-rotation symmetry, and the hexagonal singlet and the
spin-liquid (depicted only by short-range singlets) do not
break any symmetry.

and a magnetic order is Landau-forbidden and should
occur at a DQCP, and in its vicinity, we can expect a
QSL originating from the DQCP. However, the question
remains: where does this VBS phase manifest? The
answer lies in Jh > 0, Jt = 0, and Jd → −∞ limit
of the MLM. Here, the spin-1/2s astride a strong FM
dimer bond project onto the spin-1 sector, transform-
ing the system into an effective AFM spin-1 kagomé, the
GS of which is a trimerized singlet [42–44]. This state
breaks the symmetry between the up and down triangles
of kagomé, forming stronger singlets on one of them. In
our model where the spin-1s are split into two spin-1/2
across a strong ferromagnetic (FM) bond, the trimerized
state of spin-1 kagomé translates to a dimerized state on
the Jh hexagons [45]. This construction is analogous to
the Affleck-Kennedy-Lieb-Tasaki (AKLT) state for the
AFM spin-1 chain [46, 47]. In both instances, one inter-
prets the spin-1 as a composite of two spin-1/2s, the spin-
1/2s form a VBS state, and then two spin-1/2 projects
out a spin-1.

In the first-order perturbation from strong FM Jd
limit, the effective interactions between these spin-1-like
entities are ∼ Jh + Jt. Therefore, depending on the val-
ues of Jh and Jt, the system will behave as either a FM
or an AFM spin-1 kagomé. Since we seek dimerization
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FIG. 3. The quantum phase diagram of the sMLM derived
from bond-operator mean-field analysis. The gapped dimer-
ized singlet phase is stable for a range of Jd. Upon lowering of
|Jd|, the system undergoes a continuous transition to the gap-
less Néel ordered phase. The hexagonal singlet phase should
appear for small Jt and Jd.

at large |Jd|, we must ensure Jh + Jt > 0. To drive the
system towards Néel order [Fig. 2 (a)] for |Jd| ≈ 0, we
set Jh > 0 and Jt < 0. With Jt and Jh satisfying the
conditions, varying Jd from 0 to a significantly large neg-
ative value, we anticipate observing phase transition(s)
from the Néel phase to the dimerized hexagonal singlet
phase. We will henceforth refer to this case as the special
maple-leaf model (sMLM). In the sMLM, the sole source
of frustration is the FM Jd bonds. We can draw an anal-
ogy with the SSM; both models are frustrated only by
dimer interactions, and like the SSM, the sMLM with
classical spins demonstrates a second-order phase transi-
tion from the Néel phase to a spiral phase (details in the
Supplemental Material (SM) [48] which also contains the
additional references [49, 50]).

Note that the spin-1/2 sMLM devises an intriguing
property when |Jt| = Jh, wherein it can accommodate
exact eigenstates; the entire multiplet can be obtained
by repeated application of

∑
i Ŝ

−
i on the fully polarized

state. This phenomenon is exclusive to the MLL and
does not crop up in the SSM unless the symmetry of the
inter-dimer bonds is explicitly broken. In the case of the
MLL, these eigenstates naturally arise due to the lack of
symmetry relation between Jt and Jh. These eigenstates
persist within the middle spectrum for finite |Jd|. We
presume that these states may relate to the exact excited
states of the AKLT model [51], with the potential for
many-body localization and quantum scars [52].

Now, we address the final question: Does the MLM ex-
hibit an exotic phase? The anticipated GS for the sMLM
with a dominant FM Jd is dimerized. For such a state,
the bond-operator mean-field theory [8] can provide an
effective low-energy theory, represented by one singlet
and three triplet bosons residing on a bond. The bond-
operator representation can describe systems that respect
the spin rotational symmetry as well as magnetic order.

This approach has yielded crucial insights into the low-
energy physics of various magnetic systems [44, 45, 53–
57]. In fact, in Ref. [8], Sachdev and Bhatt studied the
AFM J1-J2-J3 Heisenberg model on the square lattice,
now recognized to host a QSL phase [15, 20, 21] emerging
from a DQCP [22] and sandwiched between the Néel and
valence-bond solid (VBS) phases. The bond-operator
mean-field theory can not find a QSL, rather it just in-
dicates a continuous phase transition between the two
Landau orders. Despite that, this approach provides an
initial indication of the exotic criticality that the system
can showcase.

We employ the bond operator representation on the al-
ternating Jh bonds, indicated by the thick-blue ellipses in
Fig. 2 (c). Our approach assumes a singlet background (a
product state of singlets on the specified Jh bonds) as a
mean-field, incorporates the effect of triplon (dispersing
triplet) excitations while neglecting any triplon-triplon
interaction (details in the SM [48]). The mean-field anal-
ysis unveils the expected gapped dimerized GS for large
|Jd|. This dimerized phase remains stable for interme-
diate values of |Jd| when |Jt| ≳ 0.4 (Jh = 1 throughout
the remainder of this letter). Eventually, for sufficiently
small Jd, it undergoes a continuous phase transition to
the gapless Néel order depicted in Fig. 2 (a). Such a phase
transition is beyond the Landau-Ginzburg paradigm; and
warrants for a DQCP and a QSL phase to appear between
these two phases, similar to the AFM J1-J2-J3 model on
the square lattice. The quantum phase diagram in Fig. 3
includes a hexagonal singlet phase, expected for small
Jt and Jd. While we do not explicitly study the phase
boundary between the hexagonal singlet and the other

FIG. 4. The static spin structure factors derived from DMRG
for Néel order at Jd = −0.1, the intermediate phase, possibly
a QSL, for Jd = −0.5, and dimerized singlet phase at Jd =
−2.0. We have fixed Jh = 1 and Jt = −0.5. The first three
Brillouin zones (cluster geometry in [48]) are indicated.
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phases here, it can also be an intriguing aspect to ex-
plore.

Using density matrix renormalization group (DMRG)
methods [58] utilizing the iTENSOR library [59], we also
find indications of a possible intermediate phase between
the Néel and the dimerized phase (details in SM [48]).
The indication of the intermediate phase is evident in the
static structure factor, S(k) ∼ ∑

ij⟨Ŝi · Ŝj⟩ exp(ik · rij)
(where rij is the vector connecting sites i and j), shown in
Fig. 4 where we show the results for (Jh, Jt) = (1,−0.5).
The Néel phase is stable for |Jd| ≲ 0.35 [48] and pro-
duces Bragg peak-like characters, whereas, for Jd = −0.5,
no sharp peaks are observed which are notably different
from the features corresponding to the dimerized phase
at Jd = −2. Determining the nature of the GS in the in-
termediate region is not the scope of this letter. While a
QSL phase might be expected, it is not a necessity. Any
phase that does not break any symmetries, e.g. hexago-
nal singlet phase, could fit the description.

As a concluding discussion, we present a speculative
phase diagram of the sMLM in Fig. 5. The dimerized
hexagonal singlet state should seemingly be stable be-
low the |Jt| = Jh line when Jd is sufficiently strong.
From the bond operator theory, where it is appropri-
ately applicable, i.e. |Jt| < Jh, the phase transition
out of the dimerized phase is second order in nature.
However, for |Jt| > Jh, the effective system of spin-1’s
becomes FM. We do not know the GS here, but we ex-
pect the dimerized singlet state should continuously con-
nect to that. There are two possibilities, however, for
the phase transition(s) between the Néel order and the
magnetic disorder in this region: (i) the QSL prevails
as Jt → −∞. (ii) the QSL ends at a DQCP, and from
there, a first-order phase boundary between the putative
phases extends to Jt → −∞. Confirming these specu-
lations is numerically quite a challenge, which we keep
as a future endeavor. Our aim here is to point out that
within the MLM framework with a special combination
of the interactions–termed the special maple-leaf model
(sMLM) [60]–there is the plausibility of intriguing phys-
ical phenomena driven by the intricacies of DQCP and
QSL which warrants further investigations.

There are several realizations of maple-leaf spin
system, both natural and synthetic [61–66], among
which, only the magnetic properties of spango-
lite (Cu6Al(SO4)(OH)12Cl · 3H2O)[67] and bluebellite
(Cu6IO3(OH)10Cl) [68, 69] have been investigated. In-
terestingly, both spangolite and bluebellite share a simi-
larity with sMLM, as they both feature FM Jd bonds [67,
69]. In the case of bluebellite, the strength of these
FM bonds imposes intra-layer effective spin-1 kagomé
physics, composing a GS akin to our dimerized state [69].
While the other interactions in bluebellite and spangolite
differ from the sMLM, the vast parameter space capable
of hosting QSL makes it plausible to discover a maple-
leaf compound with a QSL. Further exploration of these

FIG. 5. A speculative phase diagram of the sMLM. The solid
(dashed) lines represent first-order (second-order) phase tran-
sitions. We anticipate that the system hosts a QSL emerging
out of a DQCP between the Néel and the dimerized hexago-
nal singlet state. As an alternative possibility, the QSL phase
might also extend to Jd → ∞. The |Jt| = Jh of sMLM is
a special case that accommodates exact singlet eigenstates.
The nature of the phase transition out of the hexagonal sin-
glet phase is mostly unknown.

compounds could uncover palpable novel quantum phe-
nomena.

Acknowledgment: The author thanks Frédéric Mila
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I. LUTTINGER-TISZA ANALYSIS

We ascertain the ground state of the sMLM through the application of the Luttinger-Tisza (LT) method [1]. The
energy of a general classical spin system is expressed as follows:

E =
1

2

∑

i,j

∑

k,l

Jij
(
Rk

i −Rk
j

)
Si

(
Rk

)
Sj

(
Rl

)
, (1)

Here, the unit cell positions are denoted by Rk, and the i-th basis site of the unit cell is labeled by Rk
i . The Fourier

transformation yields:

E =
1

2

∑

i,j

∑

k,l

Jij (k)Si (−k)Sj (k) , (2)

with

FIG. 1. The classical phase diagram of sMLM and the band structure in different regions of the parameter space obtained
using Luttinger-Tisza analysis.
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FIG. 2. The dimerized hexagonal singlet ground state used in our bond-operator mean-field calculation. The singlets are
forming on the alternate Jh bonds. The indexing of the bonds and the sites in the unit cell are also marked.

Jij (k) =
∑

kl

Jij
(
Rk

i −Rk
j

)
exp

[
−ik ·

(
Rk

i −Rk
j

)]
. (3)

First, the Fourier components of the interaction matrix, Jij (k), are diagonalized to obtain the lowest eigenvalue(s),
λmin(k). Subsequently, one uses the fact that the energy per spin of any spin configuration satisfies the bound
e ≥ λmin(k).

A global ground state is identified if there exists a spin configuration that can be decomposed into a linear com-
bination of only the ’optimal’ LT eigenvectors corresponding to these eigenvalues [2]. This occurs when the ”strong
constraint” of unit length for the spins,

|Si| = 1, (4)

does not conflict with the optimal eigenvectors, which generally have entries with different amplitudes. In cases
where non-optimal modes need to be admixed, typical for non-Bravais lattices, the LT approach provides a useful
estimate for possible ground states.

The classical phase diagram for Jh = 1 and Jd, Jt < 0 obtained through the Luttinger-Tisza analysis is depicted in
Fig. 1. The strong constraint is satisfied for both the Néel order and the FM phase. In the other phase, the minimum
of the LT eigenvalues occurs at an incommensurate wave vector [see the eigenvalues of the interaction matrix along
lines in the Brillouin zone in Fig. 1]. Additionally, note the appearance of FM and AFM kagome-like band structures
for |Jt| > 1 and |Jt| < 1, respectively, with strong |Jd|.

II. DETAILS OF BOND-OPERATOR MEAN-FIELD THEORY

To comprehend the effective low-energy physics of the dimerized singlet ground state in the system, we begin by
considering a Jh hexagon as our unit cell. We focus exclusively on the three Jh bonds, forming our elementary block,

as illustrated by . The corresponding Hamiltonian is given by:

H = Jh
∑

b=1,2,3

(S2b−1 · S2b) (5)

= Jh (S1 · S2 + S3 · S4 + S5 · S6) , (6)

where b = 1, 2, 3 denotes the bond index (see Fig.2). The ground state of this Hamiltonian is a product state of singlets
forming on the 1-2, 3-4, and 5-6 spin pairs. This characteristic allows us to utilize the bond-operator formalism [3] to
express the spin operators as:

Sα
2b−1 = −1

2

(
ŝbt̂

α†
b + ŝ†b t̂

α
b

)
(7a)



3

Sα
2b =

1

2

(
ŝbt̂

α†
b + ŝ†b t̂

α
b

)
. (7b)

When formulating the above representation, the basis includes the singlet |sb⟩ and three triplets |tmb ⟩ with m = ±1, 0,
all defined on the bond b. In a Fock space with the vacuum denoted as |∅⟩b, the singlet and triplet operators are
defined as:

|sb⟩ = ŝ†b|∅⟩b (8a)

|tmb ⟩ = t̂m†
b |∅⟩b, (8b)

with ŝb and t̂mb being bosonic operators. A boson number constraint

ŝ†bŝb +
∑

m=−1,0,1

t̂m†
b t̂mb = 1 (9)

must also be satisfied on every bond. In terms of the singlet and the triplet operators defined above H reads as,

H = −3

4
Jh

∑

b

ŝ†bŝb +
1

4
Jh

∑

b

∑

α=x,y,z

t̂α†b t̂αb (10)

where

t̂x† =
1√
2

(
t̂−1†
b − t̂1†b

)
(11a)

t̂y† =
i√
2

(
t̂−1†
b + t̂1†b

)
(11b)

t̂z† = t̂0†b . (11c)

Continuing, the next step involves rewriting the full Hamiltonian and expressing it in terms of the ”coordinate”
operator

Q̂α
b =

1√
2

(
t̂α†i + t̂αi

)
(12)

and its conjugate momentum operator

P̂α
b =

i√
2

(
t̂α†i − t̂αi

)
(13)

with α = x, y, z. Thus, the final form of the Hamiltonian, H containing Nuc unit-cells reads as,

H ≈ HMF = e0Nuc +
1

2

∑

k

∑

α

[
λP̂α†

k P̂α
k + Q̂α†

k Vα
k Q̂

α
k

]
. (14)

In this context, e0 is given by e0 = −3Jhs
2 + 3

4Jh + 3λs2 − 15
2 λ. Here, s represents the mean singlet amplitude on all

the Jh bonds, and λ functions as the Lagrange multiplier employed to maintain the average satisfaction of the boson
number constraint in (9).

P̂α†
k =

[
P̂α†
1k P̂α†

2k P̂α†
3k

]
(15)

Q̂α†
k =

[
Q̂α†

1k Q̂α†
2k Q̂α†

3k

]
(16)

and

Vα
k =




λ η12 η∗31
η∗12 λ η23
η31 η∗23 λ


 (17)
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FIG. 3. he triplon dispersions [as in Eq. 20] MLM in the gapless (left) and the gapped (right) phase.

with

η12 =
s2

2

[
−Jh − Jde

−ik·a2 + Jt
(
e−ik·a1 + e−ik·a2

)]
(18a)

η23 =
s2

2

[
−Jh − Jde

ik·a1 + Jt

(
eik·a1 + eik·[a1−a2]

)]
(18b)

η31 =
s2

2

[
−Jh − Jde

−ik·[a1−a2] + Jt

(
eik·a2 + e−ik·[a1−a2]

)]
. (18c)

(the lattice vectors a1 =
√
7/2(x̂ +

√
3ŷ) and a2 =

√
7x̂). Moreover, P̂α†

bk ’s and Q̂α†
bk ’s are the Fourier components of

P̂α†
b (r)’s and Q̂α†

b (r)’s, respectively, i.e. P̂α†
bk = 1/

√
Nuc

∑
k e

ik·rP̂α†
b (r) and Q̂α†

bk = 1/
√
Nuc

∑
k e

ik·rQ̂α†
b (r).

The resulting HMF is a system of three coupled harmonic oscillators, which is diagonalized to obtain

HMF = e0Nuc +
3∑

ν=1

∑

k

∑

α

ωα
ν (k)

(
γα†
k,νγ

α
ν (k) +

1

2

)
(19)

where γα
k,ν are renormalized triplon operators, and

ωα
ν (k) =

√
λ
(
λ− s2ξαν (k)

)
(20)

with

ξαν (k) =

√
−pk

3
cos

[
1

3
cos−1

(
3qk
2pk

√
− 3

pk
− 2π

3
m

)]
(21)

and

pk = −
(
|η12|2 + |η23|2 + |η31|2

)
(22)

qk = 2Re (η12η23η31) . (23)

The system’s ground state is determined by the vacuum of the quasi-particles, denoted as γα
k,ν . Consequently, the

ground state energy per site of the system is expressed as follows,

eg =
e0
6

+
1

12Nuc

∑

ν

∑

k

∑

α

ωα
ν (k) (24)
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FIG. 4. The ground state energy, eg, singlet triplet gap, ∆, and condensation order parameter, nc, as a function of Jd.

The unknown mean-field parameters, λ and s2 are determined by minimizing eg, which leads to the following self-
consistent equations

λ = Jh +
1

12Nuc

∑

ν

∑

k

∑

α

λξαν (k)

ωα
ν (k)

(25a)

s2 =
5

2
− 1

12Nuc

∑

ν

∑

k

∑

α

2λ− s2ξαν (k)

ωα
ν (k)

. (25b)

This formulation provides two distinct physical solutions depending on whether the triplon dispersions exhibit a
gap or are gapless. The HMF encompasses nine triplon dispersions. In the scenario where the minimum of the lowest
dispersion in the Brillouin zone is strictly greater than zero (as depicted in Fig.3), it indicates the presence of an
energy gap protecting the dimerized ground state against triplon excitations. In this ’gapped’ dimerized phase, Eqs.25
is applicable in the given form.

However, as Jd weakens, the triplon gap may close at a specific point q in the Brillouin zone. In other words,
ωα
ν (q) = 0 for certain lower triplon branches. If this occurs, the corresponding terms in Eqs. 25 for k = q become

singular, leading to triplon condensation described by the condensate density, nc, a third unknown in the problem.
Now, a third equation is introduced, representing the condition of gaplessness. Based on our calculations, we observe
ωα
ν′(q) = 0 at q = (0, 0) for α = x, y, z, and ν′ = 3 (Fig. 3). The revised equations applicable to the gapless case are

given by

λ = s2ξαν′(Q) (26a)

s2 =
5

2
− nc −

1

12Nuc

∑

ν ̸=ν′

∑

k

∑

α

2λ− s2ξαν (k)

ωα
ν (k)

− 1

12Nuc

∑

k ̸=Q

∑

α

2λ− s2ξαν′(k)

ωα
ν′(k)

. (26b)

nc =

(
1− Jh

λ

)
s2 − 1

12Nuc

∑

ν ̸=ν′

∑

k

∑

α

s2ξαν (k)

ωα
ν (k)

− 1

12Nuc

∑

k̸=Q

∑

α

s2ξαν′(k)

ωα
ν′(k)

. (26c)

In Fig. 4, we dispaly the ground state energy per spin obtained from Eq. 24 and the spin gap, ∆, which is the
minimum of ωα

ν (k), and nc calculated using Eqs. 25 and 26.

III. FURTHER RESULTS FROM DMRG

We further investigated the system using density matrix renormalization group (DMRG) methods [4]. We do our
calculations only for Jt = −0.5. The DMRG calculations are performed utilizing the iTENSOR library [5]. We
study various cluster sizes, reaching up to 216 sites, and maintaining a bond dimension up to ∼ 4000 during the
renormalization process. Approximately 50 sweeps were performed until the ground-state energy converged within an
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FIG. 5. (a) Finite size scaled Néel order parameter (27) as a function of Jd for Jt = −0.5 and Jh = 1. (b) Finite size scaling
of the Néel order parameter for (Jh, Jt) = (1,−0.5) for different values of Jd. (c) We depict the spin correlations across the
nearest-neighbor bonds for (Jh, Jt, Jd) = (1,−0.5,−2.0) with the thickness of the lines being proportional to the respective
correlation. Blue lines indicate negative (antiferromagnetic) correlations while orange lines imply positive (ferromagnetic)
correlations. The edge sites are removed. (d) Finite-size scaling of the dimerization order parameter (28) for Jd = −2.

error of ∼ 10−5. The results are summarized in Fig. 5. The cluster geometry is depicted in the right panel of Fig. 5
(d), featuring open edges that favor dimerization of the Jh hexagons.

To identify the Néel order, we calculate the order parameter as

m2(L) =
1

62N2
uc

∑

R,R′

6∑

i,j=1

(−1)i+j⟨Ŝi(R) · Ŝj(R
′)⟩, (27)

where i and j run over the basis indices [convension indicated in Fig. 5 (d)], R and R′ denote the position of the unit
cells, and Nuc is the total number of unit cells. This quantity exhibits good finite-size scaling with terms proportional
to 1/L2 and 1/L4 Fig. 5 (b)], where L is the linear dimension of the system. Fig. 5 (a) shows that the scaled Néel
order parameter, m2, gradually decreases as |Jd| increases. At |Jd| = 0.35, m2 ≈ 0, indicating the appearance of a
magnetically disordered phase.

The dimerization order parameter, given by

OD(Nuc) =
1

3Nuc

∑

R

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

⟨ij⟩
⟨Ŝi · Ŝj⟩ −

∑

⟨ij⟩
⟨Ŝi · Ŝj⟩

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
, (28)

was not consistently obtained for small |Jd| > 0.35, making it challenging to reliably detect the onset of the dimerized
phase. However, for larger values of |Jd|, e.g., Jd = −2.0, OD shows a clear dimerization tendency [see Fig. 5 (d)]. The
degree of dimerization, however, is not markedly pronounced, akin to the trimerization observed in spin-1 systems [6].
In Fig. 5 (c), we portray the the NN bond energy ⟨Si · Sj⟩ for (Jh, Jt, Jd) = (1,−0.5,−2.0) on a cluster with L = 4.
The red and blue bonds denote the positive and negative bond energies. Note from the values of the bond energies,
the Jh hexagons are clearly dimerized.
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