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The quantum Heisenberg model is studied in the geometrifalstrated body-centered tetragonal lattice
(BCT lattice) with antiferromagnetic interlayer coupling and intralayer first and second neighbor coupling
J2 and Js. Using a fermionic representation of the sgif2 operators, we introduce a variational method:
each interaction term can be decoupled partially in thelpunagnetic Weiss and in the spin-liquid (SL) mean-
field channels. We find that the most stable variational 8nistcorrespond to the three different possible
long range magnetic orders that are respectively goverged b.J>, and J5. We show that magnetic and
SL parameters do not coexist, and we characterize threeretiff purely SL non-magnetic solutions that are
variationally the second most stable states after the pumelgnetic ones. The degeneracy lines separating
the purely magnetic phases do not coincide with the onesa@pa the purely SL phases. This suggests that
guantum fluctuations induced by the frustration betwdei/,-J3 coupling should destroy magnetic orders
and stabilize the formation of SL in large areas of paramsetdihe SL solution governed hy; breaks the
lattice translation symmetry. This Modulated SL is assecido a commensurate ordering wave vector (1,1,1).
Remarking that four different fits of experimental data onud®i, locate this material with BCT lattice very
close to the degeneracy line betwe&nand J; but well inside the Modulated SL, we suggest that frustratio
might be a key ingredient for the formation of the Hidden onglease observed in this compound. Our results
also underline possible analogies between different famdf correlated systems with BCT lattice, including
unconventional superconductors. Also, the general wanak method introduced here can be applied to any
other system where interaction terms can be decoupled idiffezent mean-field channels.

I. INTRODUCTION tivity related to an AF transitioft:*? Today, each one of these
compounds can yet be considered as one entire field of re-

The body-centered tetragonal (BCT) lattice is one of thesearch. Itis noticeable that the link between AF orderingj an

14 three-dimensional lattice typ&& his standard crystalline unconventional superconductivity has also been sugg@sted

structure is realized in several strongly correlated edect other families of correlated materials with BCT symmetry:

. . . . the cuprate superconductors, discovered in 1986 by Bednorz
materials with unusual magnetic and transport properties.

Among the heavy fermion syster®d different examples of and MullerL2 whose AF insulating parent compounds incIL_Jde
materials with rare earth atoms on a BCT lattice have beexl’Ta?Cu?4 aniSQCuOZCIg. Ihn tr}ese cases, the AFI orderhong-l
intensively studied for the last decades: in URi, a still inates from the Cu atoms that form a BCT crystal. Butthe re-

mysterious Hidden order (HO) phase was discovered in 198 t:/r aengepi?]ysc')%sl tri]r?\:gl'\;@ﬁﬂgg‘?ﬁﬁ;}ggifgallj’;?ee_lig.-rcstru
that appears below the critical temperatdtgo ~ 17 K gonly d ey

close to a pressure-induced antiferromagnetic (AF) transic' of Cu atoms that order antiferromagnetically.

tion;*2 in YbRh,Si, and CeRuSi,, non-Fermi liquid prop- The BCT lattice can also be considered as a prototype three-
erties are observed in the vicinity of AF quantum phase trandimensional frustrated system. Important theoreticaktiev
sitions, that are still poorly understo§e* CeCu Si, was the  opments were made in the past years about the unconven-
first (heavy fermion) material where unconventional supertional magnetic properties of the BCT lattice using a clzalsi
conductivity was discovered in 1979 close to an AF transi-Heisenberg model. These works were motivated by the rich
tion;:° CePdSi, also exhibits unconventional superconduc-magnetic phase diagram of iron based materials like FeRd pos
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sibly doped with Rh, with a main focus on the competition be-tions could act like a magnetic glue for the Cooper pair for-
tween ferromagnetic, AF, and helical ordétst® Tuning the  mation in cuprate superconduct@ps?® Within this scenario,
interaction parameters made possible the descriptionfof dithe AF Néel ordered state formed by the Cu square lattice
ferent phases in the XY and Heisenberg models with thermdhyers in the insulating parent compounds is destabilized b
and quantum fluctuations. It was also shown that magneticharge fluctuations induced by doping on the O sites. The
fluctuations as magnons excitations can help in the stabilit MSL scenario proposed for URSi, was inspired by the spin-
long-range order. liquid scenario for cuprates. Even if the underlying BCTF lat
tice is shared by these two families of systems, the micro-
J3 scopic physics in URiSi; is of course quite different and
the long range orders invoke correlations in three-dinrssi
Whether a system can have a true spin-liquid ground state or
not has been a long standing issue, but some good evidences
of possible spin-liquid ground states have been proposed fo
the Heisenberg model on frustrated lattié&s? It has also
been observed from numerical calculations that spin-diqui
disordered states can be very close in energy to dimer atdere
states®24 In general, spin dimer orders refer to bond orders
et that are characterized by a given periodic pattern of discon
J2 nected dimers. The proposed MSL state can be thought of as a
kind of spin dimer commensurate ordered state where two dif-
FIG. 1. BCT lattice and the/, J2, and J; interactions. Lattice  ferent dimers may be connected to a same site. Such a dimer
constants are in thea, b directions and: alongc. ordered state may also be named valence bond c¥stpe-
cially when it is characterized by bosonic triplet excibais.
In this paper, we analyze the ground states of a frustratetiere, we prefer use the name MSL because its magnetic exci-
J1-Jo-J3 quantum Heisenberg model on a BCT lattice as il-tations are deconfined Abrikosov fermions.
lustrated by figuréll. We are aware that a complete exact de- |n previous works, the competition between AF and MSL
termination of its expected-to-be rich phase diagram woultrders on a square latt®eand on a BCT lattic® was tuned
not be realistic and we thus need to do some approximationghenomenologically by introducing two independent neares
Here, we introduce and use a variational mean-field methogleighbor coupling/4» andJs .. Here, we study this compe-
that allows to decouple the Heisenberg interaction terms patition as an intrinsic effect associated to the geomettistfa-
tially in the standard Weiss and in the modulated spin lig-tion in the .J;-J»-.J5 quantum Heisenberg model on the BCT
uid (MSL) channels. Since the MSL state has been initiallylattice. We then introduce a variational method that allows
introduced as a scenario for the HO state in US,2>%* o treat the system in a mean field approximation, where the
applications to this compound are considered as one motivanteraction on each lattice bond can be decoupled in two-chan
tion. However, the method which is developed here could bgels, the magnetic and the spin liquid. The relative weight o
adapted to other correlated systems with BCT structure.  each decoupling channel is determined by minimizing the fre
The paper is organized as follows: secfidn Il introduces thenergy of the system.
concept of MSL, the model, the mean-field decoupling, and
the variational method. General results including phaae di
grams are analyzed fok = 0 and allT in sectiori1ll, and for
T = 0 and all J3 in sectior[T{. We will see how geometric B. Mode and method of calculation
frustration that is intrinsic to the model may help staliilg
a MSL ordered ground state. Applications to real correlated
materials with BCT lattice are discussed in secfign V.

1. TheJi-J2-Js model

The J;-J2-J3 model is defined by the following quantum

[I. MODEL AND METHOD Heisenberg Hamiltonian:
A. Theconcept of modulated spin liquid (M SL
cep ulated spin liquid (MSL) H= >3 Jrr/XhoXRo Xkro XRo (1)
(R,R’) oo’

The expression spin liquid was originally introduced in
1976 by contrast with spin glasses, in order to describeyhe d + ) ) o o
namical properties of a disordered spin systémonetheless Wherexg, (xro) is the creation (annihilation) fermionic op-
the concept of spin liquid within quantum Heisenberg modelserator that represents quantum spiri8, and satisfy the local
on frustrated geometries usually also refers to the Regsonagonstraintsy - . | XhoXRo = 1. The antiferromagnetic in-
Valence Bond (RVB) state proposed by Fazekas and Andeteractions/grr’ connects two siteR andR’ on a BCT lat-
son in 1974 on the triangular lattié& Later, Baskaran, Zou, tice, and can take three possible valugs .Jo, J; > 0, as
and Anderson have proposed that RVB spin-liquid correlaindicated on figurgl1.
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2. Variational method The self-consistency of the mean-fields is established them

following mean-field Lagrangian:

In a very oversimplified classical mean field approach and ;
considering the specific connectivity of the BCT lattice, we £ = £1+ L2+ L3 + Z XRo (07 + AR) XRo — Z AR
expect that competition between different Weiss mean fields Ro R
may reveal degenerate frustrated ground states. Heraaéter (7
go beyond this classical picture, and we introduce quantum
correlation effects at a mean field level within a spin-lajui with
RVB-like decoupling on each bond. First we formally spligth

interaction term on each bond into two different contribot:  , — § : § : [JISLE : (%ﬁR/Xk YRio + C.C)
o
o

n (REP,,R'€Pyt1)

+ J}NE'SSZ (UmRXE/aXR'a + UmR’XI{gXRa)
whereas, as, andag are variational parameters. Hereafter, -
each interaction term will be treated within a mixed mean- | jStj,p 0 |2 —
field approximation on each bond: the mean-field decoupling
will be made partially in the Weiss channel, and partially inwhere P, denotes sites of the planar layeroriented in the
SL channel. The extreme cases = 0 anda; = 7/2 cor-  q, b crystallographic directions indicated on figlte 1, and:
respond to a decoupling in the purely classical Weiss cHanne
and in the purely SL channel, respectively. In the following
the three decoupling variational parameters [0, 7/2] will Ly = Z Z l
be determined self-consistently as functiong/of J, andJs no (R,R)eEP,

Jp = JVess L gSt = Jicos?(a;) + Jisin?(a),  (2)

2JYVEiSsTanR/] 5 (8)

IS (hmdoxws + o)

o

in order to minimize the free energy of the system.

3. General mean-field decoupling

Generalizing the procedure developed in Refs. 20lahd 21,
and invoking the variational splitting Ef] 2, the Heiserper

Hamiltonian (eq.[{1)) is decoupled for each bdR®R' using

appropriated Hubbard-Stratonovich transformations as fo

lows:

TSN T XRo' Xrer XRo

oo’

~ JQNeiSSZ (UmRXE/aXR'a + UmR’XI:(gXRU)

o

2JlWEiSSTrlRmR/ 5 (3)

wheremg is the local contribution from sit® to the mag-
netic Weiss field, withr =1, |= +, —, and:

TN Xho XRo/ Xfior XRVo

oo’

~ TN (ke + e ) + I orme
o

(4)

where pgr: = ¢r'r denotes the spin-liquid field on the
Hereafter, the Hubbard-Stratonovitch fields are
replaced by their mean-field values, which are given by free(‘/vhereN

bondRR'.

energy saddle point conditions:

mR =5 Y 0(XRoXRo) - (5)

[ea

PR = — ) (XhoXRo) - (6)

+ Jy e'ssz (UmeL,O_xR/a + omr/ XI{UXRU)

[ea

+ J5 err/* — 2J;Neiss'anRl} ,

Ly=3, > [J?,SLZ (whrhorxws +cc.)

no ((R,R'))eP, [

a

+ J5Merr/® — Qngeis%RmR'} . 9

In these expressions df;, L2, andL3, the sums over bonds

R, R’ are taken with the same connectivity as the couplings
J1, J2, and.J3 respectively, which is indicated on figurk 1: in
L1 the bonds are nearest neighbors in two different plahes
and P, 1, in Ly the bonds are nearest neighbors in the same
planeP,, and inL3 the bonds are second nearest neighbors in
the same plane. The convention used in these notationgis tha
each paiRR’ is summed only once.

In the following, we will make some Ansatz for the mean-
field parametersnrg and ¢rr/, Which will generalize the
approach of Ref. 21. This first requires to introduce space
Fourier transforms and to use the momentum representation
of the fermionic operators:

—ik'R

XRo » (10)

1
ko = —— e
is the number of lattice sites. The inverse relation is

\io = % 3 e (11)

keBzECT

site

Here,BZEC refers to the first Brillouin zone of the BCT lat-
tice of sites. This precision will be useful later since athe



Brillouin zones will emerge from the dual lattices made of in

4. Mean-field Ansatz

plane and interplane bonds (see appefdix A). We define the

mean-fields in reciprocal space as:

my = \/1_ Z e kR (12)
- i (R
Pq = e PRR/
: 2\/_; (REL, geLnH)
(13)
: i (R4 L
qu = \/_ Z Z (& YRR’ » (14)
n (R,R/)EL,
G = Z S g as)
n ((R,R))€L,

Here, a phase factdly = q - Ry is introduced for the inter-
layer spin-liquid fieIdeél in order to fix the origin of the inter-
plane bond lattice at real space positRp = (a+ b +c)/4.
Such a global phase factors could be included arbitrarily fo
convenience to each mean-field. The site and bond depe

dence of the mean-fields can be recovered by the reciproc

Fourier relations:

1 kR
MR = — Z e my (16)
VN keBZECT
and
ohgr if RandR’ are connected by;
0 else,
with
(BB )—ip
(p%(’R = 2\/— Z ) qwéa (18)
Cleszond
1 i (M)
2 a (% 2
PRR = -~ Z e Pq> (19)
2N quZgond
R+R’
dhn=—= 3 g (20)
quZbond

The different Brillouin zones emerging here from the dugl la

tices of bonds are defined and discussed in appdndix A. At
this general stage, the number of mean-field variables that

can be considered is still huge. Concerning the Weiss mea

fieldsmy, we consider here magnetic structures described by

a single-k ordering wave-vectoQar, excluding multi-k
structures. Hereafter, we will generalize this classicabm
field approach by doing similar Ansatz for the bond spin kitjui
mean-fields.

Hereafter, the Weiss and spin liquid mean-fields are approx-
imated using the following Ansatz:

mRr = SQAFeiQAF'R ) (21)
1 Q. (RiR

phr = 5[0+ ag] . (22)

Prr = P2, (23)

Here, Sq,: is the staggered magnetization characterizing an
AF order. The wave-vector orderit@ar will be fixed by min-
imization of the spin-wave spectrum resulting from the \Weis
field. The three field®,, &5, and®3 correspond to the ho-
mogeneous parts of the spin liquid terms along the threeskind
of bonds that are considered here. The emergence of three
such homogeneous spin liquid fields is a natural BCT lattice
generalization of the RVB decoupling introduced initiadig
triangular latticé* and later on a square lattié®2% The extra
term®q included in this Ansatz takes into account a possible
spatial modulation of the spin liquid field. The specific aeoi
of this spin-liquid modulation is motivated by previous \&or
9J Ref.[21, where only the interplane spin-liquid tetfir

as considered. This modulation is defined on the bond lat-
tice by a wave-vecto®, and it can lower the lattice transla-
tion symmetry. Invoking the momentum representation given
by Egs. (1213, 14.15), the mean-field Ansatz Eqgs.[(21, 22,
[23,[23) can be expressed as

mi = SquVNGI(k — Qar) (25)
vt = 1V Ni(q) + PqVNi(q - Q) , (26)
= $,V2N6(q) , (27)
= B3V2N6(q) , (28)

whered(q) denotes the Dirac distribution. We also assume
an homogeneous and constant Lagrange multipligi= Ao.
Finally, within this mean-field Ansatz, the Lagrangiah (Zhc
be expressed explicitly in terms of tlkedependent fermions
as

L= ZXI{U(BT + /\O)Xko +NXg
ok

F AT Y Ma X Xieo + NI (1917 + [@g)?)

ok
+ 275200 Y yqu |:XLng+Q70 + c.c}
ok
+ 2J5 0, Z Y2,k XL,Xka + 2N JSY @, |2
ok
+4J5 P, Z Y3,k XLngg + 2N J3Y| @52
ok
n- + Z GJQAFSQAFXLanJrQAFJ - NJQAF |SQAF|2 ) (29)

ok
where the effective spin-wave dispersion is

JQAF = 8JWe|s Y1 Qar + 2JWe|s Yo, Qar + 4JWe|s 3.Qar »
(30)



and the effective dispersions resulting from the spinitigle- a1 Qs
coupling are given by: CaseA Oorm/2 0orm/2
CaseB Oorw/2 |free parametgr
ksa kya k.c
Y1k = cos | — | cos [ == | cos , (31) Case Gfree parameter 0 orm/2
2 2 2 Case Dfree parametefree parameter
YQ.k = V1.k+Q/2 > (32)
_ TABLE I. Characteristics of the four possible cases for theational
Y2 = 08 (kpa) + cos (kya), (33) decoupling parameters, anda.
3,k = cos (kya) cos (kya) . (34)
The values considered f@AF will be those that minimize I1l. TEMPERATURE PHASE DIAGRAM FOR J; = 0

the spin-wave dispersiafg,.. Hereafter, we will restrict the

analysis to some specific mggylating vecty# BZpopqthat Before analyzing the ground state of thie-J,-.J5 model,

are equivalent tdQar in BZgge (definitions of the various e start with the simplified situation wherg = 0. In this

Brillouin zones are discussed in appenfix A). One key asgection we are thus not concerned with the fielgsand ®;.

sumption that will be made in the following is that we will Hereafter, we use the reduced notati@n= (h, k, ) for the
consider only breaking of symmetries that lead to Commensuérdering wave-vector® — 2r(h/a,k/a l/c)j When sta-
rate order with doubling of the unit cell. This restrictivetb ble, all magnetic phases are anaI;/zed’ for the wave vectors
realistic assumption has a crucial simplifying conseqeenc QL = (1,1,1) andQLL = (1/2,1/2,0), that correspond to
2Q, Q + Qar, and2Qar are all equivalent td. In the La- the classical magneti?:Fsolutionj ie.. with = ap = 0. Ex-
grangian, the MSL and AF terms correlate fermions of mo'perimental examples of these two kinds of classical Néel or

mentumk with fermions of moment& + Q andk + Qar.  gersin BCT lattices are realized in the AF phases of L&y
Therefore, there is no new harmonics generated by these inte, cuprates foR). andQL:, respectively.

actions since the second harmonics would correlate momenta
k + Q andk 4+ Qar with k. There could be more possible
solutions obtained by considering non-equival@endQag,

but such solutions would correspond to a lowering of the lat-

tice symmetry associated to a bigger unit cell made of more ] . )
than two atoms. In order to find the stable configuration for thig = 0 case,

we have to minimize the free energy functional Hql (35). It
is first minimized as much as possible analytically as a func-
tion of the variational decoupling fields; and a,. To do
this, we start by expressing the seven saddle point rektion
for F(an, az, Ao, @1, Pq, P2, Sq, )- The resulting system of
Invoking the assumption® = Qar and2Qar = 0, the  equations is detailed in appendix C, and invokes several for
free energy can be expressed from the mean-field Lagrangianal sums over momenta After non trivial but straightfor-

A. Method of calculation for J; =0

5. Free energy functional

Eq. (29) as ward algebraic transformations this system can be rewritte
as seven equations (QL3-C19) that involve five independents
F(an, az,a3, Ao, @1, Pq, P2, P3, Squ) = sums ovek. Explicit expressions of these five sums are given

kpT s in Egs. [CH-CIPR). The resolution of this system in general
T oON > DY I (1 +e “) — o — JaulSau!? requires a numerical approach, but we also find some trivial
keBZECT 0, 5=+ solutions that may have a physical meaning. Hereafter we
LSt (|<I>1|2 i |(I)Q|2) 1254 ®, 2 + 254|352 (35) analyze more precisely the trivial solutions that are otadi
! 2 3 when the variational decoupling parametersand «- take
the extreme value8 or 7/2. Physically, such trivial solu-
tions correspond to decoupling the corresponding Heiggnbe
OF — Ao+ 2t 1 oy 4 4TSy 1D interaction term (v_wth_]l or with J3) in a pure channel t.hat is
ke = Aot 2o k@2 A5 either Weiss or spin-liquid. Hereafter, we analyze the jbbss
+ \/(JQAF)2|SQAF|2 + 16(J34H)2 [('Yl,k)2|(1)1|2 + (7Q,k)2|¢ql2} solutions by considering the four different cases as defimed
(36) tablell:

where the eigenenergies involved are given by

The explicit dependence of the free energy in terms of the

variational decoupling fields, a2, andas is obtained from 1. CaseA

the definition Eq.[(R) by identifying}V¢ss = J; cos? (a;) and

JfL = J; sin® (c;). The Weiss field and spin liquid dispersion  Here, we consider extreme values for and as so that
terms are given by Eq4.(80,131182] B3] 34). The mean-fieldin (2c1) = sin (2a3) = 0. The saddle point equatioris (G13)
and variational parameters correspond to the minima of thand [CI#%) are thus trivially satisfied and we are left with
free energy. Eqgs. [CIH-CIP). Among these five remaining equations, some
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may also be satisfied trivially. Eq. (33) givesy, 1 > 0 butyZQ;\IF < 0. Here, as a conse-
The sub-caséa;, as) = (0,0) corresponds to the classi- quence of relatio 4), the intraplane spin liquid filglis
cal mean Weiss field approximation. The two possible anproportional to the local magnetization. Solving the remai
tiferromagnetic ground states compete, characterizgubees ing saddle point equations in the sub-case= 0, we find
tively by the ordering wave-vecto@}r andQR:. The cor-  the numerical valusin®(as) = 0.675 & 0.01. For the other
responding temperature-coupling classical phase diaggam sub-caseq; = 7/2, the pure MSL state has the most stable
depicted in figur€l3 as a function of the dimensionless parameonfiguration until/; < 2.J;, then the pure inplane solution
etersT’/.J; and.J,/J;. The classical phase transition betweenwith non zeroSq,. and®; is present for highess.
these two kinds of AF orders is realized at finite temperature
whenJ; = Js.
The sub-casé€o;, az) = (0,7/2) does not correspond to
a physically realistic situation. Indeed, decouplihgin the 3. CaseC
pure Weiss and in the pure spin liquid channels artificially
bypasses the underlying frustration problem. Such a solu- , .
tion artificially induces ferromagnetic planes coupledfant Here, excluding the extreme solutions f@g’ the sa2ddle
romagnetically among them: this is compatible withinter- ~ POINt EQ. (CIB) is simplified a8y1,qu:[Sqarl* + |P1]* +
action. But the inplane spin liquid terf, vanishes, leading |®@l® = 0. In this case, Eq[(31) gives, o < 0 but
to a.J;—independent unphysical solution. It will not be con- 7, qu. > 0. Therefore, only the ordering wave-vecQh e

sidered in the following. is considered for the magnetic phase. The trivial solutigh w
For (a1, a0) = (m/2,0), the interplane SL field com- VvanishingSq,,, ®1, and®q is not considered here, and we
petes with the inplane magnetization Weiss field vigj =  thus focus on the phases where magnetic order coexist with

(1/2,1/2,0). Here, since we restrict our analysis to commen-interlayer spin-liquid fields. For the first sub-case = 0
surate orders with at most a doubling of the unit cell, we enwe naturally explore the situation witft; = 0. But for
force 8q = 0. The phase diagram presents a pure homogea2 = 7/2 all the competing mean-fields may coexist. Typ-
neous SL solution with only; non-zero for.J,/.J; < 0.3, ically, this sub-case has similarities with the pure sjiijHbl

and a purely magnetic solution is recoveredfgy.J; > 0.5. one discussed above and illustrated by fiire 4: the paramete
But these two extreme situations are more appropriately de/i/J2 tunes the competition between the interlayer MSL or-
scribed by takingaq, az) equal to(r/2, 7/2) and(0,0) re- der and the inplane SL. However, here, a non-zero MSL field
spectively. A more interesting solution is found in the rang must coexist with a non-zero local magnetization field.

0.3 < Jy/J1 < 0.5, where the homogeneous SL field

coexists with the inplane antiferromagnetic order. Newert

less, in this regime of parameters, the magnetic order ob-

tained with (a1, a2) = (0,0) has a much lower energy. 4. CaseD

Therefore, in the following we will not consider the sub-eas
(a17 ag) = (7‘1’/27 0)

The last trivial sub-case sy, a0) = (7/2,7/2), cor-
responding to pure spin-liquid decoupling. Here, the inter
plane MSL phase competes with the intraplane SL phase. F
Jo < Ji, the MSL is predominant. Comparing the values

This case is in principle the most general one since it cor-
responds to non extreme values of bathandas. Never-
Sheless, this situation can not be realized and it wouldesorr
spond to all mean-fields vanishing. Indeed, assuming that ne

of the free energy obtained by considering three possible ofneray nora; are extreme, t2he sadd;e point I’26|atIOMl3)
dering wave vectorél, 1, 1), (0,0, 1), and(1,0,0), we found and [CI#) %'VGSW%AF'SQAF' +121)° + |8q|” = 0 and
thatQ = (1,1, 1) corresponds to the most stable MSL state.)2.Qus[SQue ° + | @2[* = 0. Non zero solutions for the mean-
For J, > .J; the intraplane SL takes place. The temperaturef'eld parameters would thus require an orderlng wave-vector
coupling phase diagram for this sub-case is depicted in fngAF such that bothy; q,. < 0 andyzq,. < 0. Since these
ure[d. Due to the lattice breaking of symmetry associate(ﬁwlo COﬂdItIOﬂISI cannot be realized simultaneously, neittyer
with the MSL field, the critical linés,, indicates a true phase Qar nor by Qe we exclude case D from our study.
transition that would survive beyond the mean-field. The

other mean-field critical temperatui®, rather describes a

crossover since the inplane spin-liquid fidld here is homo-

geneous. B. Reaultsfor J3 =0

All possible cases described above are studied by solving
2. CaseB numerically the saddle point equations given in appehdlix C.
We computed the free energy for each case, as functions of
In this case, the saddle point conditiGn (€14) can be sim-/»/.J; andT/J;. For a sake of clarity, figurgl 2 shows its
plified asvz, que |Sqa |2 + |P2|? = 0. Letting aside the trivial  evolution atl” = 0 only. The finite7” results are not presented
high temperature solution where boflg,. and ®, vanish, here but they do not exhibit any extra free energy "crossing”
we consider here only the magnetic wave ve@@k. Indeed  between these cases.
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FIG. 2. Ground state energy of the model computed iith- 0 as FIG. 4. Temperature-coupling phase diagram obtained wigeh t

a function of J»/.J; for the various relevant cases discussed in thisPurely spin-liquid decoupling channels = a, = m/2for J; = 0.
work and defined in tab[@ I. The lines indicate the critical temperatures below whiah ¢brre-

sponding mean-field®,, ®,, and®q are non-zero. Among these
lines,Ta, = Tag, is still expected to indicate a transition beyond the
mean field becauséq is associated to a lattice symmetry breaking.
Ty, is expected to mark a crossover beyond the mean-field.

0.5 ‘ —
The main result that emerges here from our variational ap- (d)
. : . o 025 [ L 1
proach forJ; = 0 is the following: among all the consid- =
ered cases, the classical purely AF mean-field solutions ob= 0 L L
tained witha; = a, = 0 are always the most stable ones. £ ‘ ‘ ‘

(f)

The second most stable family of solutions are obtained with 55
pure spin-liquid decoupling channels = as = /2. All
the other combinations are found to be energetically less fai ¢
vorable. Here, we describe the two phase diagrams obtained

—

for these two variational sub-cases. The temperaturelcaup = 0.25 [

field

4+ e

phase diagrams for both configurations = as = 0 and \, rd
a; = ag = /2 are shown in figured 3 afdl 4 respectively. 0 e d et resleseedessaslons
0 0.25 0.5 0.75 10 0.5 1 1.5 2
T/J1 JQ/J]

FIG. 5. Amplitude of the SL mean-field parametérg and®; (red
squares) an@ (blue circles) computed fafs = 0 anda; = as =
/2. Left: as a function of temperature for fixeld /J1 = 0.5 (a),
Ts, 1.1 (b), 1.5 (c). Right: as a function ofz/.J; for fixed temperature

Qar T/J1 = 0.05 (d), 0.4 (e),0.75 (f). With numerical accuracy we find
””” P = Oq.

= While the purely AF solutions are the most stable the purely
~ 1t : SL ones are energetically very close. Any mixed solution
= where both Weiss and SL mean-fields would coexist is found
fAIF to be much less favorable and can also be excluded. There-
1 fore, we can deduce that any fluctuation that would destabi-

lize the AF order leave some room for stabilizing a pure SL
‘ phase. We also find that the SL parameteys= ®q and®,

1 15 2 do not coexist, as illustrated by figuré 5. Depending on the
Jo/ Jy value of J,/Jp, there are three different kinds of temperature

behaviors, corresponding to casgs, andc. Furthermore,

FIG. 3. Temperature-coupling phase diagram obtained with t we remark that the transition between the Modulated and the
purely magnetic configuration; = a» = 0for J5 = 0. Thelines ¢, —dominated SL phases is characterized by a discontinu-
indicate the Néel ordering temperatures of the two magretiers ity of the corresponding mean-fields. This feature is in con-
corresponding t®xr = (1,1,1) andQar = (1/2,1/2,0). trast with the continuous vanishing of these fields at the cri

<
ot




ical temperature separating the paramagnetic fully-deleal 2 ‘ ‘ ‘
phase from the SL ones. We thus conclude that the MSL tran- T]rgicri}ticl'al p?inlr .
sition is second order faf, < .J; and becomes first order for T . o
Jo > Ji. The transition temperatufEs, is expected to in- L5 | sugiygma? fl'lt' .
dicate a crossover between the paramagnetic figimd the onrare
SL low T regimes when fluctuations beyond the mean-field = 11
. . . . . ~ 1 k. AF A

approximation are included. Indeed; is not associated to e
any breaking of symmetry. But we expect the transition at ) NN
Ts,, to survive beyond the mean-field since the MSL phaseis ;| o T

Q X ) . 0 I 11
characterized by a breaking of lattice symmetry. Q AF AF

An interesting feature also appears for the MSL solution:
with a relatively high numerical accuracy the modulatiottfie 5 05 s 5

®q is found to be always equal to the homogeneous field J2/1J1
®,. Invoking the Ansatz Eq[(22), this leads to a very ex-

treme situation for the inter-layer fielgdy r, = 1[®1 + ®q] FIG. 6. Phase diagram characterizing the ground state ofithe
which vanishes on half of the bonds while it keeps the fi-J>-J; model obtained within the pure Weiss mean-field decoupling
nite value®; = ®q on the other bonds. Introducing the channelsa: = a2 = as = 0. Three different magnetic orders

probabilitypﬁrflglet that a given bond®R’ forms a singlet &' found, characterized by the wave-vect@g-, Qi and QAF.

(see AppendiXB), the formation of the MSL state can bewe namemagnetic tricritical pointthe highly degenerate point cor-

int ted h foll * first. the int tion t f responding to the crossing of the three critical lines. Addally,
interpreted here as follows. Mrst, the interaction terms 10, q jnejyde four points obtained from various fits of inelasteutron

all the inter-layer bonds such th@ - (R + R’)/2 = /2 gcattering (INS) data on URSI2: from Broholmet al,¥’ Kusunose
are effectively decoupled at the mean-field level, leadag t ¢t al,28 Sugiyameet al® and Bourdarof?

local probabilitypﬁ’ﬁ‘il“ = 1/4 and a vanishing spin-spin

correlations(gR . §R/> = 0 . Then the spin-liquid with

(Sr - Sr) # 0 is formed on the other inter-layer bonds, with 2 :

Q- (R + R/)/2 = —r/2, that remain effectively coupled. Tricritical point @

Using the numerical value; = ®q ~ 0.45 computed at ) ~ Kusunose  m CI)3

T = 0 in the MSL (see figur&l5), and invoking expression Lo Sugivama ef ol @

Eq. (B2), we find that the singlet probability on these effec-

tively coupled bonds ip§id'“* ~ 0.60. This value is, not =0

surprisingly, higher than /4, and it has to be compared with =~ °

the valudn(2) ~ 0.69 that is predicted for a one-dimensional " N (I)Q
Heisenberg chain using exact methods like Bethe Ad%atz 05t MSL o .

numerical renormalization technig€&We may thus interprete Q=(111)

the MSL as a crystal of interacting filaments formed by the

connected effectively coupled bonds. In this picture, gpin 0 0 05 ! s )
citations are deconfined fermions moving along the filaments ‘ Jo) Jy '

This may generalize the usual concept of valence bond crys-

tal where localized spin excitations correspond to confined FiG. 7. Phase diagram characterizing the ground state ofthk-

fermions. Js model obtained within the pure spin-liquid mean-field dquximg
channelsvy = a2 = as = 7/2. The MSL phase corresponds to
finite ®; and®q. The two other spin-liquid phases correspond to a
vanishing®q and finite values of the nearest and next nearest neigh-
bor inplane spin liquid field®, and ®5 respectively. Among the

IV. MEAN-FIELD GROUND STATE OF THE .J;-J-J5 three critical lines depiCted here, onIy the ones Indltgithe MSL
M ODEL ' phase would still correspond to a transition when consideftuctu-

ations beyond the mean-field approximation. The magnétidtical
point is defined as the highly degenerate point in the purelgmatic
Here we analyze the ground state of theJ,-J3 model  phase diagram. The additional points obtained from INS daga

within the mean-field Ansatz described above. In the previouincluded here with the same notations as in figire 6.
section it was shown that fol; = 0 the low temperature most
stable configuration is obtained by choosing purely magneti Solving numerically the two extreme cases, we find that,
Weiss mean-field decoupling channels. The second most stat the mean-field level, the classical magnetic solutiorn wit
ble solution corresponds to the purely spin liquid decoypli a3 = as = a3 = 0 is the most stable variational con-
channels. Here, we assume that this result can be extendéduration. The resulting ground state phase diagram is pre-
to the decoupling of the intraplane next nearest neighbor insented in figuré16 as a function of the dimensionless pa-
teractionJs. We therefore assume thag can take only the rametersJ,/J; and Js/J;. Three possible ordering wave-
extreme values or /2. vectors are obtaine@i- = (1,1,1), Qi = (1/2,1/2,0),
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or QX = (1/2,0,0), that correspond to the three different in terms of unconventional spin-orbital density w&#e?
regimes where the Weiss field can be dominated/by.J.,  where the order parameter characterizes a spatial commen-
or Js respectively. A highly degenerate point is found for surate modulation of the intersite hybridization betwégn

J1 = J3 = 2J5, that we namenagnetic tricritical point states.

FigureT depicts the phase diagram obtained within a purely The first Heisenberg model on a BCT lattice that was pro-
spin-liquid mean-field decoupling; = a2 = a3 = 7/2. At posed for URYSi, was introduced by Broholrt al. trying
the mean-field level we find three different phases, that argo fit INS data in terms of spin density wave (SDW) excita-
characterized by finite values @fq, @2, or ®3. Beyond the tions from an AF ground state. As we will see further, the
mean-field, we expect that only the critical line defining fi- resulting SDW model obtained by Broholm corresponds to a
nite g would still correspond to a phase transition, associhighly frustrated situation. The SDW scenario has latenbee
ated with a translation symmetry breaking. We remark thatontradicted by several other experiments. Nonethelbss, t
the MSL solution that we obtain correspondsdtp = ®q,  classical version of a/;-.J>-.J5 Heisenberg model has been
and it corresponds to the formation of a crystal of connectegroposed by Sugiyamet al2°2! as a frustration scenario to
filaments as described above. explain the cascade of metamagnetic-like transitions aagtm

The position of the magnetic tricritical point is also indi- netization plateaux that are observed in YBY. More re-
cated in the pure spin liquid phase diagram, fi§dire 7. Itig ver cently, INS data analysis was invoked by Kusunose who pro-
surprising to see that this point which is highly degeneratgposed a competition between multipolar and AF Ising-like
from a Weiss mean-field perspective turns to be located welbrders as a scenario for the HO-AF pressure-induced transi-
inside the MSL phase. Several earlier works have been dediion 28 Bourdarot also recently proposed numerical values for
cated to the characterization of the magnetic ground sfate o .J;, .J, and.J; in order to fit his INS dat4?
frustrated Heisenberg model on a square lattc& that can We are aware that modeling URSi, with the present
be realized here fof; = 0. Itwas shown that quantum fluctu-  j,- 7,- 7, quantum Heisenberg model may constitute a very
ations can stabilize a non magnetic spin-liquid phase Etwe crude approximation with respect to several aspects: for ex
the antiferromagnetic phas€g- andQA¢. For this reason, ample, the real system is metallic, and also, local 5f edextr
we expect that huge quantum fluctuations of the Weiss meanrgates require an Ising-like highly anisotropic multipti-
field should occur around all the critical lines separating t scription. Nevertheless, the numerous previous attenapts t
three possible phas&,e, Qxr, andQ4Z. The position of it INS data using effective SDW dispersions make it worth
the magnetic tricritical point inside the MSL phase suggest checking where the fitted parameter would locate LfRuion
that the fluctuations of the MSL mean-field should be muchhe mean-field phase diagrams we analyzed here.

less critical. Therefore, we expect that fluctuations belyon  ereatter, we use four different fits of various INS datas:
the mean-field will destabilize the magnetic solutions atbu o original fit introduced by Broholret al. in Ref.3 the

alltheir degeneracy lines. We believe that the MSL meautfiel ¢ introduced more recently by Kusund&drom Broholm’s
solution should be more robust for all the regions that afe su y4ias the fit of INS datas from Sugiyarenal 225! and the
ficiently far from the MSL critical line. This is the case, for 4,4 fr’om Bourdarot's dat® These fits invoké not only, -

example, of the area around the magnetic tricritical point. Jo-Js terms but also up to seven Heisenberg-like interaction
parameters in the BCT structure. Neglecting these extra pa-
rameters, we extracted the numerical valued9fJ; and.J;
V. DISCUSSION AND APPLICATIONSTO MATERIALS provided by each fit. The corresponding dimensionless pairs
WITH BCT STRUCTURE of ratios.Jo/J; and.J;/J; thus provide specific points in the
phase diagrams as indicated on figdides 6[and 7. The absolute
A. Relevancefor Hidden order in URuU»Si» numerical values of;, J> and.Js that were provided by these
four different fits do not coincide. This quantitative diéace
The HO phase in URiSi, cannot be explained by the for- between fits is easily understandable: different expertaien
mation of too tiny local magnetic moments. NeverthelessINS data were involved, and different extra fitting paramete
there are strong experimental evidences that the thermodyrere also involved, that we have not considered here. Never-
namic anomaly measured at the transitfohas a magnetic theless, it is remarkable that the four different fits all\pde
origin. For example, the HO phase is characterized by a peakntiferromagnetic values fok, J2, andJ3. Furthermore, the
revealed by Inelastic Neutron Scattering (INS) at the comme most interesting observation is the following: all of thete
surate wave-vecta@ar = (1,0, 0) in reduced notatioA>=%’ ferent fits locate UR4Si, in the very close vicinity of the tran-
This wave-vector is surprisingly identical to the one thet d sition line separating the two ordered stafls andQjZ, as
scribes the pressure-induced AF phase of this compound. lindicated on figurglé. We thus expect frustration to be very
the BCT structure, this AF order represents a ferromagnetigtnportant as also noticed by Sugiyareaial,2*5! and spin
correlation in thea, b directions (see Fid:11), with antifer- fluctuations may destabilize the magnetically ordered @has
romagnetic correlations between neargstb) planes. Re- Considering now the spin-liquid phase diagram on figdre 7,
cently, it was proposed that a quantum modulated spin ligwe find that the four points that correspond to the differest fi
uid (MSL) phase could be stabilized by frustration and ex-of INS data are all located well inside the MSL phase.
plain the origin of the hidden order phase in USiy.2%2? A This observation together with the analysis presented here
phase with a similar order as the MSL has also been proposesiggest the MSL scenario as an alternative to the geometri-
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cal frustration problem that seems to prevent Y&u from  from the point group symmetries of the spin-liquids. This
forming an AF order: the pressure induced HO-AF transitionscenario may be tested first with the superconducting insta-
which is observed in this compound at low temperature couldbility observed in URySIi; inside the HO phase. More gen-
be mostly controlled by the tuning df/ J;. At ambient pres-  erally, this scenario also generalizes to 3D systems the spi
sure, quantum fluctuations are too strong and only the MSifluctuation pairing mechanism that was proposed for cuprate
state is realized. Applying pressure pushes the system awayere, the link between the BCT lattice structure and the su-
from the critical line, reducing the fluctuations and thubst ~ perconducting order parameter is natural. This spin-iqui
lizing the AF state with wave-vector orderith. mechanism driven by frustration on the BCT lattice may also
We are aware that this scenario should be completed by irbe tested for the heavy-fermion superconductors G8Ru
cluding charge fluctuation effects and by taking into ac¢ounand CePgSi,, butin these systems valence fluctuation effects
the precises f local multiplet structure at the origin of the need to be carefully included.
magnetic ordering. We believe that the concept of spatially Appart from superconductivity, we may also question
modulated highly entangled state which emerges here fromwhereas there is a connexion between HO in UBsand the
frustration would survive when adding such sophisticatiin  magnetic-field induced non-fermi liquid properties observ
the J;-J2-J3 model. in YbRh,Siy. Indeed, this very unconventional heavy-fermion
compound has a magnetically ordered ground state at ambiant
pressure but the associated local moment is relativelylsmal
B. Relevancefor other systems This suggests that frustration on the BCT lattice may be ana-
lyzed together with Kondo screening in this system.

Here we considered a model with only localized spins.
But we know from previous works on cuprates and heavy-
fermions that charge fluctuations play a crucial role in @est VI. CONCLUSION
bilizing antiferromagnetic states.
In the context of cuprates, the AF Néel ordered phase of To summarize, we studied the frustratéd.J>-.J5 quantum
the insulating parent compounds correspond€jé. The  Heisenberg Hamiltonian in the BCT lattice using mean field
spin liquid phase introduced by Andersehal24-28 corre-  approximations. Introducing variational parameterseach
sponds to the homogeneous spin liquid phase withnon  intersite interaction is decoupled in the Weiss and the lgpin
zero. The relation between the spin-liquid field and the sutid channels. Our first observation corresponds to thelfiatt t
perconducting order parameter has been discussed by Wevagriationally the interactions always prefer a pure charine
Leeet al. in terms of gauge transformatioP&3 These gauge deed, any intermediate value of corresponds to a higher
transformations are based on particle-hole transformatim  free energy than the one obtained with decoupling paraseter
the fermionic operatorgr, that preserve the physical start- «; = 0 (pure Weiss) orr/2 (pure spin-liquid).
ing Heisenberg spin Hamiltonian but transform the spimtiq Studying the model af; = 0 for all temperature§’ and at
fields into superconducting pairing terms. T = 0 for all values of coupling/;, we find that the most sta-
Doping may be introduced more generally on the fuh ble variational solution corresponds to the purely magadii
Jo-J3 model. In heavy fermions, we know that the local- ordered ones. Nevertheless, we also analyze and characteri
ized quasiparticle states are associated withftfedectrons. the purely SL solutions that are the second most stable ones.
These localized degrees of freedom directly related to magrhree possible different magnetically ordered phasesgner
netism are usually distinguishable from the itinerant ghar atlowT, characterized by the ordering wave-vectdrsl, 1),
degrees of freedom. Indeed, in Ce and Yb compounds, de€4/2,1/2,0), and(1/2,0,0) that respectively correspond to
localized modes emerge from light conduction electrons; irthe three different regimes dominated by, J2, or J;. Sim-
actinides they emerge from the duality of th¢ orbitals ilarly, three different SL phases are also identified, the on
that have a partialy Mott-delocalized sector. In cupratesdominated by/; corresponding to a non-homogeneous MSL
such a localized spin - delocalized charge scenario carot Istate with commensurate ordering wave-vectard, 1), that
clearly done. Especialy at low doping, the adaption of thes expected to survive beyond the mean-field. We also re-
present spin-fermion model for cuprates should include thenarked that other variational solutions, including MSLtesa
physics of the Mott transition. Therefore, doping the Jo.-  with a different wavevectof0,0, 1) or (1,0,0) and mixed
Js model should be realized appropriately in various man-states withr; non extreme, are energetically above but not so
ers adapted to each experimental motivation: typicallyhiwi  far from the three pure SL ones that are analyzed here. Fluc-
Kondo+Heisenbergd;.J, or multi-orbital Hubbard models. tuations might stabilize some of these solutions as well.
Inspired by the previous works of Wen, Leeal, we ex- Whilst the purely magnetically ordered phases are the most
pect that the resulting charge fluctuations would strengthestable at the mean-field level, we expect fluctuations to be
the spin fluctuations and weaken the magnetically orderedtrong in the vicinity of the degeneracy lines separatirg th
phases that are predicted from a classical Heisenberf-  different ordering wave-vectors. It is very interestingnio-
J3 model. In turn, the spin-liquid phases are expected to retice that the analogous degeneracy lines obtained for tee th
main stable, associated to superconducting instabilities  different SL solutions do not coincide with the ones obtdine
voking this general scenario, we predict that the symnetriefor the magnetically ordered solutions. We thus conclude
of the resulting superconducting order parameters willltes that fluctuations should open a large area of parametersswher



11

magnetic orders are destroyed, favoring the stabilizatf@L by a point group symmetry or by an ordering wave-ve&or
phases. belonging to the reciprocal space of the dual lattice. On the
Surprisingly, when considering four different fits of exper other side, the AF order is characterized by a wave-vector
imental INS datas on UR®i,, we find in each case that Qar that belongs to the first Brillouin zone of the BCT lattice
this compound is close to the degeneracy line separating thaf sites,BZE<". We will thus later consider three other Bril-
(1,1,1)and(1/2,0,0) antiferromagnetic orders. We also find louin zones, denoteBZ} ¢, BZ3..s andBZy, ., that corre-
that, when considering the SL solutions, each of these ftsur fi spond to the first Brillouin zones of the bonds connected with
locates URuSI, well inside the MSL phase. This result sug- the couplings/i, J2, and.Js respectively (see figufé 1). Note
gests that fluctuations and frustration betwéemnd./; cou-  that BZg,,q and BZj,,q look like two-dimensional Brillouin
pling should play a crucial role in the HO-AF transition that zones since the couplings and.J; are inplane. We remark
is induced by pressure at Idfvin this compound. The possi- here that the present formalism at this stage can be applied
ble formation of a spatially modulated highly entangledesta to study both two-dimensional magnetism in compounds like
analogous to the MSL, emerging from frustration and fluctu-cuprates wherg; ~ 0 and three-dimensional magnetism in
ations, could provide a key ingredient in the realizatiothef compounds like UR4Si; for which .J; drives the AF order.
Hidden order phase. Since the BCT lattice has four times more bonds of Kirtlgian
The scenario presented here is very general and could teites, it appears th& 53" is four times smaller thaBZ
adapted and applied to study doped correlated systems withs a result, different wave-vectofd in BZ},4 characteriz-
BCT structure, including possibly unconventionnal suparc  ing different MSL bond orders, can be equivalent with each
ductors. In these cases, the inclusion of charge fluctumtion other from the AF point of view. For example, the ordering
the model are necessary and have to be done carefully singeave-vectorQj. can be equivalently chosen to b 1,1),
they might also play a crucial direct role for the supercon-(1,0,0) or (0,0, 1) when characterizing AF ordered phase on
ducting instabilities. Finally, the variational methocgttwe the BCT lattice. But these three vectors characterize three
introduced here could also be used for other models where @ifferent MSL ordered states. A detailed analysis is given
two-body interaction term can be decoupled in two differentin Ref.2 comparing the free energy of these three possible
mean-field channels. MSL ordered states. It was found that, when the degeneracy
was left,(1, 1, 1) characterized the MSL state with the lowest
free energy. Therefore, we choose to consider in this arti-
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Keeping in mind that the fermionic operatoys, repre-
sent quantum spiih/2, each interaction term on a bolRR’
in the J;-.J5-J3 Hamiltonian [1) can be identified to an anti-
ferromagnetic Heisenberg interaction:

Appendix A: Brillouin zones for the dual (bond) lattice

The choice of the phase of the modulatignor — on a
given bondRR' in Eq. [22) is of course not unique. At this
stage we could not go further by considering the system in its
whole generality. Motivated by experimental applicatibos
URUW,;Si;, we may thus assume that the order paraméter

lowers the lattice translation symmetry from BCT to tetrag'lntegrating formally the other sites degrees of freedonfef t

onal. This translation symmetry breaking corresponds 10 g, gy state characterizing the lattice, each locatibon
doubling of the lattice unit cell, and may as well be charac- inglet

) ) . . RR’' can be characterized by a probabiliff, " to be in
terized by various point group symmetry breaking. Indeed, . . R’
the spin-liquid fieldgrm, is defined on the dual (bond) lat- a singlet state. Invoking standard quantum spin algebra, we

tice. Each of these possible point group symmetry breaking;InOI the very general identity:

results from a non isotropic distribution of the phase modu- vinater 1 L.

lation + or — on the bonds neighboring a given lattice site. PRR = 1 (Sr - Sw/) - (B2)
Different possible orders belong to the same tetragortatdat

group but break different point group symmetries. It is re-Introducing the variational parametey that is appropriate to
markable that a MSL order can equivalently be characterizethe bondRR’ as defined by Eq[{2), and invoking the mean-

1 - -
ZXI{G’XRU/XI{'U'XR/U = 5 + 2SR . SR/ 5 (Bl)

oo’

whereSg and Sk are quantum spith/2 on sitesR andR’'.



field approximation decoupling in Weiss and spin-liquidicha
nels as defined by Eq$](3) ahd (4), we find the average

> (ko XRo/ Xy XRIo) = 2mmmps cos”(a;)

oo’

—lprr:[*sin®(a;) . (B3)
Finally, within the variational mean-field approximatighe
probability that a bon® R’ forms a singlet state is given by:

singlet |90RR’ |2

1 2
PRr/ = = — MRrMR cos(q;) +

5 sin?(ay) |

(B4)
where the kind of bond = 1, 2 or 3 is defined on figurgl1.

Appendix C: Saddle point equationsfor J; = 0

Using expression (35) witlv; = ®3 = J3 = 0, the

seven saddle point equations for the free energy functional

F(o1, a2, Ao, @1, q, P2, Sq..) are obtained from the fol-
lowing partial derivative expressions:

or - J5) — F()
s = 2.J; cos g blnal{lﬁzk: A

X [2J1 sin® a1 (|P171k* + [PQY1krq/2l’) — JQAF%,QAFlSQAFlQ} Ag

+ |(I)1|2 + |q)Q|2 + 8717QAF|SQAF|2} ) (Cl)

% = 4.J5 sin ap cos 042{ Z { [F() + F(2)] P22,k
k
On) — f(Qr
—2 [M} JQAF/YQ;QAFlsQAFF}

AQy
+ |¢2|2+727QAF|SQAF|2} ) (CZ)
or
E = 2.J5sin s

x{Z{f(Q*)—i—f( )}72k+2|‘1>2|} (C3)

k

OF )
E = 2J1 Sln2 Oél|q)1|
Q)77 a2 o
[ OO ).
(C4)
OF ,
99q = 2J; sin? a; | ®q|

FE)7,
{16 2 [A—Qkk Jisin @19} ey g2 + 1

(C5)

12

oF
=2JQu S AF
aSQAF weQ

.
X{Z[%}m—l}, (c6)

k

oF _
o = e @] -1 e
k
where f(w) = s +Cip 55 denotes the Fermi
function, and AQy = QF - O —

21/ (e )21Saue ? + 16(J55)2 (1,102 @1]2 + (1q.0)2|9ql?].
In the following it will be convenient to introduce the field-
dependent sums:

Amzﬁz[fm +7(9%)] (c8)
Acpzz%zkj PO+ F@) e, (€9)
ag, = Y B O s (e
k

05 — F(Q
:%zk:f( k)AQf( k),yka7 (C11)

N .
ASQAF:—Z%Q{(W, (C12)

After some standard algebra, the seven saddle point egsatio
for F'(aq, ag, Ao, @1, Pq, P2, Sq,e) are rewritten as :

Jysin 201 (871,qu[Saue 2 + @1 + [2o[?) =0, (C13)

Jasin 20 (|‘1>2| + 72,Que [SQue | ) =0, (C14)

Jo sin ae (A@2 + 2|Ps| ) =0, (C15)

J1|®1|sin oy (16J1 sin? oy Ag, + 1) =0, (C16)
J1|®q|sin a1(16J1 sin? a; Agg + 1) -0, (C17)
JQaeSaur (ASQAF JQu — 1) =0, (C18)

—1. (C19)

These equations may have some trivial solutions that corre-
spond to givingy; and/oras, the extreme value andr /2.

This leads to four various cases that are defined in {dble I.
Hereafter, the system of saddle-point relations {G13.] C14,
[CI5[CI6[ CIIM. C18.C19) is rewritten accordingly to the sim-
plifications provided by each case. In all cases, we stilehav
to solve the saddle point equation for the Lagrange muttipli
Ao.

Ay, =1. (C20)

For the other fields we are thus left with:
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1. Trivial solutions: Case A 2. CasB

Here we consider the trivial cases where bathand a» Here we consider that; is fixed to an extreme valué (
take extreme values/2 or 0. There are naturally four possi- or 7/2), andas is a free parameter. Since extremal values of
bilities that are analyzed sub-case by sub-case hereldlitst. o, have been already considered in case A, we thus assume
of the saddle point equations are trivially satisfied, ancgiwe the strict inequality0) < ay < 7/2. Eq. [CI%) can thus be
alyze here the relevant relations that still remain. simplified as:

|(I)2|2 + ’72-,QAF|SQAF|2 =0, (C‘?’O)
a. Sub-caséai,az2) = (0,0)
Putting aside the trivial solution with vanishing fieldsisthe-
This situation corresponds to the classical magnetic meariation requires an ordering wave-vector such thag,. < 0.
field approximation. In this case, only magnetic order is-con Invoking the definition Eq[{33), we check easily thalgu =

sidered, with the two possible ordering wave-vec@fg and ~ —2 andy, qi_ = +2. Therefore we consider only the order-
A~ The saddle point equation f6k,. and a given ordering  ing wave-vectoQAL = (1/2,1/2,0) for this case. EqI{C30)
wave-vector is: enforces linearity between the fields:
JQae SQur (ASQAF Jau — 1) =0. (C21) |Do| = |SQAF|\/§' (C31)
This relation and Eq[{C20) have to be completed by the other
b. Sub-cas€¢ai,as) = (7/2,0) relevant saddle point equations that are rewritten asvistio
Here, the interplane spin liquid fields compete or coexist Jo (A<1>2 + 2|(I)2|) =0, (C32)
with the magnetic order originating from the inplane Weiss
field JYsS The saddle point equations fér, ®q, andSq,. J25Qur {4J2 cos® (o) Asq,. + 1} =0, (C33)
are:
and also:
J1|<I>1|(16J1Aq>1 + 1) —0, (C22)
J1|Pql(16J1A 1)=0 Cc23
1l Q'( 14eq + ) ’ (€23) a. Sub-casen = 0:
JQ’YQ,QAFSQAF (QJQ’}/Q,QAFASQAF — 1) =0. (C24)
c. Sub-caséai,as) = (0,7/2) ¢ =Pq=0. (C34)

Here, the different layers ifu, b) directions are decoupled
from each other in a pure Weiss field channel. Inside each b. Sub-casen = 7/2:
layer, the mean-field decoupling is purely spin-liquid. The
saddle point equations fdr, andSq,. are:

o (A% + 2|<1>2|) —0, (C25) J1|<I>1|(16J1Aq>1 + 1) —0, (C35)
TN, Que Sue (SJm_,QAFAsQAF - 1) —0.  (C26) J1|®q| (16J1A4>Q + 1) —0. (C36)
d. Sub-caséai,a2) = (7/2,7/2) 3 CaseC

_ This corresponds to a pure spin liquid state with interplane This case correspondsdin (2a2) = 0 and a strict inequal-
f!eldscbl, ®q, and inplane fieldb,. The saddle point equa- ity 0 < oy < /2. Here we first consider EJ_{Cl13), that is
tions are: rewritten as:

JQ(A<I>2 +2|<1>2|)

J1|<I>1|(16J1Aq>1 + 1)

0, (C27) 871, Que | Sque |2 + [®1]% + [Pql> = 0. (C37)
0, (C28)

Excluding the trivial solution with all fields vanishing, e¢h
AF ordering wave-vector must satisfyi q, < 0. Invok-
ing the definition Eq.[(31), we check easily th,qj[Q}\F =-1

J1|@q (16J1A¢Q n 1) 0. (C29)
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andy, qu = +1/2. Therefore we consider only the order- 4. CaseD
ing wave vectoiQie = (1,1, 1) for this case, and Eq_{CB7)
reads:

81Squel* = |@1]* + 2. (C38)

This case is in principle the most general one, where both

In case C, this relation, together with EG_{C20) has to be-com™! andasy are considered as free parame_ters. Si.nce ex?reme
pleted by the following relevant saddle point equations: values0 or m/2 have aIreac_iy been _c_on3|dered N previous
cases, we assume here strict equalifies a; < /2 and

.9 _ 0 < az < w/2. Therefore, Eqs[{C13) and(d14) can be
J1| @] (16J1A<p1 sin? ay + 1) ~0, (C39)  gimoiified as.
J1|®q (16J1A¢Q sin? a; + 1) ~0. (C40)
and also:
a. Sub-caser = 0: 8’71-,QAF|SQAF|2 =+ |(I)1|2 =+ |(I)Q|2 =0, (C45)

|(I)2|2 + 72=QAF|SQAF|2 =0. (C46)

Su | Asaqy (81 cos a1 = 41) +1] =0, (C41)
B, =0. (C42)

The only way to obtain a solution without all fields vanishing
would require atleasiq,. # 0. The corresponding AF order-
ing wave-vectoiQar would have to satisfy both; g, < 0
andv2.q, < 0. Nevertheless, invoking definitionf_(31)

b. Sub-casew = 7/2:

and [33), we check easily that 1 < 0 buty, g > 0,
Ja (A<I>2 + 2|‘I’2|) =0, (C43) andv; qu > 0 buty, qu < 0. We thus conclude that nei-
2 _ ther Qi nor Q4 ordering wave-vectors can lead to such a
SQar (8J1ASQAF cos” o + 1) =0. (C44) solution.
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