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E� ectsofpossibleorbitalorderin m agneticpropertiesoftwo-dim ensionalspin gap system for

CaV 4O 9 areinvestigated theoretically.Afteranalyzing experim entaldata,weshow thatsingle

orbitalm odelsassum ed in the literatureareinsu� cientto reproducethe data.To understand

the origin of the discrepancy, we assum e that in d1 state of V,dxz and dyz orbitals have

substantialcontributionsin thelowest-energy atom iclevelwhich leadsto a double-degeneracy.

W estudypossiblecon� gurationsoftheorbitalorder.Byexactdiagonalizationandperturbation

expansion,wecalculatethesusceptibility,wavenum berdependenceoflow-lyingexcitationsand

equal-tim espin-spin correlationswhich isrelated to integrated intensity oftheneutron inelastic

scattering. These quantitiessensitively depend on the con� guration ofthe orbitalorder. The

calculated results for som e con� gurations ofthe orbitalorder reproduce m any experim ental

results m uch better than the previous single-orbitalm odels. However som e discrepancy still

rem ainsto com pletely reproduce allofthe reported experim entalresults. To understand the

origin ofthesediscrepancies,wepointoutthepossibleim portanceofthepartially occupied dxy

orbitalin addition to orbitalorderofpartially � lled dxz and dyz orbitals.

K EYW O RD S:CaV 4O 9,spin gap,orbitalorder

x1. Introduction

Sincethespin gap wasdiscovered in atypicaltwo-dim ensionalm aterialCaV 4O 9,
1)them echanism

ofthespin gap form ation in thissystem hasbeen intensively studied by m any theoreticalm ethods.

2;3;4;5;6;7;8;9;10;11)

This m aterialconsists ofVO 5 pyram id layers. Crystalstructure ofthe VO 5 pyram id layer is

shown in Fig.1(a). The oxygens constitute a com plete square lattice while in the square lattice

ofthe vanadium atom s,1/5 ofthem are depleted. The vanadium atom is nearly located at the

center ofthe pyram id constructed from four oxygens in the layer and one apicaloxygen. Each

VO 5 pyram id is connected by edge sharing. The unit cellofthe layer includes two edge-shared
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plaquettesofV atom sshown in Fig.1(a),because the apicaloxygen ofone edge-shared plaquette

islocated above the VO 2 planewhile thatofthe otheroneisbelow the plane.

Fig. 1. (a)Crystalstructure ofVO 5 pyram id layer. Fullcircles representvanadium atom s,while open circles are

oxygen atom s. Apicaloxygens are om itted in this �gure. Shaded square area represents the unit cellof this

system . Vectorsa1 and b1 are the unitlattice vectors ;a1 = 3x � y and b1 = x + 3y,respectively. Here x and

y represent the unit lattice vectors ofthe square lattice com posed ofoxygens de�ned as x = aex and y = aey.

Param etera isa lattice constantwhile ex and ey are unitvectors.(b)Fourkindsofthesuperexchange couplings.

Bold-gray,bold-black,thin-gray and thin-black linesrepresentthespin exchangecouplings,Jep,Jed,Jcp and Jcd,

respectively.

SincethevalenceofV atom is4+ ,thed electron on V atom can betreated asa nearly localized

spin with S = 1=2.In theliterature,ithasbeen assum ed thatanon-degenerateorbitalon V atom is

occupied.2;3;4;5;6;7;8;9;10;11) Based on thisassum ption,the S = 1=2 antiferrom agnetic Heisenberg

(AFH) m odelwith the nearest-neighbor and the next-nearest-neighbor exchange couplings has

been introduced. W hen the nearest-neighbor exchange couplings are only taken into account,

the system is described by the AFH m odelon the square lattice ofthe plaquettes,where each

plaquetteconsistsoffourV atom salm ostcentered in theedge-shared pyram id.(W ecallthislattice

plaquettelattice.) O n theotherhand,when only thenext-nearest-neighborexchangecouplingsare

considered,the system is described by two disconnected square lattice ofthe plaquettes,where

each plaquette istwice aslarge asand 45� tilted from the plaquette elem entofthe previouscase.

In this case each plaquette consists offour corner-shared pyram id. Here,four di� erent kinds of

spin exchange couplings are introduced,as is shown in Fig.1(b). The spin exchange couplings

between V atom sin the edge-shared and the corner-shared plaquettesare represented by Jep and

Jcp,respectively. W hile the spin exchange couplings connecting the edge-shared and the corner-

shared plaquettes are Jed and Jcd, respectively. In the literature, the case where Jed ’ Jep

is taken as J and Jcd ’ Jcp is J0,has been m ainly studied theoretically since only two kinds

ofspin exchange couplings should be derived from the previous single-orbitalassum ptions. The

e� ects of the Jahn-Teller distortion, tilting of the pyram ids and the spin-orbit couplings m ay

cause the di� erencesbetween Jed and Jep orbetween Jcd and Jcp.Thetheoreticalm ethodssuch

asperturbation expansions,2;3;4) exactdiagonalization,5) m ean � eld approxim ations,7;8) quantum

M onteCarlom ethod,2;9)high-tem peratureexpansions4;5;6)and thedensity m atrix renorm alization

group m ethod10) have led to the result that this system has a spin gap in the region around

Jep > Jed withoutfrustration (J0= 0)orin the region J0’ 0:5J.Here the spin gap isde� ned as

the energy di� erence between the singletground state and the lowesttripletstates. In the above
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m entioned regions,theorigin ofthespin gap isascribed to theedge-shared plaquettesinglet.The

energy dispersion ofthe tripletstateshasbeen calculated by theperturbation expansion from the

edge-shared plaquette singlet.2;3;4) The wavenum ber ofthe lowest energy excitation is (�,�) in

the absence ofthe frustration,which is also obtained by the variationalM onte Carlo m ethod.11)

However,itshiftsto incom m ensuratewavenum bersasthefrustration dueto J0becom esrelatively

large.

Recently,theneutron inelasticscattering study forsinglecrystalofCaV 4O 9 hasbeen perform ed.

12;13)Theexperim entsindicatethatthepredictionsfrom thetheoreticalstudiesfortheconventional

m odelare inconsistent with the experim entalresults. First ofall,the wavenum ber ofthe lowest

energy excitation given by the experim ents is (0,0) in the m agnetic � rstBrillouin zone,which is

di� erent from the theoreticalresults. Here,the m agnetic � rstBrillouin zone in the wavenum ber

spaceisexpanded by thevectors ~a2 = ~a1+ ~b1 and ~b2 = � ~a1+ ~b1,asshown in Fig.2.Itis
p
2�

p
2

tim eslargerthan the� rstBrillouin zoneoftheunitcellexpanded by thereciprocallattice vectors

~a1 = a1=10a
2 and ~b1 = b1=10a

2,where a is a distance between the nearest-neighbor V atom s.

Secondly,ifthe spin exchange couplingsbetween V atom s are determ ined so asto reproduce the

dispersion ofthelowesttripletexcitationsin theexperim entalresults,a largedi� erenceisresulted

between the couplings, i.e. Jcd = 0:088Jcp and Jep = Jed = 0:395Jcp,
13) which is hard to

understand within the conventionalfram ework.

Fig. 2. Brillouin zone of two-dim ensionalVO 2 plane in CaV 4O 9 lattice. Square surrounded by broken lines is

the �rst Brillouin zone ofthe lattice,while the square with bold-solid lines is the m agnetic �rst Brillouin zone

obtained by the experim ent.
13)

The wavenum berq isrepresented by the vectors ~a1 and ~b1. W hile k isdescribed

by ~a2 = ~a1 + ~b1 and ~b2 = � ~a1 + ~b1,respectively.Here,thelattice constantbetween thenearest-neighborV atom s

isa.

In order to understand the contradiction between the experim entalresults and the theoretical

ones,weshould reconsiderthem echanism ofthespin gap form ation forCaV 4O 9.In thispaper,we

study e� ectsoforbitaldegeneracy and orbitalorderwhich hasbeen neglected in theliterature.The

crystal� eld from theoxygen ionson thecornersofthepyram id liftsthedegeneracy oft2g orbitalsin

theatom ic level.However,two orbitalswhosewavefunctionsareexpanded by dxz and dyz orbitals

m ay stillbedegenerateeven in thiscrystal� eld.Then thee� ectiveHam iltonian sensitively depends

on con� guration oftheoccupied d orbitalsthrough them echanism ofthesuperexchangeinteraction

ifthe occupied orbitalshave substantialcontributionsfrom thedxz and dyz orbitals.In Section 2,

we introduce severalpossible e� ective spin Ham iltonians with the orbitalorder. Itis found that

strength ofspin exchange couplingsstrongly dependson patterns ofthe orbitaloccupancy. This
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m ay explain theappearanceoflargedi� erencein thespin exchangecouplingsneeded to reproduce

experim entalresults. In Section 3,we estim ate the strength ofthe spin exchange couplingsfrom

analysesofthe tem perature dependence ofthe uniform m agnetic susceptibility. W e use the exact

diagonalization (ED)m ethod.Although the system size tractable by the ED islim ited,the cases

westudied show rathersm allsystem sizedependencedueto theopening thespin gap which m akes

itpossibleto inferthetherm odynam iclim it.Then wecalculatetheenergy dispersion ofthetriplet

statesand the wavenum berdependenceofthe equal-tim e spin-spin correlation which isrelated to

theintegrated intensity oftheneutron inelasticscattering within theperturbation expansion (PE).

Theim portantelem entsto explain theexperim entalresultsarepointed out.Theorigin ofthespin

gap in each case ofthe orbitalorderisalso discussed. In Section 4,we com pare these theoretical

results with the experim entalones and discuss the im portance ofthe orbitalorder. Section 5 is

devoted to sum m ary.

x2. E�ective H am iltonians

For the purpose ofunderstanding the problem sm entioned in the previoussection,we consider

severalm odelsforthespin gap form ation.TheHam iltonian isgiven by theAFH m odelwritten as

H =
X

< i;j>

JijS i�S j; (2.1)

whereS i representsthespin operatorwith S = 1=2 atisiteand Jij isthespin exchange coupling

between thespinsatiand j sites.

In thisstudy,weassum ethattheorbitalsgiving thelowestenergy in theatom icleveldueto the

crystal� eld aredoubly degenerate.In otherwords,theground state wavefunction hassubstantial

weightofthedxz and dyz orbitalsand thatthed electron occupiestheseorbitalsatleastpartially.

Below we referto occupied orbitals sim ply as dxz or dyz orbitals in this paper. However,it does

notnecessarily m ean thatthose consistofpure dxz and dyz orbitals. W hatwe need to m ake the

proposals in this paper relevant is the double-degeneracy ofoccupied orbitals with dxz and dyz

com ponent contained. Even sm allcontribution ofdxz and dyz orbitals m ay m ake the exchange

coupling sensitively dependenton theoccupied orbitals.Although thestaticJahn-Tellerdistortion

ortilting ofthe pyram id could liftthe degeneracy ofdxz and dyz orbitals,we do notconsiderthis

e� ectwithin thisstudy,because such static distortionshave notbeen observed so far. Therefore,

we investigate e� ects ofthe orbitalorderforthe dxz and dyz orbitals. Asism entioned later,the

strength ofthe spin exchange couplings between V atom s depends on the con� guration ofthe

occupied d orbitalson V atom s.

W econsiderthespin exchangecouplingsbetween thenearestaswellasbetween thenext-nearest

neighborV atom sthrough thesuperexchangem echanism ,asisshown in Fig.3.In the� rstcase,the

V-O -V bondsm ake approxim ately rightangle.Then thesuperexchangecoupling worksrelevantly

through the pz orbitalofthe oxygen when the d electron occupies dxz orbitalon V atom and
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Fig. 3. Lattice structure ofV-O -V and con�guration ofoccupied orbital. Figures(a)and (b)show the caseswith

therightangleofV-O -V.Figure(a)showsthecasethattheoccupied d orbitalson V atom saredi�erent,while(b)

isthecasewith thesam eoccupied orbital.Figures(c)and (d)show thecaseswith thestraightlineofV-O -V.The

con�gurationsofthe occupied d orbitalsin Fig.(c)and (d)are the sam e asthose in Fig.(a)and (b),respectively.

the other d electron is localized at dyz orbitalon the other V atom shown in Fig.3(a). However,

the superexchange coupling m ay be relatively sm allwhen the both d electrons occupy the sam e

orbitalson each V atom shown in Fig.3(b).Thereason isthatoneofthetransferintegralsbetween

pz orbitalon oxygen and one of the d orbitals is relatively sm alldue to the sym m etry of the

wavefunction ofthese orbitals.In the second case,the V-O -V bondsm ake approxim ately straight

line. Then the superexchange coupling workse� ectively when the d electronsare localized atthe

sam eorbitalswhich extend to theoxygen asshown in Fig.3(d).W hilethesuperexchangecoupling

should berelatively sm allin the case shown in Fig.3(c).W hen thed electronsoccupy the orbitals

both ofwhich do not extend to the oxygen located between the V atom s, the strength ofthe

superexchange couplingsshould be also relatively sm all. Consequently,the anisotropy ofthe spin

exchange couplingsarisesthrough thism echanism .

Here,weintroduce� vem odelswith thepossiblepatternsoftheorbitalorderasshown in Figs.4.

The orbitalpatterns in Figs.4(a) and (b)are the cases where the electrons occupy the d orbitals

alternatingly within theedge-shared plaquettesbutin a uniform way from plaquette to plaquette.

Therelevantspin exchangecouplingsin Fig.4(a)aretheedge-shared plaquettebondsJep,whilethe

onesin Fig.4(b)are Jep and Jcd.Figure 4(c)showsthe case where the plaquette unitin Fig.4(a)

and (b)are placed alternatingly. Figure 4(d)showsthe case where allthe occupied orbitalshave

thesam esym m etry.Figure4(e)showsthecasewheretheoccupied d orbitalsarealternating in the

x-direction whileareuniform in they-direction.From here,wetake thestrengthsoftherelatively

sm allspin exchange couplings as the sam e values. In reality,these value are not necessarily the

sam e because these sm allcouplings appear due to som e sm alldistortion ofthe lattice from the

perfect square lattice. Then to study di� erence between them , these sm alle� ects have to be

considered.Thispointisdiscussed in detailin Section 4.In otherpossible patternsofthe orbital

order,the m agnetic unitcellbecom esm ore com plicated. In thispaper,we do notconsiderthese

m orecom plicated possibilities.

x3. R esults

In this section,we study m agnetic properties for the m odels in Figs.4(a),(b) and (c) in m ore

detailthan for (d) and (e) since the con� guration of the occupied orbitals in the edge-shared
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Fig. 4. Five possible patterns oforbitalorder viewed in the projection to the xy plane. Bold lines connecting V

atom srepresentthedom inantsuperexchangecouplings.Thesym bolson V atom srepresentthedxz and dyz orbitals

schem atically.(a)A casewith thealternatingpattern oftheorbitalsin theedge-shared plaquette.The�lled orbitals

are\tiled" in a uniform ed way am ong di�erentplaquettes.(b)Thisisthesam eastheonein Fig.(a).However,the

dxz and dyz orbitals are replaced each other. (c)The case where the orbitalin allthe nearest-neighbor V atom s

are occupied alwaysin thealternating con�guration.(d)The case thatalltheorbitalsare occupied uniform ly.(e)

The case thatthe occupied orbitalsare alternating in the x-direction while are uniform in the y-direction.

plaquette forthese m odelshasfour-fold rotationalsym m etry which appearsto be consistentwith

experim entalobservations.13)

3.1 Uniform M agnetic Susceptibility

In this subsection, we determ ine the am plitude of the relevant spin exchange couplings and

the otherrelatively sm allonesto reproducethe tem perature dependenceofthe uniform m agnetic

susceptibility � given by theexperim ents.Here,weassum ethateq.(2.1)isan e� ectivespin Ham il-

tonian ofm agnetic properties below 700K .W e calculate the � of16-site system by the ED with

theperiodicboundary condition.Theuniform m agnetic susceptibility isde� ned as

� =
�

N

Tr
P

i

P

jS
z
iS

z
j exp(� ��n)

Trexp(� ��n)
; (3.1)

where� representstheinversetem peratureand N isthenum berofsite.Interm sofcom parison with

theexperim entaldata in theunitofem u/g,we should m ultiply ourdata with energy scale J by a

factor4N A g
2�B=JkBM with N A theAvogadro num ber,�B theBohrm agneton,kB theBoltzm ann

constantand M thegram perm ole.Thefactor4 com esfrom thenum berofV atom sin a unitcell.

The param eterJ dependson each m odel. Here,the g-factoristaken asa � tting param eter. The

experim entaldata show a peak ata tem peratureaboutTp ’ 110K .Thetem peratureT� wherethe

am plitude of� becom esa halfofthatatTp isabout595K .W e choose the am plitude ofthe spin

exchange couplingsso asto give the best� tbetween the ED and the experim entalresultsin the

region above Tp.

Figure 5(a) shows the tem perature dependence ofthe � forthe m odelshown in Fig.4(a). The

� tting ofthedata leadsto the spin exchange coupling Jep is183K ,whilerelatively sm allonesare

Jed = Jcp = Jcd = 97K ,respectively. The ratio Jed=Jep is 0.53. The g-factor is 1.71,which is

rathersm allcom pared to g ’ 2:0. In principle,the m echanism which reducesthe value ofthe g

factorestim ated from � in experim entscould exist.O nepossibility isan e� ectofsm allspin-orbit

couplings. However,we do notdiscussthispointin thispaper. Asa reference,the data notonly

for16-site system butalso for8-site system are shown in Fig.5(a). The size dependence appears

below Tp. However,the � nite size e� ectissm allabove Tp,which justi� esthe presentestim ate of
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thespin exchange couplingsto take asthevalue in the therm odynam iclim it.

The spin gap for 8-site,16-site and 24-site system s were calculated. The size dependence of

the spin gap is shown in the inset in Fig.5(a). Ifwe assum e that the � tting function for two-

dim ensionalspin gap system has a form as � s(N ) = � s(1 )+ A
N
,the spin gap extrapolated to

the therm odynam ic lim itisestim ated to be about101K ,nam ely � s=Jep = 0:550. The reason for

taking this � tting function is as follows. The energy dispersion ofthe triplet excitation near the

wavenum ber with the lowest energy excitation is approxim ated as �T(k)= � s+ cxk
2
x + cyk

2
y for

su� ciently sm allkx and ky,where � s representsthe bulk spin gap. Using the periodic boundary

conditions,thewavenum berkx(ky)hasa L
�1
x (L�1y )correction,whereLx(Ly)isthenum berofsites

in the x(y)-direction.Because Lx and Ly are taken asN �1=2 in two dim ensions,the above � tting

function isobtained.Iftheenergy dispersion can beapproxim ated by thequadraticform in a wide

rangeofthewavenum berspace,the� tting function reduced from thequadraticdispersion m ay be

available even in sm allsize system s.Thism odelm ay belong to thiscase.

Fig. 5. Tem perature dependence ofuniform m agnetic susceptibility for �ve m odels. Figures (a),(b),(c),(d)and

(e) correspond to � for the m odels in Figs.4 (a),(b),(c),(d)and (e),respectively. Bold-gray lines represent the

experim entalresult.Insetsshow the extrapolation ofthe spin gap asa function ofN in the ED results.

For the case shown in Fig.5(b), we take the relevant spin exchange couplings as Jcd > Jep,

for exam ple,Jep = 0:9Jcd. The reason is discussed in the next subsection. Figure 5(b) shows

the tem perature dependence ofthe �. In a sim ilarway,the relevant spin exchange couplingsare

estim ated to beJcd � 185K and Jep � 166K ,whiletherelatively sm allonesareJcp = Jed = 85K .

Theratio Jcp=Jcd is0.46.Theg-factoris1.72.In thiscase,oneshould becarefulin estim ating the

spin gap from the data only forsm allsize system ssince the system seem sto be nearthe critical

point where the spin gap vanishes. Beyond the criticalpoint when the spin gap disappears,the

energy dispersion ofthe triplet states near the lowest excitation is expected to have a form as

�T(k)=
q

cxk
2
x + cyk

2
y,nam ely,a lineardispersion.Asthesystem with thespin gap iscloseto the

criticalpoint,the wavenum berspace where the form ofthe energy dispersion isapproxim ated to

be quadratic becom es narrower and narrower while the linearly dispersive region becom es wider.

Then theleading term ofthe� nite-sizecorrection m ay crossoverfrom N�1=2 forsm allsystem size

to N �1 forlargesystem size.Herewetaketheform � s(N )= � s(1 )+ Ap
N
asthe� tting function.

W ehavetried extrapolationsby usingtwo typesofthe� ttingfunction.However,wefound thatthe

leading term ofthe� nitesizecorrection isN�1=2 ratherthan N �1 in thiscasedueto thelim itation

ofthe system size. Using this � tting function,the spin gap extrapolated to the therm odynam ic

lim itis estim ated to be about34K ,or� s=Jcd = 0:186. From the above reason,thisestim ate of
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thespin gap isexpected to givea slightunderestim ate.In thispaper,in orderto estim atethebulk

spin gap,these two � tting functionsare em ployed according asthesituation.

In Fig.4 (c),therelevantspin exchangecouplingsaredivided intotwo groups.O neisthenearest-

neighborspin exchangecoupling J and theotheristhenext-nearest-neighboroneJ0.W econsider

the case thatJ0 islargerthan J and the otherrelatively sm allexchange couplingsare neglected.

Thereason isdiscussed in thenextsubsection.Then theparam etersJ and J0areestim ated to be

90K and 237K ,respectively.Theratio J=J0is0.38.Theg-factoris1:68.Therelatively large spin

gap survivesin the therm odynam ic lim itand isestim ated to be � s=J
0’ 0:564 or133K when we

usethe� tting function �s(N )= � s(1 )+ A
N
.

Thevaluesofthespin gap forthe� rstand thethird m odelareclosetotheonein theexperim ental

results.However,in thesecond case,thespin gap valueism uch sm allerthan theexperim entalone.

3.2 Origin ofSpin Gap and TripletEnergy Dispersion

W e consider the m echanism ofthe spin gap form ation. To investigate the dispersion oftriplet

excitations,the perturbation m ethod is usefulsince it is found by the analysis m entioned in the

previous subsection that the strength ofthe relevant spin exchange couplings is relatively large

com pared to theothers.In thecaseshown in Fig.4 (a),theterm in eq.(2.1)including therelevant

spin exchangecouplingJep istreated astheunperturbedHam iltonian,whiletheotherterm sarethe

perturbedones.Thestrength oftheotherspin exchangecouplingsistaken asJ.Thesingletground

stateoftheisolated edge-shared plaquetteistheresonating valencebond (RVB)singlet.Then the

ground stateoftheunperturbed Ham iltonian istheproductstateoftheRVB singletson theedge-

shared plaquettes. The origin ofthe spin gap isunderstood by the edge-shared plaquette singlet.

Thelowestexcited stateoftheplaquetteistheextended stateofthetripletpairin theRVB state.

Then the� rstexcited statesoftheunperturbed Ham iltonian areconstructed from thetripletstate

on one ofthe plaquettesand thesingletson theothers.Thedegeneracy islifted by the� rst-order

perturbation through the transfer ofthe triplet due to the translationalinvariance,which yields

the dispersion ofthe triplet states. W e calculate the energy di� erence between the ground state

and thetripletstateswithin thesecond-orderPE.Thedetailed procedureisexplained in Appendix

A.Figure 6 (a) shows the energy dispersion ofthe triplet excitation � s(k). The wavenum ber

shown as (kx;ky) represents the vectors kx~a2 + ky
~b2 with ~a2 = ~a1 + ~b1 and ~b2 = � ~a1 + ~b1.

The � rstm agnetic Brillouin zone is expanded by~a2 and ~b2 as shown in Fig.2. In this case,the

wavenum berofthe lowestexcitation is(0,0). Since a strong antiferrom agnetic correlation due to

Jcp islargerthan theonedueto Jed in thism odel,thetripletstateswhich havea strong in-phase

correlation between thenearest-neighboredge-shared plaquettesbecom ethelowestexcited states.

The am plitude ofthe spin gap at (0;0) calculated by the second-order PE is 0:575Jed,which is

close to the one estim ated by the ED and is also consistent with the experim entalresult. These

behaviorsqualitatively reproducetheexperim entalresults.
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Fig. 6. W avenum berdependenceoftripletand singletexcited state energiesforthree m odels.Figures(a),(b)and

(c)correspond to the m odelsshown in Figs.4 (a),(b)and (c),respectively. Filled circleswith errorbarrepresent

the experim entalresults.
13)

In the case shown in Fig.4 (b),the term s with the relevant spin exchange couplings Jep and

Jcd are treated as the unperturbed Ham iltonians,while the other term s are the perturbed ones.

In the Jcd > Jep case, the product state ofthe dim er pairs on Jcd bonds is the unperturbed

ground state.Then the origin ofthespin gap isascribed to the corner-shared dim ersinglets.The

lowestexcited statesofthe edge-shared plaquette are the productstatesofthetripletpairon one

Jcd bond and the singlet pair on the other Jcd bonds. Because two kinds oftriplet states exist,

thelowestexcited statesaresix-fold degenerate,which isalso di� erentfrom thepreviouscase.W e

calculatetheenergy gap between thesingletstateand thosetripletstatesin asim ilarway.Figure6

(b) shows the energy dispersion ofthe triplet states. The degeneracy is lifted by the � rst-order

perturbation and the bonding and the anti-bonding triplet states appear. The wavenum bers of

the lowest excitations are (0;�) and (�;0). The spin gap is 0:197Jcd,which is consistent with

the value obtained by the ED.In this case,the square area surrounded by the lines connecting

the nearest-neighbor points ofthe lowest excitation becom es a halfofthe original� rstm agnetic

Brillouin zone in thewavenum berspace,which contradictsthe experim entalresults.

In the m odelshown in Fig.4 (c),theground state oftheHam iltonian given by the relevantspin

exchange couplings is not straightforwardly obtained since the system has no isolated term s. To

understand them echanism ofthespin gap form ation,weneglectthesm allspin exchangecouplings

other than J and J0 in this m odel. W e consider three possible ground states and the origins

ofthe spin gap for the Ham iltonian with only the relevant spin exchange couplings. To clarify

three possibilities with the help ofthe perturbation m ethod,the relevant term s are divided into

two parts,unperturbed and perturbed term s. In the � rst case,the unperturbed Ham iltonian is

taken as the term with Jep while the others are the perturbed ones. Then the ground state of

the unperturbed Ham iltonian is represented by the edge-shared plaquette singlet. In the second

case,we take the unperturbed Ham iltonian asthe Jed term . Then the ground state isdescribed

by theedge-shared dim ersinglet.In thethird case,theunperturbed Ham iltonian istheterm with

the next-nearest-neighbor spin exchange couplings. Then the ground state is represented by the

four-site stripe singlet.Since the � rstand the second caseshave been already investigated,2;3) we

concentrate on the third case. Then the am plitudesofthe nearestand the next-nearestneighbor

couplings are chosen as J and J0,respectively. Figure 7 shows the ground state energy per site
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asa function ofthe strength ofthe spin exchange coupling J=(J + J0)calculated by the PE.The

detailed calculation by the PE iswritten in Appendix B.The ground state described by thestripe

Fig. 7. G round state energy persite �g=(J + J
0
)as a function ofJ=(J + J

0
). Bold,broken and dash-dotted lines

representthe ground state energy by the second-orderperturbation from the plaquette singlet,dim ersinglet and

stripe singlet,respectively.

singlet is favored when J=(J + J0)is sm aller than 0.483,or the ratio J=J0 is sm aller than 0.932.

Thesystem with J = 90K and J0= 237K estim ated by theED belongsto the stripesingletphase

asshown in Fig.7. Therefore,we m ay conclude thatthe stripe singletisa possible m echanism of

the spin gap form ation in this m odel. W e calculate the triplet dispersion as shown in Fig.6(c).

The ground state isthe productstate ofthe stripe singletforthe unperturbed Ham iltonian. The

m agnetic unit cellin the realspace contains two stripes crossing each other. Then the lowest

tripletstatesin the unitcellare six-fold degenerate.Sim ilarly to the analysisforthe m odelgiven

in Fig.4(b),the bonding and anti-bonding triplet states appear. The spin gap is 0:539J0,which

is close to the value obtained by the ED and is also close to the experim entalresult. However,

thewavenum bersofthelowestexcitationsare� ~a1 and � ~b1 respectively,which isinconsistentwith

the experim entalresults. The m agnetic periodicity is also di� erent from the experim entalone,

since the m agnetic � rstBrillouin zone isthe sam e asthatofthe unitlattice.In thism odel,sm all

exchange couplingsin the corner-sharing have been neglected. They m ay change the quantitative

feature such asband-width ofthe tripletdispersion.However,an e� ectdueto them isvery sm all

sinceboth oftheoccupied d orbitalson V atom sdo notextend to theoxygen.Q ualitative aspects

such as the origin ofthe spin gap and the m agnetic periodicity are not a� ected by these sm all

exchange couplings.

3.3 Scattering Intensity

W e investigate the scattering intensity ofthe neutron inelastic scattering given by the experi-

m ents.Thescatteringintensity isproportionaltotheFouriercom ponentofthespin-spin correlation

written as

I(q;!)/

Z

dtei!thS(q;t)�S(� q;0)i; (3.2)

where

S(q;t)= N
�

1

2

X

i

S i(t)e
�iq �r

i; (3.3)

and h� � � irepresentsthe therm alaverage.The wavenum berq are expanded by the vectors~a1 and

~b1,nam ely we take qx axisin the ~a1 direction and qy in the ~b1 direction. W hen the tem perature

issu� ciently lowerthan the spin gap,eq.(3.2)isapproxim ated by the transition probability from
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theground state jg.s.ito the tripletstatesjni,which isdescribed as

I(q;!)/
X

n

jhnjS(q)jg.s.ij2�(! � En + E g); (3.4)

wherethesum m ation isrestricted to thetripletstatesand E n and E g aretheenergy ofthetriplet

statesand theground state,respectively.Here,when wecalculateeq.(3.4),weusethewavefunctions

ofjni and jg.s.i obtained by the PE,which is written in Appendix A in detail. The integrated

intensity oftheneutron inelasticscattering isobtained theoretically by integrating eq.(3.4)over!,

described as

I(q)�

Z

d!I(q;!)/
X

n

jhnjS(q)jg.s.ij2: (3.5)

Figures 8(a),(b) and (c) show the wavenum ber dependence ofthe integrated intensity calculated

by the PE.The experim entalresultsare also shown in these � gures.Especially,Figs.8(a)and (c)

indicate im portantpoints.In thecase shown in Fig.4(a),since thenearest-neighborantiferrom ag-

netic correlation due to Jep isdom inant,the scattering intensity hasa m inim um at(�=a)ex and

becom es larger as the wavenum ber approaches (�=a)ex + (�=a)ey. W hile in the cases shown in

Figs.4(b) and (c),since the next-nearest-neighbor antiferrom agnetic correlation is dom inant,the

scatteringintensity hasam axim um at(�=a)ex and becom essm allerasthewavenum berapproaches

(�=a)ex + (�=a)ey.From thisresult,experim entalresultsindicate thatthe next-nearest-neighbor

antiferrom agnetic correlation is strong.13) This supports the m odels in Figs.4(b) and (c). How-

ever,the wavenum ber dependence for the m odelin Figs.4(c) is qualitatively di� erent from the

experim entalresultsasshown in Figs.8(a)and (b).Therefore,the experim entalresultsare rather

consistentwith theintegrated intensity forthem odelshown in Fig.4(b)than thoseforthem odels

shown in Figs.4(a)or(c).

Fig. 8. W avenum ber dependence ofthe integrated intensity for three m odels shown in Fig.4(a),(b) and (c). The

wavenum berq in Figures(a),(b)and (c)arerepresented by q = 2�(~a1 + k ~b1)with 0:5 < k < 1:5,q = 2�(h ~a1 + ~b1)

with 1 < h < 2 and q = 2�[(1 + �)~a1 + (1 � �)~b1]with 0 < � < 1,respectively. Filled circles represent the

experim entalresultsgiven by K odam a etal.
13)

Therightordinatesrepresentthescaleoftheintegrated intensity of

theneutron inelasticscattering experim ents.Here,thevalue200 counts/5500km on in theexperim entscorresponds

to0.04 obtained by thePE.Thisgivesthebest�tofthedataforthem odelshown in Fig.4(b)with theexperim ental

results.

x4. D iscussion

To understand the m echanism ofspin gap in CaV 4O 9,we have studied the orbital-orderdepen-

denceofthephysicalquantitiessuch asthe uniform m agnetic susceptibility,theenergy dispersion

ofthetripletstatesand theintegrated scattering intensity.Beforediscussingtheseresults,weshow
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thetem peraturedependenceof� forthesystem with Jcp = 171K ,Jcd = 15K and Jep = Jed = 68K .

These param eter values are the ones suggested by an analysis ofthe neutron inelastic scattering

experim ents.13)The uniform m agnetic susceptibilitiesfor8-site and 16-site system sare calculated

Fig. 9. Tem peraturedependenceoftheuniform m agneticsusceptibility forthem odelwith Jcp = 171K ,Jcd = 15K

and Jep = Jed = 68K .Broken and solid curvesrepresent � for 8-site and 16-site system s calculated by the ED ,

respectively,while the bold-gray line isthe experim entalresult.

by the ED.The theoreticaland the experim entalresultsare shown in Fig.9.The size dependence

is alm ost negligible and the num ericalresult ofthe � for 16-site system m ay be regarded as the

onein thetherm odynam iclim it.Sinceitisdi� cultto estim atetheam plitudeofthespin exchange

couplingsand the g-factorfrom thehigh tem peratureexpansion,the g-factoristaken as1.7 here,

which isnearly the sam e asthe value obtained by the analysism entioned in the previoussection.

Figure 9 indicates that a qualitative di� erence between the experim entaland theoreticalresults

appears around the peak tem perature. W e m ay conclude that the param eters suggested by the

analysisoftheneutron inelasticscattering13) arenotconsistentwith theexperim entalresultofthe

uniform m agnetic susceptibility.

In Section 3,wehavem ainly studied thecasesin Figs.4(a)-(c).Here,webrie y discussthecases

in Figs.4(d)and (e)forcom pleteness.Figure5(d)and (e)show thetem peraturedependencesof�.

Forthem odelin Fig.4(d),strength ofthe relevantspin exchange coupling JR and theothersm all

onesJ are estim ated to be 159K and 111K ,respectively. The ratio J=JR is0.70. The g-factor is

1.71. The am plitude ofthe spin gap isextrapolated to be about29K or� s=JR ’ 0:179. Forthe

m odelin Fig.4(e),JR and J are estim ated to be 207K and 89K ,respectively. The ratio J=JR is

0.43. The g-factor is 1.70. The am plitude ofthe spin gap is about 3.6K or � s=JR ’ 0:017. In

both cases,them odelwith given param etersJR and J seem sto benearthecriticalpointbecause

the leading term ofthe � nite size correction in the � tting function isN�1=2 ratherthan N �1 and

theextrapolated valuesofthespin gap are very sm all.From theperturbationalresults,theorigin

ofthe spin gap forthese m odelsm ay also be described by the stripe singletaswellasthe case in

Fig.4(c).

Here, we discuss m ore quantitative aspects of the m agnetic properties. W e � rst discuss the

tem perature dependence of�. The experim entalresultsforthe � have notbeen wellunderstood

by the m odelwith only the nearest-neighborinteraction,i.e. Jcp = Jcd = 0. In experim ents,the

spin gap � s,the peak tem perature Tp and the tem perature T� which gives a halfam plitude of

� atTp are 107K ,110K and 595K ,respectively. The ratios� s=Tp and T�=Tp are 0.97 and 5.41,

respectively. The peak tem perature is relatively sm allcom pared to the spin gap and � decays
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rapidly below Tp.Thenum ericalresultsforthem odelwith thenearest-neighborinteractionshave

severaldi� erentfeaturesfrom theexperim entalones.2;9) Forexam ple,theratios� s=Tp and T
�=Tp

forthe isolated plaquette m odel(Jed = 0)are 1.28 and 3.83,respectively. In the plaquette singlet

regions,theseratiosbecom esm allasJed becom eslarge.W hiletheratios� s=Tp and T
�=Tp forthe

isolated dim erm odel(Jep = 0)are 1.60 and 3.48,respectively.In the dim ersingletregions,these

ratiosalso becom esm allasJep becom eslarge.Then theratiosestim ated from theexperim entsare

nolongerreproduced from thism odel.W econsiderseveralpossiblereasonsofthisdiscrepancy from

the experim entalresults below Tp. O ne is that the frustration due to the next-nearest-neighbor

couplings reduces the band width ofthe triplet dispersion while keeps the strength ofthe spin

gap,ashasalready been pointed out.3) Theotheristhatthelow-lying excitationsfrom thesinglet

ground state are not only the triplet states butalso the singlet states. For exam ple,in the case

shown in Fig.4(b),the singlet dispersion exists in the low energy region,as shown in Fig.6(b).

These singlet excited states are constructed from the productstates ofthe lowest excited singlet

state on one ofthe edge-shared plaquettesand the corner-shared dim ersingletson the othersfor

theunperturbed Ham iltonian.W ithin thePE,theenergy gap between thelowestsingletexcitation

and the ground state is com parable to the spin gap. In addition,since the singlet dispersion is

nearly  at,theenergiesofthesingletexcitationsarelowerthan thoseofthetripletexcitationsin a

wideregion in theBrillouin zone.Then atthetem peraturearound thesinglet-singletgap,� decays

rapidly sincethestrength ofthedenom inatorin eq.(3.1)increasesrelatively dueto theincreaseof

the weightofthe excited singletstates. In orderto discussthe possibility ofthe existence ofthe

low-lying excitation ofthe singletstates,the detailed analysisofthe experim entalresultsforthe

speci� c heatisneeded because the tem perature dependence of� below the spin gap tem perature

or the neutron inelastic scattering do not contain the inform ation about the singlet excitations

directly.

Next,we discuss the treatm ent ofthe spin exchange couplings. The spin exchange couplings

have been divided into two groups. O ne is strong and the others are relatively sm all. The sam e

value hasbeen assigned forthe valuesofthe otherrelatively sm allcouplings. Thisweaker bonds

have m inorcontributions to physicalpropertiesand do notchange the essentialfeature obtained

in Sec.3. However,within these weaker bonds,it is possible that the am plitude ofthe nearest-

neighborcouplingsbecom estwiceaslargeasthatofthenext-nearest-neighborcouplings.Because

thenum berofthepath forthesuperexchangem echanism istwo in thenearest-neighborcasewhile

it is one in the next-nearest-neighbor one. Ifthis estim ate is adopted,for exam ple in the case

shown in Fig.4(a),the band width ofthe tripletdispersion becom esnarrow and the wavenum ber

giving the lowest excitation shifts from (0,0) to (�;�) within the second-order PE.Since,in the

term inology ofthe perturbation m ethod,the transfer energy ofthe triplet between the nearest-

neighboredge-shared plaquettesisdeterm ined by Jed � 2Jcp within the� rst-orderPE,itvanishes
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atJed = 2Jcp.Thehigher-orderperturbation m ay changethewavenum berofthelowestexcitation

according asthe sign ofthe transferenergy ofthe tripletortheam plitudesofthe nearestand the

next-nearestneighborcouplings.

Through thisstudy,we have concentrated on thesuperexchange m echanism forthe dxz and the

dyz orbitals. In the realm aterials, however, there are severalpossible subtleties which further

invalidate the assum ption thatthe am plitude ofthe relatively sm allnearest-neighborcouplingsis

twice aslarge as thatofthe relatively sm allnext-nearestones. O ne isthe contribution from the

superexchangem echanism in thedxy orbitalsincethewavefunction oftheoccupied orbitalm ay also

have a dxy com ponent in the realm aterial. Due to this contribution,the next-nearest-neighbor

couplings becom e antiferrom agnetic and relevant. Another is the contribution from the direct

exchange m echanism for both the dxy orbitaland the dxz and dyz orbitals. Since the bonding

ofthe t2g orbitals with the pz orbitalon oxygen is not � bonding but � bonding,the e� ect of

the direct exchange m echanism m ay be relatively strong com pared to that ofthe superexchange

m echanism .Thedetailed characterofthedirectexchangecouplingsm ay depend on thesym m etry

ofthe wavefunction and the distance between the V atom s. The contributions from tilting of

the pyram id or the Jahn-Teller distortion m ay also in uence the exchange coupling. Detailed

quantitative analysisforthespin exchange couplingsrem ain forfurtherstudies.

Finally,we discuss the im portance ofthe dxz and dyz orbitals in the m agnetic properties for

CaV 4O 9. In the realm aterial,the wavefunction lying near the Ferm ienergy levelm ay be the

linear com bination ofthe d orbitals. In this context,M ariniand K hom skii16) also pointed out

the im portance ofthe orbitalorder. They discussed the e� ect ofthe crystal� eld and estim ated

the coe� cient ofthe linear com bination ofthe dxz and dyz orbitals in the wavefunction. The

given stable orbitalistilted and hasa chirality. They concluded thatthe relevant spin exchange

coupling isJed and theorigin ofthespin gap isan edge-shared dim ersinglet.They proposed that

the nextstrongest spin exchange couplings are the next-nearest-neighbor ones and Jep is weakly

ferrom agnetic.In thiscase,however,thenearest-neighborspin correlation isenhanced and theout-

of-phasecorrelation between thenearest-neighboredge-shared dim ersingletsshould bestrong due

to the next-nearest-neighborantiferrom agnetic spin exchange couplingsand weakly ferrom agnetic

Jep.Thesecontradictthe reported experim entalresults.
13)

Neutron m easurem ent suggests substantialantiferrom agnetic correlations for the next-nearest-

neighborpairofV.Thisisnaturally explained by the occupation ofdxy orbital. However,ifonly

dxy orbitalsare occupied,itishard to justify the m odelby K odam a etal.
13) where a m uch larger

Jcp than Jcd is assum ed. Aside from details it appears indeed necessary to take di� erent Jcp

and Jcd to reproduce the nuetron data. O ur m odelof orbitalorder can explain why the two

next-nearest-neighbor spin exchange couplings di� er. However,sim ple m odelwith only dxz and

dyz occupationsappearsto beinsu� cientto explain both ofthesusceptibility and neutron results
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sim ultaneously aswe discussed in thispaper. Allthe above resultsim ply,within thisfram ework,

that the wavefunction is in fact represented by a linear com bination ofthe dxy orbitaland the

other t2g orbitals with the orbitalorder. W e propose that the ground state is described as the

wavefunction with large weight ofdxy orbitalsuperposed with the ordered dxz and dyz orbitals

given in Fig.4(a). In thiscase,the basic origin ofthe spin gap m ay be a corner-shared plaquette

singlet.Then thenext-nearest-neighborantiferrom agneticspin correlation becom esrelatively large

since the large weightofdxy orbitalenhancesJcp,which m ay explain the experim entalresultsof

the wavenum berdependence ofthe integrated intensity ofthe neutron scattering. Additionally,a

strong in-phasecorrelation between thenearest-neighborcorner-shared plaquettesingletsincreases

because ofthe existence ofJed dueto the presence ofthe orbitalorder.Then the wavenum berof

the lowesttripletsm ay becom e (0;0),which isconsistentwith the recentexperim entalresults.13)

Ifthissituation istrue,sm allplaquettewhich isconstructed by fouroxygenswithouta V atom at

the center m ay rotate or som e other speci� c type ofthe lattice distortion m ay occur in order to

favorthegiven orbitalorder.To obtain theinform ation on theweightoftheseorbitals,a detailed

analysisofthe lattice structure isneeded,especially atvery low tem peratures. Q uantitative and

detailed theoreticalanalysesofthisproposalrem ain forfurtherstudies.

Theorbitalordere� ectm ay also beobserved in thetem peraturedependenceof� forCaV2O 5.
14)

Thism aterialalso showsthespin gap behavior.Thespin gap and thepeak tem peratureareabout

464K and 400K ,respectively. O ne possible m echanism ofthe spin gap form ation m ay be due to

the ladder structure. Since it is assum ed that d electron is localized at the dxy orbital,the spin

exchange couplings J in the leg and J? in the rung have alm ost the sam e values. Num erical

analysisof� fortheAFH m odelon theladderlattice hasled to theresultthattheratio � s=Tp is

alm ost0.5 atJ = J? .
15) However,the ratio obtained in theexperim entsis1.16,which isdi� erent

from the theoreticalprediction. Ifthe localized orbitalon V atom is represented by the linear

com bination ofthe dxy and one ofthe othert2g orbitalswhich extendsto the oxygen on the rung

due to the orbitalorder,J? becom es larger than J. Since the ratio � s=Tp is 1.60 in the dim er

lim it (J = 0),it m ay becom e 1.16 as J increases from zero. Q uantum or therm al uctuation of

the orbitaldegree offreedom also changesa quantitative behaviorof� at� nite tem perature.W e

proposethattheorbitalorderofdxz and dyz orbitalswith partially � llingsoft2g orbitalsisalso a

prom ising explanation forratherpuzzling experim entalresultsin CaV 2O 5.Thequantitativestudy

forthisproblem rem ainsforfurtherstudy.

x5. Sum m ary

W e have investigated orbitalorder e� ects in m agnetic properties ofCaV4O 9. Severalpossible

m odelswith theorbitalorderhavebeen considered.Theam plitudesofthespin exchangecouplings

foreach m odelare determ ined in orderto reproduce the tem perature dependence of� in experi-

m ents.Theoriginsofthespin gap arenotnecessarily thesam eastheoriginally proposed plaquette
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singletbutare ascribed to the generalized four-site singlet. By using the estim ated values ofthe

spin exchange couplings,thedispersion ofthetripletexcitationsand thespin-spin correlation cor-

responding to the integrated scattering intensity have been calculated within the PE.The strong

in-phase correlation between the nearest-neighbor pair offour-site singlets and the large antifer-

rom agnetic spin correlation between thenextnearest-neighborspinsarem inim alrequirem entsfor

the explanationsofthe experim entalresultsin the neutron scattering.Although the wavenum ber

dependencesofthetripletdispersion and thespin-spin correlation forourm odelsdonotshow com -

pletely satisfactory agreem ent with those obtained by the presently available experim entaldata,

they arem uch im proved from thesingle-orbitalcases.W efurtherproposethem echanism required

to explain each feature ofthe experim entalresults. W e suggestthatthe orderofthe dxz and dyz

orbitalshybridized with uniform and partialoccupation ofdxy orbitalm ay explain theexperim ental

results.W ehavealso discussed thate� ectsoftheorbitalorderm ay beobserved in othervanadium

oxide com pounds such as CaV 2O 5. These strongly suggest that the role ofthe orbitalorder is

im portant in understanding the m agnetic properties ofthe vanadium oxide com poundswith the

spin gap.
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A ppendix A : Triplet D ispersion and W avefunction by Perturbation Expansion

W e introduce the procedureforcalculating the energy dispersion ofthe lowesttripletband and

thewavefunctionsofthesingletground state and the tripletband.

W e� rstconsiderthem odelshown in Fig.4(a).Theunperturbed Ham iltonian hastheterm swith

Jep on the edge-shared plaquette,while the other term s are treated as the perturbed ones. The

ground state oftheedge-shared plaquette with only Jep istheRVB state j�gi.Theenergy ofthis

stateis� 2Jep.Then theground stateoftheunperturbed Ham iltonian istheproductstateofj�gi

written as

j�gi(a) =
Y

i

j�g(ri)i: (A.1)

Thelowesttripletstatesoftheedge-shared plaquette j iwith Sz = � 1;0;1 are the hopping state

ofthe tripletpairin the RVB state. The energy ofthese statesis� Jep. Then the wavefunctions

ofthe lowesttripletband are constructed by j ion one ofthe edge-shared plaquette and j�gion

the others. The degeneracy is lifted by the � rst-order perturbation. The wavefunctions ofthese

16



tripletstatesare written as

j	 (k)i(a) =
1

p
N p

X

i

j (ri)i
Y

j6= i

j�g(rj)ie
ik �ri; (A.2)

where N p is the num ber ofthe edge-shared plaquette. W ithin the second-order PE,the energy

di� erence between thetripletstatesand thesingletground state isrepresented as

� s(k)(a) = Jep �
115

864

J2

Jep
� (

J

3
+

J2

72JJep
)(coskx + cosky)

+
J2

108Jep
(cos2kx + cos2ky)�

J2

9Jep
coskx cosky:

Next,we consider the m odelshown in Fig.4(b). The unperturbed Ham iltonian has the term s

with Jep and Jcd on theedge-shared plaquettewhiletheotherterm saretheperturbed ones.Since

we take Jcd > Jep,for exam ple,Jep = 0:9Jcd,the ground state ofthe edge-shared plaquette is

not the j�gi butthe productstate j�gi ofthe dim er pair on each Jcd bond. The energy ofthis

state is � 1:5Jcd. Then the ground state ofthe unperturbed Ham iltonian is the productstate of

j�giwritten as

j�gi(b) =
Y

i

j�g(ri)i: (A.3)

Thewavefunctionsofthelowesttripletstateson theedge-shared plaquetteareconstructed by two

statesj�iand j�iwith Sz = � 1;0;1 which are the productstatesofthe tripletpairon one ofthe

Jcd bond and thedim erpairon theothers.Then thewavefunction ofthelowesttripletbandsare

constructed from one ofthe tripletsj�iorj�ion one ofthe edge-shared plaquette and j�gion the

others. The � rst-orderperturbation liftsthe degeneracy. The bonding and anti-bonding statesof

thetripletsappear,which are written as

j	 � (k)i(b) =
1

p
N p

X

k

(
1

q

10� 4
p
5

j�(ri)i+
� 2�

p
5

q

10� 4
p
5

j�(ri)i)
Y

j6= i

j�g(rj)ie
ik �ri; (A.4)

in the param eter regions 0 � kx � ky � �. Here Jcp and Jed are both taken as J. The energy

di� erence between thesetripletstatesand theground state isobtained as

� s(k)� = Jcd +
3J2

8Jcd
�

J2

16(Jcd � Jep)
�

3J2

8(2Jcd � Jep)
�

5J2

8(2Jcd + Jep)

+

 
J

4
+

J2

8Jcd

!
h

(� 1�
p
5)coskx + (� 1�

p
5)cosky

i

:

In this m odel,the lowest singlet band is also calculated. In a sim ilar way,the energy di� erence

between thelowestsingletband and the singletground state isobtained as

� 0
s(k)= 2(Jcd � Jep)+

9J2

8Jcd
�

3J2

8Jep
�

J2

2(Jcd + Jep)
+

J2

8Jep
(coskx + cosky): (A.5)
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Next we introduce the wavefunctions for the m odels shown in Fig.4(c). In the case shown in

Fig.4(c), the unperturbed Ham iltonians are taken as the part with the relevant next-nearest-

neighbor spin exchange couplings,while the other part with the relevant nearest-neighbor ones

aretheperturbed onesbecausewesuggestthatanotherpossibleorigin ofthespin gap isdescribed

as the stripe singlet in this case. Since the m agnetic unit cellhas two stripes,the ground state

ofthe unperturbed Ham iltonians j�gi(c) is represented by the productstate ofthe stripe singlet

j�0g(ri)i1;2 on each stripewritten as

j�gi(c) =
Y

i

j�0g(ri)i1j�
0
g(ri)i2; (A.6)

where the indices1 and 2 representthe one stripe and the otherstripe in the m agnetic unitcell,

respectively.Thelowesttripletstatesofthem agneticunitcellfortheunperturbed Ham iltonian are

six-fold degenerated i.e.j 0i1j�
0
gi2 and j�

0
gi1j 

0i2 with Sz = � 1;0;1.Then the bonding and anti-

bonding triplet bands appear by the PE.W ithin the � rst-order perturbation,the wavefunctions

are obtained as

j	 � (k)i(c) =
1

p
2N s

X

i

(j 0(ri)i1j�
0
g(ri)i2 � j�0g(ri)i1j 

0(ri)i2)
Y

j6= i

j�0g(rj)i1j�
0
g(rj)i2;e

ik �ri;

(A.7)

where N s is the num ber ofthe stripe. W e calculate the energy di� erence between these triplet

bandsand theground state within the second-orderPE written as

� s(k)� = J
0[A 1 � A 2(� coskx + cosky)]; (A.8)

where the param eters A 1 and A 2 are 0.601 and 0.031, respectively at J=J0 = 0:38. Here the

com ponentkx and ky arerepresented by the vectors ~a1 and ~b1,respectively.

A ppendix B : G round State Energy for M odelin Fig. 4(c)

W ecalculate theground stateenergy persiteby thesecond-orderPE to investigate thepossible

m echanism ofthe spin gap form ation for the m odelshown in Fig.4(c). The � rstcase is thatthe

unperturbed Ham iltonian istheterm with Jep and theotherterm saretheperturbed Ham iltonian.

In thiscase,theorigin ofthespin gap fortheunperturbed Ham iltonian istheedge-shared plaquette

singlet.Thestrength oftheotherspin exchange couplingsistaken asJ.Theground state energy

persite isobtained as

�g = �
1

2
Jep +

1

16
J �

11

576

J2

Jep
: (B.1)

Thesecond caseisthattheunperturbed Ham iltonian istheterm with Jed whiletheothersarethe

perturbed ones.Thestrength ofthe otherspin exchange couplingsistaken asJ.In thiscase,the

origin ofthe spin gap isthe dim ersinglet.Theground state energy persite isobtained as

�g = �
3

8
Jed �

9

128

J2

Jed
: (B.2)
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The third case is that the term with the next-nearest-neighbor spin exchange coupling J0 is the

unperturbed Ham iltonian while the others are the perturbed ones. Sim ilarly,the strength ofthe

other spin exchange coupling is taken as J. In this case,the origin ofthe spin gap is the stripe

singlet.Theground state energy persite isobtained as

�g = �
3+ 2

p
3

16
J
0�

J2

J0

�
A

8
+
B

4

�

; (B.3)

wheretheparam etersA and B are written as

A =
1

3(1+
p
3)
; (B.4)

B =
1

768

"
(4�

p
2� 2

p
3+

p
6)2

1�
p
2+

p
3

+
(2� 3

p
2+

p
6)2

1+
p
3

+
8(
p
3� 1)2(2�

p
2)

2�
p
2+ 2

p
3

+
(� 4�

p
2+ 2

p
3+

p
6)2

1+
p
2+

p
3

+
(2+ 3

p
2+

p
6)2

1+
p
3

+
8(
p
3� 1)2(2+

p
2)

2+
p
2+ 2

p
3

#

;

respectively.W hen the param etersJep and Jed are taken asJ,the J=(J + J0)dependence ofthe

ground state energy persite isobtained,asshown in Fig.7.
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