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We obtain a quantum dimer model (QDM) containing a Rokhsar{K ivelson (RK) point expressed
by spin-1/2 Heisenberg antiferromagnets on a diamond-like decorated square lattice. This lattice
has macroscopically degenerated nonmagnetic ground stats, which are equivalent to the Hilbert
space of a square-lattice QDM. Then, a square-lattice QDM containing the RK point as a second-
order e ective Hamiltonian is obtained by introducing furt her neighbor couplings as perturbation.
Our model can provide a new method for the experimental reali zation of a resonating valence bond
state in the QDM.

I. INTRODUCTION

The quantum spin liquid (QSL) state is an exotic state that has been atensively studied. Owing to a strong quantum
e ect and frustration, a QSL does not order at absolute zero tenperature and does not invoke any spontaneous
symmetry breakingﬂ{ﬁ]. The QSL state originates from the resonéing valence bond (RVB) state of two-dimensional
spin-1/2 Heisenberg antiferromagnets, as proposed by P. W. Anerson in 1973[4].

Over the past decade, the Kitaev model has been pivotal in the stdy of QSL states[5]. This model is an exactly
solvable spin-1/2 model on a honeycomb lattice and forms a topologal QSL in the ground state, which is described
by the Majorana fermion split from the electron spin[ﬁ]. However, its experimental realization has been considered
di cult[7ﬂ because the Kitaev model contains extremely anisotr opic ferromagnetic interactions. Very recently, a
QSL has nally been realized, which has a signi cant e ect on both theoretical and experimental physics. Y. Kasahara
et al. reported long-range magnetic order suppression and a eldrduced QSL by the application of a magnetic eld
to -RuClz compounds with a dominant Kitaev interaction, i.e., a bond-dependen Ising-type interaction[12].

On the other hand, a quantum simulator can also be expected, emplong an optical Iattice[@{@] to realize a
model in which the QSL state can be obtained exactly, i.e., in which the vave functions of the QSL state can be given
exactly. Actually, a one-dimensional Heisenberg model has been abzed in a quantum simulator using an optical
Iattice[@]. Therefore, it is expected that a simple model containing aly isotropic Heisenberg interactions can be
realized easily by using such a quantum simulator, as opposed to a meticontaining a strong anisotropic interaction
such as the Kitaev model. Then, the question of whether such a Heeberg model exists, that is, one that can provide
the QSL state exactly, can be answered.

In 1988, D. S. Rokhsar and S. A. Kivelson proposed a quantum dimemodel (QDM)[@] as a phenomenological
Hamiltonian of the RVB theory. The QDM is given by

oo = tx =EDI]+I]ED= +vX =ED=+I]ED[I | "

wheret and v represent the pair-hopping amplitude and dimer{dimer interaction, respectively. Atv = t > 0, known as
the Rokhsar{Kivelson (RK) point, the ground state is exactly an equal-amplitude superposition of the dimer-covering
con gurations, which can be ascribed to an RVB stat]. The numeous studies on the QDM over the year:ﬁ]ﬂ@g]
suggest the possibility of nding a Heisenberg model from which a QDMcan be derived. However, it still has not been
clari ed whether a QDM can be established from realistic quantum spinsystems that only have isotropic Heisenberg
interactions.

In this paper, we report the possibility of obtaining a QDM containing an RK point from isotropic spin-1/2 Heisen-
berg antiferromagnets on a diamond-like decorated square latticDDSL) perturbed by further neighbor couplings.
In the DDSL the bonds of a square lattice are replaced by diamond uits[30], as shown in Fig.[1(a).

If the interaction strength of the four sides of a diamond unit is deroted asJ and the diagonal bond is denoted
asJ%= J , then their ratio  determines the ground-state propertie@l]. As shown in Fid.]1(h)we denote the four
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FIG. 1: Structure of (a) the DDSL and (b) the diamond unit. The thin and thick solid lines represent the antiferromagnetic
interactions J and J°= J , respectively. We denote s; and s; as the edge spins and the pair 6xa ; Sko) as a bond spin pair. The
edge spins and bond spin pairs are indicated by the closed andopen circles, respectively. The magnitude of all spin operators
is 1=2.

spin-1/2 operators in a diamond unit ass;, s;j, Ska, and s,. Thus, the Hamiltonian can be written as
X
H = hij ; (2
hi;j i

3
hij =J(Si+Sj) (Ska + Sko)+ J° Ska Sk + 7 (3)

where hi;j i represents a nearest-neighbor pair of the square lattice. Heres; and s; are known as the edge spins
(closed circles in Fig.[1(b)) and the pair (Ska; Skn) is known as a bond spin pair (open circles). It should be noted
that in Eq. (8) the energy of the bond spin pair is measured from tha of the singlet dimer.

For the ground states of the DDSL with 0:974< < 2:0, the present system exhibits a nontrivial macroscopic
degenerac@ﬁZ]. As shown in Figll2(a), in these ground statebé diamonds with triplet dimers (shaded blue ovals)
and with singlet dimers (empty red ovals) are arranged such that tre number of diamonds with triplet dimers is the
largest, and two or more diamonds with triplet dimers are not locatednext to each other, according to the variational
method and the Lieb{Mattis theorem[@]. Then, as shown in Fig.[2(b), we demonstrate that the ground states in
Fig. B(a) are equivalent to the square-lattice dimer-covering staes. First, by considering the diamond with a singlet
dimer in Fig. Pla), we obtain

J(Si+Sj) (Ska * Swo)i; Yijisik=0; (4)

where ; 9="or#andjsix = (j"ka;#bl j# ka;"kbl) P 2 represents the singlet dimer of a bond spin pair. Equa-
tion (A) indicates that due to the singlet dimer on the bond spin pairs the Hamiltonian in Eq. (B) e ectively vanish.
Therefore, we can regard the diamond with a singlet dimer as no dimein the QDM. On the other hand, the eigenvector
of the diamond with triplet dimer can be written as

o 1 o, o o
j G = 93 JT 0 gt B+ T iy jth i j T t0% 5)

wherefj T*iy; ;jT% ;jT i gand fit*ix;jtik;jt ikg represent the triplet dimers of edge spins and of a bond spin
pair, respectively, i.e.,

8
2 i ;o (=9

T iy = _("n#i+j#"i)=2 (=0 ©)
T H (=)
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FIG. 2: (Color online) (a) Ground states on the DDSL with 0 :974< < 2:0, exhibiting a nontrivial macroscopic degeneracy.
The shaded blue and empty red ovals represent the triplet and singlet dimers on the bond spin pair, respectively. (b) Square-
lattice dimer-covering states. There is no interaction bet ween dimers and each dimer is independent. It can be seen thatthe
arrangements on panels (a) and (b) are equivalent.

and
8. .
2J"ka; " kbl o (=4
jt ik = S ("kai#ol + j#ai"wi)= 2 ( =0) (7)
" jHa; Feol (=)

and the eigenvalue in Eq. [®) isJ(  2). Equation (B) can also be written as
j Yk = p_§(13|ka:iJS| kbj t JSikaj JSikbi); (8)

wherejsivy = ()"« ;#i J# « ;"|i)=p§ ( =abandl=1i;j)and Eqg. (@) is a plaguette RVB state. As
(Si+ Sj + Ska * Skn)’j %iijx =0 9)

is obtained, we nd that Egs. (B) and (B) describe nonmagnetic teramer-singlet states. Therefore, the ground states
shown in Fig.[2(a), known as macroscopically degenerated tetrammedimer (MDTD) states, are nonmagnetic, because
they consist only of tetramer-singlet states and singlet dimers.

Here, it should be noted that the properties of the singlet dimer andthe dimer of QDM are very di erent. The
rst di erence, is that the singlet dimer jsij; has an orientation (choice of a sign), i.e.jsiy; = j Siji = () "i;%
ij# )= 2. Contrary to this, the dimer in the QDM has no orientation and it can be assumed thatjsi i = sl
(see Fig.[3(a) and (b)). The second di erence is that each of the isglet dimer covering states is non-orthogonal as
g,hown in Fig.[3(c). The orthonormal basisjmi (Fig. Bld)) is obtained by using the mathematical formula j i =

2 (S ¥)mnj ni, wherej i are the dimer coverings andSmn = h mj ni. However, the calculation of S *2)mn
is very di cuIt[3E|

The tetramer-singlet state in this study has no orientation, i.e.,j %jx = j Yijix holds (Fig.@(a)), and each of the
tetramer-singlet covering states are orthogonal (Fig[%(b)). Furthermore, each tetramer-singlet state is independent.
These properties enable us to obtain an isotropic Heisenberg Hamiltoan, in which the ground-state manifold coincides
with the classical close-packed dimer-covering states on any lattes, if the Hamiltonian in Eq. (3) is applied on every
link of the lattice. Therefore, as shown in Fig.[2(b), the MDTD states on the DDSL are exactly the same as the
square-lattice dimer-covering states.
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FIG. 3: (Color online) Properties of the singlet dimer and di mer in the QDM.
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FIG. 4: (Color online) Properties of the tetramer-singlet s tates: (a) the tetramer-singlet, equivalent to the plaquet te RVB state,
has no orientation and (b) the di erent tetramer-singlet co vering states are orthogonal.

However, as the magnitude of the bond spin pair is a conserved quiéity, i.e., [( Ska + Skb)?; hij ] = 0, there is no
hopping of the tetramer-singlet state; thus, there is no transition between each state in the MDTD states. Therefore,
in this study, we show that the hopping of the tetramer-singlet states can be achieved by introducing further neighbor
couplings, , as perturbation (Fig. )] and the obtained square-lattice QDM as a second-order e ective Hamiltonian
contains the RK point. It should be noted that we previously obtained a square-lattice QDM by an alternative
method of introducing further neighbor couplings@, ]. Howeverwe obtainedv 0 in the entire region of ,
which indicated that the obtained QDM did not contain the RK point. Fu rthermore, we also obtained a QDM by
introducing another kind of further neighbor coupling in addition to as shown in Fig. 5 of the present paper (see

| in Fig. 3 in Ref. @). However, we found that the introduction of | did not provide the RK point because |
resulted in a signi cantly larger pair-hopping amplitude than the dimer {dimer repulsive interaction, i.e., t( v)[@].

This paper is organized as follows. In Sect. Il., we de ne the pertubation Hamiltonian and obtain a square-lattice
QDM as a second-order e ective Hamiltonian. In Sect. Ill., we descibe the details of the second-order perturbation
processes. In Sect. V., we discuss the calculation results desceith in Sect. 3 and demonstrate that our e ective
Hamiltonian as a square-lattice QDM contains the RK point. In Sect. V., we summarize the obtained results.

Il. PERTURBATION HAMILTONIAN AND SQUARE-LATTICE QDM AS A SE COND-ORDER
EFFECTIVE HAMILTONIAN

The perturbation Hamiltonian can be written as

X X
HO= Vk;m + VI;n ; (10)
hi;m i hin i
Vicm = kmSkb Sma; Vin = nShb Sna; (11)
where m = n = Wwhile H;mi and H;ni represent the pair facing each other on one plaquette, as shown in

Fig. B



FIG. 5: (Color online) Structure of the DDSL with the introdu ction of further neighbor couplings .

Then, based on Eq. [ID), we adopt perturbation energies up to th second order. First, we nd that the rst-order
perturbation energy is zero, which is described in Sect. Ill. Theréore, we only consider the second-order perturbation
and obtain a second-order e ective Hamiltonian. It should be notedthat an arbitrary second-order process cannot be
created by perturbation bonds belonging to di erent plaquettes. As the possible second-order processes are created
using the perturbation bonds on a plaquette twice, the second-ater e ective Hamiltonian can be written by

X ED ED
He = t(=) = I] ¢ i) I] = + (=) = = + (JJ) I] I]
ED
+ (lup) D D + (1down) D D + (1r|ght) |:I |:I + geﬂ) I:| I:|
* o D D? (12)

wheret® andt() represent the second-order pair-hopping amplitudes of dimers ah §) , ()~ (up) ~ (down) - (righ)

Qe“) , and o represent the second-order perturbation energies, respectly. Henceforth, the dimer refers to the
tetramer-singlet state 9. The summations are taken over the plaquettes of the lattice. Futhermore, considering the
translational and rotational symmetries of the system, it can be written that

t =t = ()
@ — )
2

2= 2
L= (1up) — (1down) — (1right) — geft): (13)

Therefore, Eq. (I12) can be obtained by

He = tf"' 2624‘ 1614‘ 060; (14)
where
X ED ED
= Q-0
X ED ED
o= O Q-0 I
X ED ED ED ED
=N ===t s N a
X
Do = D D : (15)



As He conserves the number of dimers, we can write
D,+ D, + D= N =[total number of plaquettes] (16)

and

1 N
> 20,+ D, = - = [total number of dimers]; (17)

where the coe cient 1/2 on the left-hand side of Eq. (I7) is introduced to prevent the double counting of dimers.
Using Egs. [I8) and [17) and eliminatingd; and D, from He , Eq. (Id) can be rewritten as

He = tf"'( 2 21+ o)lﬁz"‘ 1N: (18)
Here, the coe cient of D, on the right-hand side of Eq. (I8) represents the dimer{dimer inteaction
v o 21+ o (19)

and the sum of the rst and second terms on the right-hand side ofEq. (I8) is Hgpm - It should be noted that
Eqg. (T9) becomes repulsive (attractive) when there is a large (sniB energy gain of a plaquette with one dimer, i.e.,
j1 0 olsi2iGa ] ol 2i) because 5, 1, and ¢ are all negative.

I1l. SECOND-ORDER PERTURBATION PROCESSES

The possible second-order perturbation processes that gendeathe dimer{dimer interaction v are shown in Fig.[6.
As shown in Fig.[8(a), the initial state has two dimers on the plaquette. There are two kinds of processes, which are
produced by Vi.5 and V3.7. When operator V1.5 is applied, the singlet states at sites 1 and 5 turn into triplet states
in the intermediate state. On the other hand, when operatorVs.7 is applied, four kinds of clusters are generated in
the intermediate state. De ning the second-order perturbation energy as ».s s ( 2.t t) When operator Vi.5 (Va.7) is
applied we can write

2= 2s st 2 tf (20)

It should be noted that when a perturbation bond operates on a diner-covering state, clusters with the edge spins
that become \defects" are generated in the intermediate state where a defect refers to an edge spin that belongs to
two or more dimers or to no dimer. No perturbation bond on anotherplaquette can remove these defects, which holds
for all second-order perturbation processes described in the fowing. As shown in Fig.[B8(b), the initial state has one
dimer on the plaquette. When operator Vs.7 (Vs.11) is applied, one cluster (two kinds of clusters) is (are) generated
in the intermediate state. De ning the second-order perturbation energy as 1.s s ( 1.t s) When operator Vz.7 (Vs:11)
is applied, we can write

1= 155 st 1t s (21)

As shown in Fig. [E(c), the initial state has no dimer on the plagquette. In this case, the clusters formed in the
intermediate state become equivalent. Therefore, we have the s@ contributions from the process whenVs.1; and
V7.15 are applied. Thus, de ning the second-order perturbation energ as o.s s, when operatorVs.11 or V.15 is applied
we can write

0 :2 0;3 s: (22)

Here, we discuss the rst-order perturbation energy. It can beseen that the upper process shown in Fid.16(a) and
the upper and lower processes shown in Figsl 6(b) and (c) do not giva rst-order term of the e ective Hamiltonian
because these intermediate states do not contain diagonal termsOn the other hand, the intermediate state of the
lower process shown in Figld6(a) appears to contain diagonal termsorresponding to the second state from the left.
However, similarly to this case, it can be shown easily that the rst-order term is zero, as follows. When we consider
the tetramer-singlet state j giijk , the expectation of the spin operatorsk; ( =xy;z; = ab ofthe statej Yijjx
can be obtained ash 7, js,. j 7 i = 0. Therefore, we obtain h D, ; &, oy0iViekol T ;5 o500l =0 and nd that
the rst-order term of the e ect|ve Hamiltonian is not provided.

Substituting Egs. (0){(22) into Eq. (19), we nally obtain the dime r{dimer interaction, v.
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FIG. 6: (Color online) Second-order perturbation processes and energies generating the dimer{dimer interaction v. The initial
state has (a) two dimers, (b) one dimer, and (c) no dimer on the plaquette. The blue (red) bonds indicate that the bond
spin pair is in triplet (singlet) states. A blue (red) bonds i n the ovals represent the tetramer-singlet state 9 (the state that is
obtained by replacing jti in 9 by jsi).
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FIG. 7: (Color online) Second-order perturbation processes for the pair-hopping of dimers. There are two kinds of processes.

Next, we consider possible second-order processes for the pampping of dimers. As shown in Fig[Y, there are two
kinds of processes. In the case of the upper process shown in Hify.a state where all bond spin pairs at sites 1, 3, 5,
and 7 are triplet states is generated in the intermediate state. Futhermore, when V3.7 operates on the intermediate
state, and the triplet states at sites 3 and 7 become singlet stateshe pair-hopping of dimers occurs. On the other
hand, in the case of the lower process shown in Fidl 7, one of the immediate states is the state where all bond
spin pairs at sites 1, 3, 5, and 7 are singlet states. Furthermore, len Vi.5 operates on the intermediate state and
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singlet states at sites 1 and 5, respectively, transforming them in triplet states, the pair hopping of dimers occurs.
De ning the second-order pair-hopping amplitudes of the upper aml lower processes shown in Fidl]7 as s and t; ¢,
respectively, we can write

t:ts S+tt [: (23)
The details of the calculation of the second-order perturbation eergies (Egs. [20){(22)) and pair-hopping amplitude
(Eqg. (23)) are provided in the Appendix.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The numerical calculation results for the dependence of andt on are shown in Fig.[8. The horizontal axes are
in the range of 0974< < 2:0, where the MDTD states are stabilized and the square-lattice dime-covering states
are constructed. First, it should be noted that at = 1:187 and 1.478, we obtain the RK point = t> 0), i.e,, a
stabilized RVB state. Furthermore, Fig. Blshows that the attractive (repulsive) interaction, v < 0 (v > 0), is obtained
in the ranges of 0974< < 1:062 and 1679< < 20 (1:062< < 1:679). To investigate these behaviors in detail,
Fig. @ shows the numerical calculation results for the dependencefoop.s s, 1.s s» 1.t s, 25 s and 2 { on and
the dependence ofs s andt; { on is shown in Fig.[10. Figure[® shows that the energy gain of a plaquettaith no
dimer, os s, iS increasing as approaches 0.974. Therefore, as shown in Figl 8, the attractive taraction becomes
larger as approaches 0.974. On the other hand, the energy gain of a plaguetwith two dimers, . ¢, diverges
to 1 at = 2:0, which results in the divergence ofv ! 1 at = 2:0, as shown in Fig.[8. The pair-hopping
amplitude, t, diverges to +1 at =2:0 because;  divergesto +1 at =2:0, as shown in Fig[ZID. The reason for
the divergence at = 2:0, which is a phase transition point in the original Hamiltonian in Eq. (B), is that the energy
denominators become zero (see Appendix). In the intermediate gion of , the energy gain of a plaquette with one
dimer is slightly larger than those of the others, resulting in a small rgulsive interaction.

The numerical calculation results for the dependence of=t on and the phase diagram of are shown in Figs[T1(a)
and (b), respectively. At =1:187 and 1.478y=t = 1, which is the RK point that is obtained as detailed above. In
the region of 1187< < 1:478,v=t > 1 is obtained, which suggests the stabilization of the staggered pls& of the
square-lattice QDM due to the generation of a large repulsive interation between the dimers. On the other hand,
in the ranges of 0974< < 1:062 and 1679< < 2:0,v=t< 0 is obtained, which suggests the stabilization of the
columnar phase of the square-lattice QDM due to the generation oén attractive interaction between dimersﬁ,@].
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FIG. 8: (Color online) Calculation results for the dependen ce ofv and t on

, where the unit of v and t is
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V. SUMMARY

We obtained a square-lattice QDM containing the RK point, as a secod-order e ective Hamiltonian, from spin-1/2
Heisenberg antiferromagnets on a DDSL by introducing further néghbor couplings in Eq. (I0). We found that by
controlling the magnitude of the parameter on the DDSL, it is possible to freely generate the states appearing in
the square-lattice QDM. We believe that the most important result of the present study is the construction of a QDM
containing the RK point from a model containing only quadratic and isotropic Heisenberg-type couplings. This is
contrary to previous studies, where it has not been possible to catruct a QDM from quantum spin systems without
considering the model containing complicated multiple spin interactiors such as those in Refl_40. Therefore, we
expect that our construction of QDMs from Heisenberg models preides a clear path toward experimental realization,
such as a quantum simulator using an optical Iattic]. Furthemore, for triangular-lattice QDM, it has been
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FIG. 11: (Color online) (a) Calculation results for depende nce of v=t on and (b) phase diagram of .

reported that the RVB state emerges in a nite area of 0.8 < v=t 1@,@]. Our method for constructing QDM can
be adopted for arbitrary lattices, i.e., dimer-covering states of a orresponding lattice can be obtained if we replace
each bond of an arbitrary lattice by the Hamiltonian in Eqg. (3) for < < 20@] Therefore, if we consider a
diamond-decorated triangular Iattlce_] instead of a DDSL, the ohiained e ective Hamiltonian may provide the RVB
state over a nite area of . We expect that the result in the present study is the rst step toward such a concept.
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Appendix: Calculations of the second-order perturbation m atrix elements

In this section, the details of the calculations of the second-ordeperturbation matrix elements are presented. We
consider the upper process,.s s shown in Fig. 6(a). When V;.5 operates on the initial state js;; 2;4;3;55; 8;6;7i, we
have

VisiSt; 9.4:3:85 067l = 7 jtojt%s | tTiajt is j ot igjt'is | 945 Sl (A1)

If the bond spin pairs at sites 1 and 5 are in triplet states, then a comected cluster (Q 1; 2; 3; 4; 5; 6; 7) appears in the
intermediate state. For the unperturbed Hamiltonian, hg.» + ha.4 + hs.g + hg.o, Of this cluster, the eigenvalues and
eigenstates can be written a£j ;,+4J andj "ip 7, respectively. Therefore, the matrix elements can be written as

h § 7iVisiSt; 343185 0671 = Z(h 0 7tdits; 343 067l N0 7itiits; 243 Gl
h 8 7itiits; 34 0e7l): (A.2)
The energy denominator of the intermediate state is given by
(Eg ,+43 ) 2J( 2)=Eg§ ,+J(2 +4): (A.3)
Thus, from Egs. (A.2) and (A.3), we obtain
2 X -20.:+0 . S+ .
2s s~ 7@ h § 7518 243 0e7l W 8 7itiits; 3430 Ol
2
h 0 7tiits: 34a0 867l Eg ,+J(2 +4) : (A.4)

Similarly, 2+ t, 15 s 1t s 0s s ts s, @ndty ¢ can be obtained by

2 1 1 1
e e A5
ZUUTT3 96( 2) 24 12(3 ) (A-5)
2 X 0.;0. g g g g g g
— n ::0.40. . . ; Nt . . ;
lis s— 1_6 h 0 1OJt3-t7' 0;2;1r 4:;6;5 8;10;9I h 0 lOJt31t7' 0;2;1' 4:;6;5 8;10;9I
n
. .2
h 8 1witaity: 8210 650 8100l Eg 0+ J(2 +6) ; (A.6)
2X n o+ . g g 2. . n . g g 2
Lt s = 28 ih 0128910110t 0210 s10:0l N 01:2:80:10120t115 6215 810000
n

H n +0 . 0 . g =2 n
+jh 51289101115 0:2:15 8100l Eo.1.2:8:9:10.11 7 6J

2 X 0 2 2
H n H . g . g N H n H . g . g N
>4 ih 8.1.2:8010110t15 0210 s100l 1IN 0128910110110 0210 8:10:00)
n
N i+t . g -9 2 n .
+jh o12:8900,100t010 0,220 811001 Eo1:2:8:9001  J( +5) (A.7)
2 X 0. g g 0 0. g g
—_ H n H . . H n H . . H
e T jh o 6it3s 8210 265N 8 1411 81000 12:14:130)
n;n ©
+ih " otre 9. - 9 in n® it..- g .9 i'2
N o ellzs 0:2;10 465N 8 1all11s 810,90 1214130 o
2 0
e N e . g .9 o n® o+ .0 . g - n n .
+jh o 6tz 0217 2650 8 14t115 81000 12:14:180 Eog 6+ Eg 14+ J(2 +8) (A.8)
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2 X
_ 0. 0. . - Ch L . -
ts s= 16 h § 7it3it7; 8215 esi h 0 7it3ity 3245 Zsl
L . - 0. 0. . - L . -
h 8 7itsit75 8210 Zesl h g 7ithits: 84si Serl N 0 7itlits: 34si 7l
h § 7ty ;ts; 3;4;3; 8;6;7i = Ep ;+J(2 +4) ; (A.9)

and

tt t — (AlO)

192(  2)

It can be seen, that the denominator of the rst term of Eq. (A.5) and that of Eq. (A.10) generate the divergence
ofv! 1 andt! +1 [38], respectively, at =2:0, as shown in Fig. 8.

The values of Egs. (A.4), (A.6), (A.7), (A.8), and (A.9) for each are obtained by using the exact diagonalization
method for the clusters consisting of 8, 11, 7, 14, and 8 sites, rgsctively.
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