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Short-range resonating-valence bond states in an ogbitafienerate magnet on a honeycomb lattice is stud-
ied. A quantum-dimer model is derived from the Hamiltoniamich represents the superexchange interaction
and the dynamical Jahn-Teller (JT) effect. We introduce lweal units termed “spin-orbital singlet dimer”,
where two spins in a nearest-neighbor bond form a singlét sissociated with an orbital polarization along
the bond, and “local JT singlet”, where an orbital polaii@atis quenched due to the dynamical JT effect. A
derived quantum-dimer model consists of the hopping of fire-srbital singlet dimers and the JT singlets, and
the chemical potential of the JT singlets. We analyze theahioglthe mean-field approximation, and find that
a characteristic phase, termed “JT liquid phase”, wherk tiw spin-orbital singlet dimers and the JT singlets
move quantum mechanically, is realized. Possible sceméoiothe recently observed non magnetic-ordered
state in BgCuSk Oy are discussed.

PACS numbers: 75.25.Dk, 75.30.Et,75.47.Lx

I. INTRODUCTION resented by a kinetic motion of the local spin singlet dimers
This is extended not only to the frustrated magnets [16] but

Quantum spin liquid (QSL) state without long-range mag-also toa hole doped system away from the _half filling, where
netic order down to low temperatures is one of the central is10!€ kinetic energy, as well as the exchange interactiongsio
sues in strongly correlated electron systelhs [1]. A number ofh€ singlet dimers [15]. The QDM is also applicable to the
experimental researches to explore the QSL phenomena hafi@ntum magnets with orbitally degeneracy. A description o
been performed in a wide range of molecular-organic Saits [Zthe_ resonant spln-_orbltal dimers was at.tempte.d ina trilamgu
4] and transition-metal compounds [5—7] with geometricall Iattlc_e system motlvatgd from the experimentsin L|I§lm_].
frustrated lattices. Some of the materials have been asalyz A SPin-orbital system in @ honeycomb lattice is another eand
theoretically based on the Heisenberg model and/or théesing date: in which the spin-dimer picture gives an appropriate d
band Hubbard model on frustrated lattices, which are widely?CriPtion for the ground state. Theoretical calculatioased
accepted as the minimal models for the QSL phenomena. ©N the microscopic spin-orbital model have shown that the

Beyond the minimal theoretical models, additional factors spin singlet dimers associated .W'th the orbital alignmente
which promote the QSL phenomena, have been examined féclgsonantly the honeycomb lattice [17].
recent decades. An orbital degeneracy in magnetic ionsis on Recently, a layered cupper oxide, £uSbO,, is found
of the candidate factors. The orbital degree of freedomerepr to be a new candidate of the QSL materials with the orbital
sents directions of the electronic wave function and thegtha  degree of freedom [18-21]. Temperature dependence of the
distributions. Some kinds of orbital alignments reduce fan e magnetic susceptibility shows no anomalies down to 0.2K, al
fective dimensionality of the magnetic interactions armhalpt ~ though the Weiss temperature is estimated to-5&K [18].
the magnetic orders. The orbital degree of freedom also hd8§ an early stage of the research, this was attributed to the
an intrinsic frustration effect even without geometrigaktra- S = 1/2 spin system in a triangular lattice. However, de-
tion; all bond energies in a certain orbitally ordered state-  tailed x-ray diffraction structure analyses revealed t@at
not be minimized simultaneously. From these points of viewions do not form a triangular lattice, but a short-range hon-
the QSL states in magnets with the orbital degeneracy, ds weycomb lattice[[19, 22], which requires us to search another
as the spin-orbital quantum liquid states, have been pezpos factor to realize a QSL state. A promising factor is the or-
theoretically[B=12], and candidate materials, such as@jN  bital degree of freedom in a €t ion where one hole occu-
and FeSgS,, have been examined experimentdlly [13, 14]. pies one of the degt_enerat@orbitals. The ele(;tron spin reso-

The resonating valence bond (RVB) state is widely ac"@nce (ESR) eﬁgerlments show the almost isotrgfiactors
cepted as a possible ground state in low-dimensional qorantudown to 30K [1 I-22], suggesting no specific orbital align-
spin systems. This is expected to be given by a superpositents with static Jahn-Teller (JT) distortions, but intéca
tion of the spin singlet pairs formed in nearby sites of a crys POssibility of an orbital quenching. Some theoretical szen
tal lattice. One successful theoretical treatment for tiarts ~ 10S for unique roles of the orbital degree of freedom on QSL
range RVB ground state if = 1/2 spin systems is known W€ré proposed [17. 28, 24].
as the quantum dimer model (QDM) originally proposed in In this paper, we examine short-range RVB states in an or-
Ref. [15], in which the resonance of the valence bonds is repbitally degenerate magnet on a honeycomb lattice with the
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dynamical JT effect, motivated from the recently discodere (a) ®_, >

QSL state in BaCuSkhOy. A QDM is derived from the %¢ QoQ

Hamiltonian which represents the superexchange interacti > p

and the dynamical JT effect. Two local objects are intro-

duced: a spin-singlet dimer associated with the polarized o

bitals along the bond, termed the spin-orbital singlet djme

and a local JT singlet, where both the orbital polarizatiod a

the static JT distortion are quenched due to the dynamical JT

effect. The derived QDM consists of the kinetic terms of the

spin-orbital singlet dimers and the JT singlets, and therche

ical potential of the JT singlets. The mean-field phase dia-

grams are obtained. A characteristic phase, termed the JT

liquid phase, is realized due to the competition between the

superexchange interactions and the dynamical JT effetit; bo i

the spin-orbital singlet dimers and the JT singlets hop on a(b) ()

lattice quantum mechanically. Relations to the experiment

results in BgCuSk Oy, as well as the previous theoretical .Y‘y
1

works, are discussed. s “
In Sec[1l, QDM is derived from the Kugel-Khomskii type \/ Y
superexhange interaction and the local dynamical JT effiect
Sec[l, mean-field phase diagrams at zero temperaturé-is ca Z ]
culated. Sed_1V is devoted to the discussion and concluding x* ens Ny

remarks.
FIG. 1: (a) Three kinds of NN bonds in a honeycomb lattice.
Schematic views of (a) a spin-orbital singlet dimér™);;,., and
(c) aJT singlet¥Al),.

II. MODEL

In this section, we set up the model Hamiltonian which con-for the superexchange interactions, given by
sists of the Kugel-Khomskii type superexchange Hamiltonia
and the dynamical JT effect between the orbitals and lattice HOF = Z ”HZSJEI
vibrations. The QDM is derived, as an effective model of the (i5)1
Hamiltonian, by _the per_turbational expansion in terms ef th _ Z [JSSZ- .5, - Tl 4 g S, Sjr-lrl-] e
superexchange interactions. oy v v

where(ij); represents the NN bond connecting sitesd j

along al(= z,y,z) bond in a honeycomb lattice as shown
A. Superexchange Interaction in Fig.[d(a), andS; is the spin operator for a hole with an

amplitude of1/2. We introduce the bond-dependent orbital

We consider the superexchange interactions between thOéaeratordefmed by

nearest-neighbor (NN) magnetic ions on a honeycomb lattice 271y B 2711\ s
One hole occupies one of the doubly degeneegterbitals T; = €08 < ) I7 —sin ( > T,
in each magnetic ion. The orbital degree of freedom is repre-

sented by the pseudo-spin operator with an amplitude/®f  with (n.,n,,n,) = (0,1,2). The eigenstate of! with

®3)

defined by the eigenvaluer1/2 (—1/2) represents the state, in which
the ds;2_,» (d,,2_,2) orbital is occupied by a hole, where
1 t (I,m,n) = (x,y,z) and their cyclic permutations. The
T = BY Z Ciys Ty Cin's) (1) wave function for the eigenvaluel/2 is given by|¢;) =
7Y’ cos(mny /3)|dy2 2 ) —sin(mn; /3)|ds.2 =), which represents

the leaf-type orbital and is preferred due to the JT coupling
wherec;, is an annihilation operator for a hole with orbital  as mentioned later. The exchange constants inEqJ/(2)],
and spins. The superexchange interactions between the NNind.J,, are positive.
magnetic ions are derived from the extendeldype Hamilto- The lowest-energy eigenstate
nian by the perturbational calculations in terms of thetetet  bond is given by
transfer integrals. Detailed derivations and full expiess of
the Hamiltonian were presented in Réf.[[17]. Here, we adopt [V ij = 1
the dominant parts of the Hamiltonian, as a minimal model ’ V2

ij]?l on an isolated NN

(I iz = 14D i) 10D )il )5, (4)
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The first line in Eq.[{I¥) represents the harmonic vibrations
with frequencyw, and ionic masd/, and the second line rep-
resents the JT coupling with a coupling constatt 0). The
third and succeeding lines are for the anharmonic termsevher
B (< 0) is the third-order anharmonic potentid@ly (> 0) is
the quadratic JT coupling constant, afitt> 0) is the fourth-
order anharmonic potential.

The adiabatic energy-potential planes are calculated by ne
glecting the kinetic energy of the lattice vibrations. Aswin
in Fig.[2, there are three potential wells on the lowest aatiab
plane, and the potential minima on Qe -Q, plane are given
at the distortions,

27Tnl 27T7’Ll

Qi = cos (T) Qy +sin (T) Qo (8)

forl = (z,y, z) and an amplitude, = /Q? + Q2. To de-
scribe the low-energy vibronic states on the lowest adiabat
plane, it is adequate to adopt, as a non-orthogonal basis set
the vibronic wave functionsl*) localized around the three
potential minima at);. In the crude Born-Oppenheimer ap-
proximation, the wave function is given as a product of the
electronic and lattice parts as [25]

FIG. 2: Adiabatic potential-energy planes of the JT cougplitamil-
tonian in Eq.[[¥). Lattice distortions at the three potdreizergy
minima in the lowest plane are also shown.

[BT) = [v)|er™), 9)

where|y)7); (= |dm2_n2);) is the one-hole occupied state of where|®}P) is the lattice wave-function localized arou@yl
thed,,:_, orbital at sitei. A schematic view is depicted in Although the following formulation does not depend on an

Fig.d(b). The eigenenergy fow°™);;.; is —&°7 with explicit form of |®}'*), an example of the wave function is
’ given by
3 1 3
e = _JS+_JT+_JST> . (5) . 2 2
(030 R T T

This is a spin-singlet state and the parallel orbital alignin
where the orbital and spin degrees of freedom are not entan-
gled with each other.

(10)

where(p, ¢) are the polar coordinates in tidg, — @, plane,
N is a normalization factor, and, andwy are the vibrational
frequencies for the and¥ coordinates, respectively. The vi-
bronic wave-function with the Asymmetry is given by a lin-
ear combination of¥{T) as

B. Jahn-Teller Coupling

Next, we consider the dynamical JT effect betweenethe

orbitals and the E-symmetry vibrational modé€&);.., Qi. }, 1
inan Q octahedron):surrour?/ding a magnetic i%)ér% at git\;e |‘I’?IXT1> = ﬁ (|‘I’iT> + |‘I’;T> + |‘I’iT>) ) (11)
assume that the vibrations occur independently at eachrdT ce
ter. Hamiltonian is given by termed a JT singlet state, with the energy
JT JT JT JT|\qJT
HIT =D H (6) By, = APV Bn 4280
i (Wl W) 1+28

with

whereS = (UT|WIT) By = (WT|H/T|WIT) and Byp =

2T 1 02 Mw? (UITHIT1wIT). A schematic view of the JT singlet is given
i = Z _m—anm + B Qim in Fig.[d(c). In a similar way, the E-symmetry doublet wave
m=(u,v) functions are given by

+ 2A(T7 Qiw + T Qi) )

+ By QL 305Qu) D) = = (1) — T 2, @

+ BQ [( 12u - ?»U)T;z - 2Q1quTf] T 1 T T

2 212 |‘I/IJ31;> = = (|‘I/9Jc > - |‘I’J >) ) (14)
+ C(Q7 + @7)" (7) V2 v
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| « );, respectively. First, we derive the matrix elements of
the superexchange interactions. A bond energy for the spin-
orbital singlet dimer is given by

Hijyl =) = =& =). (19)

A bond, in which thei andj sites are involved in different
spin-orbital singlet bonds, is represented |by—), and its
bond energy ig —|ﬁ§;l| —)=-J;/16( —| —). On
FIG. 3: Three configurations of the spin-orbital singlet dimand  the other hand, at least either onei@ind; sites is occupied
the JT singlets. Dotted circles and closed curves represemged by the JT singlet state, the superexchange interactiorggner

portions between (a) and (b), and (b) and (c), respectively. is zero. By modifying the superexchange interaction as
1 /ST __ /ST ﬁ 1— ~JT 1_AJT 20
ijil = Thijy T 16( n; )1 =n5"), (20)

with the ener
9 wheren]" is the number operator of the JT singlet at site

By — Ev1 — E19 (15) the matrix elements are given by
- 1-8 -
(== H| =) = =" ( =] =), (21)

When the quadratic JT couplind@, term in Eq. [), is ne- ( |7:ZZ]T; | )= e | ) (22)
glected, the doublet E states are the ground state. On tae oth = Ttiggl — /== \=1—)

hand, in the case of largB, there is a possibility that the R
singlet A state is the ground state [26]. We assume the sin%ng othe3r3are zero. We defin® = & 6/r = 35+
glet ground state through this paper. Relations to our ptessi 167 T g /s

work, where the doublet E states are assumed to be the groundThhe matlrix elements for thi J}: (l:)oTpling terrp] are caIcukIJateid
! ; ; ; In the similar way. A site, which belongs to the spin-orbita
state[[1], wil be discussed in SECIIV. singlet dimer, is represented by ), and the effective JT cou-

pling Hamiltonian is modified as

C. uantum Dimer Model ~
Q HIT = 1T — B (23)

Here, we derive QDM as an effective model of the Hamil- Then, the matrix elements are given by
tonian

(o |H]T| o) ==""(e] ), (24)
H=H"+ 1T, (16)
given in Egs.[(R),[(6) and[7). We assume that the low energy (o |HIT| o) =—e"T( o]0}, (25)
states are given by configurations of the following two local _
units: i) a NN bond state along the directibgiven by and others are zero. We defin€’ = —FEx, + E;.
. . By using the above formula, we rewrite the Hamiltonian as
16%)iza = [0°7) i | 27°)il @) 5. 17) A J o
H=HT+H"' + LNy — = ntndt, (26
This is the spin-singlet state in thé,,-_,,2) orbital alignment 1677 16 ;p ’ (26)
accompanied with the distortion; in both sites. This is
termed aspin-orbital singlet dimer. ii) a single-site state with the total number of the JT singlet given by
given by .
Nyp =Y af". (27)
¢7)i = [8)i|TAL )i (18) i
This is a product of the spin state(&1, 1)) and the singlet  This Hamiltonian is divided into the diagonal part
vibronic state, by which an orbital polarization is quenthe N T AT
Thisis termeds JT singlet. For simplicity, from now on, the Ho = —pNyr = U Z i 1 (28)

spin degree of freedom at the JT singlet is neglected. This as <ij>
sumption might pe_justifiegi when the JT singllet sites ard@lilu and the off-diagonal part
and the magnetic interaction between them is weak. The spin
degree of freedom in the JT singlet sites and magnetic orders M1 =H — Ho, (29)
will be discussed in SeC V.

As examples, three configurations of the spin-orbital sinwhere we define the chemical potentjak= —¢*7 /2 + &7 —
glet dimers and the JT singlets are shown in Eig. 3, wher&.J. /16, and the inter-site interactioty, = .J,. /16, for the JT
|$59) ;.1 and|p’T); are represented by symbols=),; and  singlets.



Derivation of the QDM is followed by the procedure pro- @ ®)

posed in Refs[[15, 27]. From the non-orthogonal|det)

with a configurationC' of the spin-orbital singlet dimers
and the JT singlets, the orthonormal basis set is obtained as
|(I>c> = ZC,(O_l/Q)c/cN/C/) whereOccr = <\Ifc|\I/c/>.
Then, the effective Hamiltonian is derived from the oridina
Hamiltonian# is given by

(HGH)AB = Z (O*l/Q)AA/HA/B/(071/2)813_ (30)
A'B’ (c) (d)

To obtain the expression 6{.g, the overlap matrix(, be-

tween two configurations are required to be calculated. et u
consider, first, the two configuration,) and|¥.) shown

in Fig.[3(a) and (b), respectively, where changed portions
marked by broken circles are represented by the states

and|\~,). The two configurations are connected by hoppings

of the three spin-orbital singlet dimers. An overlap magtfis-

ment between the two is given B \\~/) = Og, ¢, = a*S° FIG. 4:

Wherea_ - .1/\/5' Another configuration, te,rmep%)’ IS benzene-like resonating states on hexagons are alignedoney-
shown in Fig[B(c), where the number of sites involved incomp jattice. (b) “Diluted plaquette state”, where somenesing

Four mean-field states. (a) “Plaquette state”, witleee

a changed portion from;) is more than six. An overlap
matrix element betwee';) and|¥3) is of the higher order
of a thana*. Then,O is expanded by the parameieras
O=1+a*S5% + --- with

W= Z 7N ol +He,

conf.

(31)

states in (a) are replaced by the JT singlets. (c) “JT liqteades,
where both the spin-orbital singlet dimer and the JT sisdhep. (d)
“JT singlet state”, where all sites are occupied by the Jglsis.

wheret = 3e°7aS%, V = 3e57a8S"2, andt’ = 2a%(1 +
25)%S. A symbol }"_ ., represents that a summation is

where a symbo} ., implies that a summation is taken for taken for the NN three sites in a honeycomb lattice. From now
all hexagons in a honeycomb lattice. In the similar way, thegp to avoid complexity due to a number of interactions in the

off-diagonal term of the Hamiltonian is expanded7s =
—3e5TatS%0 + - - -. By using the expressions 6f andH,
the effective Hamiltonian for the spin-orbital singlet dinis
given by

01/2H01/2 _ HO —3857(1456&)4—3857-0(8512(:)2' .
(32)

The configuration$¥,) and |¥3) shown in Figs[B (b) and

(c), respectively, are connected due to a hopping of the JT
Changed portions between the two configurations

singlet.

Hamiltonian, we focus on the representative three ternes, th
t-term, pu-term andt’-term, representing the superexchange
interaction, the JT coupling, and the dynamical JT effest, r
spectively. Finally, we have a simple version of the QDM
given by

Hoom =—t »_ (1N (/| +He)

conf.

—t Z (I _o (, /| +He) — uNyr.

conf.’

(34)

marked by dotted curves are represented by the local stat$e first and second terms represent the kinetic energigsof t
| _e)and|_ ;). Then, the off-diagonal matrix element between gpin_orhital singlet dimers and the JT singlets, respelytv

the two is obtained as_d#, |, ;) = —(¢*" + ') ( _d[, /)
with (_d, /) = 202(1 + 25)28

and the third term is for the chemical potential of the JT sin-
glets. This model is similar to the QDM proposed in a hole-

Up to the order of®, we obtain QDM as an effective model doped antiferromagnetic Mott insulator [15].
of the spin-orbital coupled system with the dynamical JT ef-

fect:

Hqoom = —t Z (1M (/| + Hee.)

conf.

AN (A IA VI

conf.
~JT ~JT \J
—UE [ — uNj1
<ij>

—t' > (9 ( ]+ He),

conf.’

(33)

III. PHASE DIAGRAM

We analyze the QDM in Eq[(B4) by using the mean-field
approximation, and obtain the phase diagrams at zero temper
ature. Four mean-field states shown in Elg. 4 are considered.
These are characterized by the number density of the JT sin-
glet, nyt = (Nyr)/N, andt’. A phase shown in Fid.]4(a)
is termed a “plaquette state”, whergr = 0 and hexagons
occupied by the spin-orbital singlet dimers resonantly are
aligned in a honeycomb lattice. This state is stabilizedhgy t



It is well known that the hard-core bosons are mapped onto
the S = 1/2 spin systems by using the relations,

1
af = 8", ai= 5", ala; = 5 + 5, (38)

T B

Then, the effective Hamiltonian for the JT liquid state is
rewritten as

FIG. 5: (a) Two sublattices (dotted and dashed-dotted )iivea oy Az qAz Ay gAyy l Az
honeycomb lattice. (b) Possible hopping processes of ttgndjlets Hon=—2t Z (S Sj +5; Sj ) '“Z 2 + 5

by thet'-term in Eq. [3#). Hopping directions depend on configura-

ti f th in-orbital singlet di ding thesifglets. 1
ions of the spin-orbital singlet dimers surrounding thesifilets oy Z (SlBISJBI-i-SlBijBy) _“Z (54_51&).

<ij>€B €D

<ij>€A €A

(40)

kinetic energy of the spin-orbital singlet dimer, i.e. thestfi . . .
- ; _ : This is the two independent XY models on the triangular lat-
term in Eq. [3#)([28]. On the other side ajy = 1, all sites tices with the transverse fields along We note that the in-

are occupied by the JT singlets [see [Eiy. 4(d)]. In between S . e 5
two candidate states are shown in Figs. 4(b) and (c), whigh a{)eractlon is antiferromagnetic, i.€[= 50‘2(1 +25)%5] <0,
termed “diluted plaquette state” and “JT liquid state” pes ecause’ < O .

tively. In the diluted plaquette state, some hexagons dedup As a plqu5|ble meanjfleldh.grr(])ugd state%jL,lwae asgurr]ne
by the spin-orbital singlet-dimers in the plaquette stagéere- ?Zcooge spin structure, in Whg tSS clone algg e sand the
placed by the JT singlets, and all local units are localiZenl. b -degree structure is in tite — 5% plane. Energy Is given
the other hand, in the JT liquid state, the spin-orbital Ising y

dimers hop due to the kinetic energy of the JT singlets, he. t Ej, P 9 1
second term of Eq[{34). A configuration shown in [Elg. 4(c) is N g 0~ 5(1 + cosf)
a shapshot. = —zt'nyr(1 — nyt) — png, (41)

Energy of each phase is calculated in the QDM Hamilto-
nian. In the diluted-plaquette state, where theermis irrel-  wheret’ = |t|/2, = = 3 which is an effective coordination

evant, the energy is given by number, and a relatiom;t = (1 + cos6)/2 is used.
Epp " The_ phase diagram on theyr —_t’ plane is calcul_ated
-~ = _6(1 —nyT) — pPNyT- (35) by using Egs.[(35) and_(#1), and is presented in Fig. 6(a).

At nyr = 0 and1, the plaquette phase and the JT singlet

In the JT liquid state, the-term in Eq. [3#) is irrelevant, and 550 annear, respectively. In between, the diluted plaque
the kinetic-energy gain of the JT singlets stabilizes tlagest phase and the JT liquid phase compete with each other.

As shown i_n Fig[b(a), the c_anorjical two sublattices givenEnergies of the two phases are compared in Eig. 7 where
by connecting the next NN sites in a honeycomb lattice are ;i fixed to be 1. Two energies cross with each other
termgdA qnd_B, and the JT singlets hop to one of th? threeat nyr/(2t'/t) = 1/6. It is shown that a phase separation
NN sites inside of the same sublattice. For simplicity, we —
assume that a JT singlet hops to one of the three directionbetween the two appears between< nyr < /t/(6z1).

and neglect a fact that the hopping direction is ruled by theBy taking the phase separation into account, (see bold lines
configurations of the spin-orbital singlet dimers arour@éte  in Fig.[@(a)), the diluted plaquette phase is restricted ia-a
Fig.[E(b)). Then, the kinetics of the JT singlets is mappedyion of zt'/t < 1/6, and a phase separation governs a large
onto the hard-core boson model, where two bosons hop indg¢rarameter space. The phase diagram plottedmnﬁ’ plane

pendently in each sublattice, given by is shown in FiglB(b). The dilute plaquette phase only appear
o o B i atp/t = 1/6 andzt’/t < 1/6.
Hor ==t Z (a;a; +He.) “Zaiaz Finally, we recall the relations for the parameters=
<ij>€A €A 3887—04456,tl: %042(1+25)2S, andMZEJT—%EST—%JT,
—t Z (bjbj +H.c.)— quIbi, (36)  wheree*[= %JS + %JT + %JST] is the spin-orbital sin-
<ij>eB i€B glet bond energy, anf[= (V)T ¥JT)] is the overlap integral

wherea; andb; are the boson operators defined in sublattice®f the vibrational wave function in different potential min

A and B, respectively. Symbol§™_,._ 4z imply sum- ima. From the viewpoint of the original model Hamiltonian
1 - 1] . . . .

mations for three of the six NN bonds in the triangular lat-iN Eqs. [I6), results in Figl6 are interpreted that the lanye

tices. The total number of the JT singlets is equal to that of"9Y 9ains of the JT effect and the superexchange interactio
the bosons: realize the plaquette and JT singlet phases, respectauediy,

. ; ; in between the two phases, the diluted plaquette and JTliqui
Nyr =Y ala;i+ > blb;. (37)  phases are stabilized due to small and large contributions f
icA i€B the dynamical JT effects, respectively.
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JT glets. Dashed-dotted line represents the energy giveredyléxwell
construction method. A parameter value is chosen tethg = 1.
1 . . . .
(b) IT liquid /
phase /
08 states are the ground state. It was proposed that the spin-
orbital resonant state, where the spin-orbital singletedsn
06 hop on a honeycomb lattice without the transnational symme-
+~ try breaking, is realized by the dynamical JT effect, and was
-~ considered as a candidate state of QSL. In the present work,
Hlfz 04 we assume another case that thesfate is the ground state.

This state is represented in the QDM by a mobile local singlet
which is similar to a mobile hole carrier in the QDM for a hole
doped antiferromagnetic system|[15]. By the mean-field cal-
JT singlet phase culation, we show that the JT liquid state is stabilized by th
competition between the superexchange interaction and the

Wl Plaqutte

0 dynamical JT effect. There is another difference from thee pr
02 20 02 04 06 08 1 vious study; only the dominant terms of the superexchange
Diluted plaquette 7 / t interactions are taken into account in Eg. (2), instead lof al

terms of the superexchange interactions derived in Ref. [17
The remaining terms bring about the interactions between th
spin-orbital singlet dimers [17], and may replace the p&qu

tte phase by the valence bond solid state for the spin-drbita
planes. A dashed-dotted line in (a) represents the phasedhou P y P

. . . . "’/ . .
between the diluted plaquette and JT liquid phase, when tihsep singlet dimers In-a region Of_smalt /tin FIg.IE.. .
separation is not taken into account. Dashed lines représeper- Second, we discuss relations to the experimental results in

colation threshold for a honeycomb lattieesr = 0.969. Ba;CuSkOy. The two states mentioned above, i.e., the spin-
orbital resonant state proposed in Ref. [17] and the JT lig-
uid state shown in Fid.]4(c), are the two possible scenarios
for the observed no magnetic-ordered state where the brbita
polarization might be also quenched. Let us focus on the ob-
served temperature dependence of the magnetic susdgptibil
decomposed into the gapped and paramagnetic Curie com-
First, we discuss relations of the present QDM to our preponents. In the scenario of the spin-orbital resonant state
vious work in the spin-orbital-lattice coupled systém [1A3  the gapped and paramagnetic components are attributed to
explained in Se¢._IIB, there are two possible ground states ithe spin-orbital singlet dimers and the so-called orphamssp
the local JT Hamiltoniar’T, introduced in Eql{7); the dou- respectively. On the other hand, in the JT liquid-state sce-
blet E and singlet Astates. Relative stability of the two states nario, the gapped component is owing to the spin-orbital sin
is determined by the quadratic JT couplidy, in Eq. [1); the  glet dimers. When the number density of the JT singlets is
E (A,) states are the ground state in the case of small (largdgss than the percolation threshold, i®jr. = 0.696 on a
Bs. In the previous study, we assumed that the doublet Floneycomb latticel [29], it is reasonable to assume that the

phase

FIG. 6: (a) Mean-field phase diagrams on the-t', and (b)u-¢’

IV. DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY
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spin degree of freedom on the JT singlets, which is not takeshemical potential of the JT singlet. Mean-field calculasio
into account explicitly so far, is responsible for a parametiy ~ reveal that the JT liquid phase, where both the spin-orbital
component. The broken lines in Fi§s. 6(a) and (b) represertinglet dimers and the local JT singlets hop quantum mechan-
nyT = nyre, below which two component magnetic excita- ically, is realized by a competition between the superemgba
tions are explained in the JT liquid state. Weak anisotropynteraction and the dynamical JT effect. We propose that thi
in the g factor observed in the ESR experiments is also comphase is a candidate state for the non magnetic-ordered phas
patible to both the two scenarios. In the spin-orbital resiin  observed in BgCuShOg. Present study provides a new the-
state, the spin-orbital singlet dimers hop quantum meehaniretical framework for the short-range RVB state in orlytal
cally [17], and averaged populations in the three equitalendegenerated quantum magnets.

orbitals are equal with each other in the time scale slowaar th
the hopping energy of the spin-orbital singlet dimers. 3
liquid-state scenario, the orbital polarization is alsewgched
due to the motion of both the spin-orbital singlet dimers and
the JT singlets.

In conclusion, we derive the QDM for& = 1/2 quantum
spin system associated with thg orbital degree of freedom We thank K. Penc, S. Nakatsuji, H. Sawa, M. Hagiwara,
and the dynamical JT effect. In order to construct the QDM,and Y. Wakabayashi for helpful discussions. This work was
two local units are introduced; the spin-orbital singlendr,  supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Numbers 26287070.
where the two spins in a NN bond form a singlet state associSome of the numerical calculations were performed using the
ated with the orbital polarization along the bond, and tlealo  supercomputing facilities at ISSP, the University of Tokydl
JT singlet, where the orbital polarization is quenched due tis supported by the global COE program “Weaving Science
the dynamical JT effect. The QDM consists of the hoppingsNeb beyond Particle-Matter Hierarchy” and the Japan Soci-
of the spin-orbital singlet dimer and the JT singlet, and theety for the Promotion of Science.
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