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The kagomé-lattice quantum Heisenberg antiferromagnet is studied by a large-N expansion based
upon groups with symplectic Sp(N) symmetry. Two distinct types of ground states are found. (i)
For large values of the “spin” the ground state has long-range magnetic order with the spins ordered
in a v/3 x /3 structure with 9 sites per unit cell. Quantum fluctuations are explicitly shown to
select this structure from the large number of classically degenerate states. The only zero-energy
excitations about the magnetically ordered state are shown to be the physical, infinite-wavelength,
Goldstone spin waves; in contrast the naive semiclassical theory has zero-energy spin waves at all
wave vectors. (ii) For small values of the “spin,” the ordered moment disappears and we obtain a
quantum-disordered ground state with no broken symmetries. As in previous work on frustrated
square-lattice antiferromagnets, this state is argued to possess unconfined, spin-%, bosonic, spinon
excitations for all values of the underlying lattice spin. A similar, small-“spin” quantum-disordered
ground state with unconfined bosonic spinons is studied in the triangular-lattice quantum Heisenberg
antiferromagnet by extending earlier results. A large N, Sp(N) theory of the classical kagomé
Heisenberg antiferromagnet at finite temperature is also presented: fluctuations of the v/3 x /3
structure dominate, with a correlation length which diverges exponentially in the zero-temperature
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limit. The significance of these results for experimental kagomé-lattice systems is discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent years have seen a flurry of interest on the
properties of frustrated quantum Heisenberg antiferro-
magnets in two dimensions.!™3 The interest is moti-
vated partly by the search for quantum disordered ground
states and their possible relationship to high tempera-
ture superconductivity.!* Moreover, such ground states
are interesting in their own right, as they can display new
types of order and possess excitations with unusual quan-
tum numbers. The structure of the magnetically ordered
phases of such magnets (i.e., phases in which the expecta-
tion of the single spin operators (S) is nonzero) can also
be nontrivial: in particular, the classical ground states of
many such magnets have “accidental” degeneracies which
are lifted by quantum fluctuations. The magnetic order-
ing is therefore induced by quantum fluctuations!5 (“or-
der from disorder”).

The kagomé-lattice quantum Heisenberg antiferromag-
net has remained a particularly perplexing, but also in-
teresting model.}720 There are several reasons for this.

(i) The classical kagomé Heisenberg antiferromagnet
has a macroscopic ground-state entropy. One source of
this entropy is the number of ways in which spins 4, B, C
(Fig. 1) pointing to the vertices of an equilateral triangle
can be placed on the kagomé lattice with no two nearest
neighbors pointing in the same direction. Furthermore,
the spins on every closed loop consisting only of, e.g.,
B, C spins can be rotated freely about the axis defined
by the A spins with no change in the energy. It is ex-
pected that these degeneracies will be lifted by thermal
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or quantum fluctuations.!® The semiclassical theory ex-
pands about a saddle point with this large degeneracy;
the nature of the expansion is therefore far from clear
and its structure remains to be unraveled.

(ii) The sites have a low coordination number of 4 and
the system is therefore an attractive candidate to display
a quantum disordered ground state for spin %

(iii) Two experimental realizations of the kagomé anti-
ferromagnet have recently been proposed. These are the
second layer of He3 atoms on a graphite substrate?!:22—
where the spin S = %, and the kagomé nets of S = % Cr
moments in SrCrg_;Gagy;019.23725

A recently developed large- N expansion of frustrated
quantum antiferromagnets3* is particularly suited for
clarifying the physics of the kagomé lattice antiferromag-
net. The main reasons for this are the following

(1) The ordering effects of quantum fluctuations are
included self-consistently in the large-N saddle point.
There are no accidental degeneracies in the mean-field

A
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FIG. 1. The three spin directions A, B, C pointing toward
the vertices of an equilateral triangle.
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theory of the magnetically ordered phases. A related
benefit is that the only zero modes in the 1/N fluctua-
tions about the magnetically ordered phases are the phys-
ical Goldstone spin-wave modes whose energy vanishes
only in the long-wavelength limit. This should be con-
trasted with the semiclassical expansion which has exci-
tations with zero energy at all momenta;!®!® it is then
not clear, even in principle, of how a sensible semiclassical
expansion can be defined.

(i1) The antiferromagnet undergoes a zero temperature
phase transition at N = oo from a magnetically ordered
phase to a quantum disordered phase as the value of the
“spin” is varied. The “spin” appears as a parameter in
the N = oo mean-field theory. The structure and ex-
citations of the quantum disordered ground state, and
its relationship to the magnetically ordered phase can be
systematically studied.

We will now define the models studied and state the
main new results of this paper. Details will be presented
in the body of the paper. Readers not interested in how
the results were obtained should read this section and
then skip directly to Sec. VI, where we will compare our
theoretical results with those of others and discuss impli-
cations for experiments.

We introduce canonical Bose operators b upon the
sites i of the kagomé lattice, where the index a =
1,...,2N transforms under the symplectic group Sp
(N).3* We will of course be interested finally in the group
SU(2) which is isomorphic to Sp(1). The constraint

bl_b¥ = m, (1.1)
is imposed on every site 7 of the lattice to fix the repre-

sentation of Sp(N) spin on every site. We have
ny =25 for SU(2) . (1.2)

We will examine the Hamiltonian

J a
Har = =55 O (TPblablo)(Tt]b)) . (13)

<ij>

where the sum over i, j extends over nearest neighbors
on the kagomé lattice. The tensor J is the 2N x 2N
generalization of the ¢ tensor of SU(2)=Sp(1):

(1.4)

For the special case of N = 1, it can be shown using
Eq. (1.1) that

(TP, bl ) (Tysb7b7) = ~28; - S + 03 /2 + ijms
(1.5)

1

the usual SU(2) spin operators. The Har becomes the

where S; = bta‘rgbf/Q , with 7 the Pauli matrices, are
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familiar bilinear, nearest-neighbor, Heisenberg Hamilto-
nian plus constants. The large-N limit of HaF is taken

with34.26
K= % fixed . (1.6)

For large values of k the system is magnetically ordered,
while the quantum disordered phases appear at small «.

An important property of the zero temperature, N =
oo mean-field theory is its behavior at large . It has
been shown (Ref. 4 and Sec. II) that properties of the
single point N — oo at fixed k followed by k — oo, are
identical to the classical point which is ny — oo at fixed
N. However the region N — oo at fixed but large «
is quite different from the semiclassical region which is
np large and N fixed. One of the main points of this
paper is to demonstrate usefulness of the former region
in understanding ordering due to quantum fluctuations.

We are now ready to state the main new results of this
paper.

A. Quantum kagomé antiferromagnet

The large-N kagomé quantum Heisenberg antiferro-
magnet has two types of ground states.

1. Magnetically ordered ground state

This occurs for kK > 0.53 at N = oo, with the ori-
entation of the spin-condensate shown in Fig. 2. The
spin arrangement forms a triangular lattice with a unit
cell of 9 sites. This state has been considered earlier in
Refs. 16 and 18 as the ground state of the semiclassi-
cal limit of the kagomé lattice antiferromagnet with first
and second neighbor interactions; following them we will
refer to it as the v/3 x V3 state. The “classical” limit
(k = o0) of this state has a huge degeneracy associated
with (i) rearrangement of the A, B, C spins among all the
ground states of the 3-state Potts antiferromagnet on the
kagomé lattice and (ii) independent rotation of the two
spin species around any hexagon about the axis parallel
to the third spin species. In Sec. V we will explicitly cal-

FIG. 2. Spontaneous magnetization of the ground (v/3 x
V/3) state of the kagomé-lattice quantum antiferromagnet.
There are 9 sites per unit cell. Suitably oriented spins can
be added to the center of every hexagon to yield the ground
state of the triangular lattice antiferromagnet. This state has

the link variables @, = —Q2 (Sec. IV).
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culate the energy associated with these deformations of
the ground state at finite, but large « values: we find that
the energy is nonzero, positive, and of order N. Thus the
only remaining degeneracy of the v/3 x v/3 ground state
is that due to a single uniform global rotation.

We have also computed the staggered moment M in
the ground state as a function of k at N = oo; we find

M 0.53 1
+o(3)

Nk~ 1

The first two terms are the complete result at N = oo,
and not an expansion in powers of 1/x. All remaining
terms will involve subleading powers of 1/N. We empha-
size that this staggered moment does not include contri-
butions from quantum fluctuations to the sectors associ-
ated with other states which are degenerate in the classi-
cal limit: quantum fluctuations endow these states with
energy differences of order N and they can therefore be
neglected in the large- N limit. For finite N, tunneling be-
tween these classically degenerate states will presumably
lead to some reduction of the moment. For sufficiently
large N however, the moment is expected to remain finite
in the limit Kk — co.

Another magnetically ordered state with an energy
close to, but higher than, the v/3 x /3 state was found
and is shown in Fig. 3. The unit cell of the spins is the
same as that of the lattice: it is therefore referred to as
the k = O state. All the other spin configurations as-
sociated with the remaining ground states of the 3-state
Potts antiferromagnet have an energy intermediate be-
tween the v/3 x v/3 and the k = 0 states.

1.7)

2. Quantum disordered ground state

For £k < 0.53, the spin condensate disappears and
the Sp(N) symmetry is restored. The resulting state
also does not break any additional symmetries: parity,
time reversal, and lattice translational symmetries are
all preserved. It is therefore different from the quantum-
disordered ground states of models with collinear mag-
netically ordered states,%27:28 which have spin-Peierls
order with a broken lattice translational symmetry. The
excitation spectrum has a gap. The low-lying excitations
are spin—% bosonic spinons which carry a unit charge of
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FIG. 3. Spontaneous magnetization of the k = 0 state of
the kagomé-lattice quantum antiferromagnet at zero temper-
ature. Its energy is higher than the state in Fig. 2. This state
has the link variables Q: = Q2 (Sec. IV).
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FIG. 4. Momentum dependence of the energy, w(k) of
the lowest excited spinon state for the quantum-disordered
ground state (which has Q; = —Q2) of the kagomé-lattice
quantum antiferromagnet at & = 0.35. The energy is mea-
sured in units of J/2, and a is the nearest-neighbor spacing on
the kagomé lattice. The minimum excitations are the spinons
at k = ki = (27/3e)(1,0) and k = k> = (27/3a)(—1,0) and
other points separated from k;, k2 by vectors of the reciprocal
lattice (here a is the nearest-neighbor spacing on the kagomé
lattice).

an internal compact U(1) gauge force. We examine the
structure of the U(1) gauge theory and find, in a manner
similar to Refs. 3 and 4, that the condensation of charge-
2 Higgs scalars quenches the U(1) gauge force and the
spinons remain unconfined. These free spin—% spinons
occur for all values of the underlying spin n;. Thus a
system with integer “spin” n,/2 = 1 can possess spinor
excitations. The spectrum of the spinons is shown in
Fig. 4. With our particular gauge choice, the spinons
with minimum excitations are at k = k; = (27/34)(1, 0)
and k = k; = (27/3a)(—1,0) and other points separated
from ki, ks by vectors of the reciprocal lattice (here a is
the nearest-neighbor spacing on the kagomé lattice). The
nature of the spin correlations in the ground state can be
determined by examining the structure factor (the equal-
time spin-spin correlation function). The N = oo result
for the structure factor is shown in Fig. 5. The global
maxima of the structure factor are at six wave vectors
with magnitude 47/(3a).
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FIG. 5. Zero-temperature structure factor, S(k) of the
quantum-disordered ground state (@1 = —Q2) of the kagomé-
lattice quantum antiferromagnet at k = 0.35 and N = oo.
The global maxima are at six wave vectors with magnitude
47 /(3a). S(k) is computed from Eqs. (2.17) and (2.18).
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Following Refs. 3 and 4 we note that this quantum-
disordered ground state (and the quantum-disordered
ground states of frustrated antiferromagnets on the
square lattice with incommensurate spin correlations
found in Refs. 3 and 4) is an explicit counterexample
to Laughlin’s “fractional quantization principal.”2°® This
principal asserts that the free spln—2 excitations of “spin-
fluid” states must obey fractional statistics. The present
quantum disordered state is evidently a spin fluid; it has
free spin-1 spinons which are bosons.3*

B. Quantum triangular antiferromagnet

The present large-N method®* can also be applied to
the triangular-lattice quantum Heisenberg antiferromag-
net. A closely related mean-field theory has already been
studied.!! We will review and extend their results to ob-
tain the following.

(a) A magnetically ordered ground state with the usual
three-sublattice condensate polarization, which is stable
for k > 0.34, and has a staggered moment

M 0.34 1
Nn—1—7+0(ﬁ>
and

(b) a quantum-disordered ground state for k < 0.34
which is very similar to the kagomé la.ttice quantum-
disordered state: i.e., it has massive, spm-z, unconfined,
bosonic spinons. The structure of thls state clearly dis-
agrees with the Laughlin-Kalmeyer!? state on the tri-
angular lattice which was argued to possess semionic
spinons. As above, these results are also a counterex-
ample to Laughlin’s fractional quantization principal.2°

(1.8)

C. Classical kagomé antiferromagnet

Finally, the Sp(N) large-N approach was also used to
study thermal fluctuations in the classical Heisenberg an-
tiferromagnet on a kagomé lattice; details are presented
in the Appendix. Because this is a two-dimensional clas-
sical system with a non-Abelian continuous symmetry,
no long-range or quasi-long-range order can be present at
any nonzero temperature. However, we find that thermal
fluctuations select configurations which have short-range
order of the /3 x /3 structure (Fig. 2), in agreement
with the high-temperature expansion of Ref. 18. The
correlation length of the V3 x /3 structure diverges as
exp(c/T) as the temperature 77 — 0. We have also cal-
culated the structure factor of the classical antiferromag-
net in the large-N limit: the result is shown in Fig. 6.
Note that it is similar to the structure factor of quantum-
disordered ground state in Fig. 5 and has six peaks at
wave vectors with magnitude 47 /(3a). Recall that the
high-temperature expansion of this model had to include
terms of order 1/T® before obtaining a qualitatively sim-
ilar momentum dependence in the structure factor;!® in
contrast, the momentum dependence is present in the
leading term of the symplectic large-N approach.

The outline of the rest of the paper is as follows. The
general structure of the Sp(/N) large-N limit is reviewed
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FIG. 6. Large-N result for the structure factor, S(k) of
the classical antiferromagnet on the kagomé lattice at a tem-
perature T = 0.225J. The mean-field free-energy is min-
imized by link variables Q; = —Q2 (see the Appendix).
The global maxima are at six wave vectors with magnitude
47 /(3a). Notice that S(k) becomes negative at some values
of k; this is possible because the expression for the structure
factor [Eq. (2.18)] is positive definite only at N = 2.

in Sec. II. Readers not interested in technical details
may skip this section. The large-N theory is first ap-
plied to the triangular quantum lattice in Sec. III: this
allows us to display its general features without the ad-
ditional technical complications present in the kagomé
lattice. The results are then extended to the kagomé
lattice in Sec. IV: the magnetically ordered and quan-
tum disordered ground states discussed above are found.
The selection of the magnetically ordered ground state by
quantum fluctuations in the kagomé lattice is studied in
greater detail in Sec. V. Finally the main results are reca-
pitulated and compared with previous theoretical investi-
gations in Sec. VI. Implications for the experiments?1™25
are also presented in Sec. VI. An appendix contains
results from the large-N theory of the thermal fluctu-
ations in the classical Heisenberg antiferromagnet on the
kagomé lattice.

II. GENERAL FORMALISM

In this section we review the large-N expansion tech-
nique for an arbitrary quantum Heisenberg antiferromag-
net at zero temperature. Some of this has already been
presented in Ref. 4 and is repeated here for completeness.
We will consider a general Hamiltonian of the form

Hap= -5+ ZJ.,(J""bT b s) (Tysb785) |

1>]

(2.1)

where the sum over i, j extends over the sites of an ar-
bitrary lattice. The constraint (1.1) is imposed on every
site of the lattice.

The large- N limit of Har is taken with « fixed to an ar-
bitrary value. Depending upon the values of the J;; and
of k, the ground state of Hap may either break global
Sp(N) symmetry and possess magnetic long-range order
(LRO) or be Sp(N) invariant with only short-range or-
der (SRO) in the two-spin correlation function; the lat-
ter case does not exclude the possibility of other types
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of order associated with the breaking of lattice or time-
reversal symmetries. We will keep the discussion of the
large-N limit general by allowing for the possibility of
LRO. We begin by introducing the parametrization

b = (@z;’) .

B

(2.2)

We have introduced a natural double-index notation
a = (m,o) withm = 1,...,N and ¢ =1,|. The index
m=2,...,N. The z7 field has been introduced to al-

i>j

+Z/\ (le6l2+zbzmab:na_ ) .

The large-N limit is obtained by integrating over the
2(N 1) b fields. The resultmg effective action, expressed
in terms of the Q;;, A;, and z{ fields, will have a prefac-
tor of N (and some terms of order 1 which are subdom-
inant) and is therefore well approximated by its saddle-
point value. The @, A,z fields are expected to be time
independent at the saddle point and this is implicitly as-
sumed in the following. The functional integral over the
b requires knowledge of the eigenmodes of Hyp. Let us
collect the terms in Hyr dependent on the b and write
them in the compact form

Hwp =) WD, ¥+,

rs

(2.4)

where the ellipses denote terms independent of the b,

= ()

the indices r, s run over the pair of site-spin indices (3, ),
and D is a 2N, x 2N, (N, = number of sites in the
system) Hermitian matrix given by

Xibi;  —Ji; Q)2
D = 104j 1jW@Wij .
(P (JijQij/2 Aibij )
We have also temporarily suppressed the index m as all

the terms are diagonal in it. The ¥ operators satisfy the
commutation relations

(2.5)

(2.6)

v, ¥l]=73, (2.7)
where
(T%)ij = ((1) _01) - (2.8)

We now attempt diagonalization of Hymr by performing
a suitable linear transformation on ¥. We introduce the
2N, operators T'

o5
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low for a nonzero condensate (b7?) = v/Néz?; we will
only consider models in which the condensate in the LRO
phase can be transformed by a uniform global Sp(N) ro-
tation into this form. We will also not explicitly consider
the fluctuation of the m = 1 component of b*? because
its contribution is much smaller than those from the re-
maining N — 1 components for large N—see also the end
of Sec. II B. We insert (2.2) into Hr, decouple the terms
quartic in b by Hubbard-Stratanovich fields Q;; = —Q)j,
and enforce the constraints by the Largrange multipliers
A;. This yields

f;'°~;;"’l> + H.c.:l

(2.3)

(2.9)

"= ()

with g = 1,..., Ny, which are related to ¥ by the linear
transformation
¥ =MTI. (2.10)

The T will satisfy the canonical commutation relations
(2.7), and also diagonalize Hyp provided

MIDM =&, M'?®M =73 (2.11)
where & is a diagonal matrix of the bosonic eigenenergies.
Equations (2.11) can be combined to yield

DM = M7%0 . (2.12)
In other words, the columns of M are the eigenvectors of
the non-Hermitian matrix 73D and the diagonal elements
of 3% are the corresponding eigenvalues. The special
form of D in Eq. (2.6) and the antisymmetry of @Q;; can
be used to show that the eigenvalues occur in pairs with
opposite signs (wy, —w,), where we choose w, > 0, and
that M has the form

_(U-=-V*
M= (V uU* ) ’
where the U,V are N, x N, matrices. The w, are
clearly the spectrum of Bose-particlelike spinon excita-

tions above the ground state, and the U,V their wave
functions.

Finally, we insert the bosonic eigenmodes into Hyr
and obtain the ground-state energy, EFmr

Emr _ JijlQi; 1 Ji;Qij
N “Z( 2 2

i>j

+ NP = 1= R) + D wa(@,)

(2.13)

€oo'T] x +Hc)

(2.14)



12 382

In the last term we have emphasized that the w, depend
upon @, A. Finding the ground state of Hap in the large-
N limit is now reduced to the problem of minimizing Emp
with respect to the independent variables Q;;, z{ with
the A; chosen such that the constraints

0Emp
OX;

are always satisfied. It is instructive to examine the equa-
tions obtained by demanding stationarity of Fyp with
respect to z7:

e iy

This equation has two possible solutions.

(i) 7 = 0: this gives the SRO in the two-spin correla-
tion function.

(ii) 7 # 0: these are the phases with magnetic LRO
and occur for large values of k. Comparing Eq. (2.16)
with Egs. (2.6) and (2.12) we see that this condition is
equivalent to demanding that at least one of the w, =
0. These are the Goldstone modes associated with the
Sp(N) symmetry breaking.

=0 (2.15)

+ Az, =0. (2.16)

A. Structure factor

An important experimental characterization of any
ground state of Har is its structure factor S(k). For
the group SU(2) this is given by the equal-time spin-spin
correlation function

1 ik (r;—r;
S(k) = 3= D_(Si+8;) e i)

ij

(2.17)

For Sp(N), we must replace the right-hand side (rhs)
by one of the infinite number of Sp(/N) invariants which
reduce to S;-S; at N = 1. To choose among them impose
the following criteria.

(i) The invariant must reduce to exactly S;-S; at N =1
with no additional constants;

(ii) it has no disconnected component, i.e., its expecta-
tion value must vanish exactly for all N as |r; —r;| — oo
in a quantum disordered phase—a disconnected piece can
arise from the i, j independent term in Eq. (1.5), n%/2,
if suitable factors of 1/N are not inserted in the general-
ization to arbitrary N; and

(iii) the sum rule on ), S(k) is satisfied exactly by the
leading order term as N — oo. A little experimentation
shows that there is indeed a unique invariant satisfying
these criteria:

t bﬁbf b —

Si-S; — 4N2(bmr i 95895

a t 1Bt 6
TV Tp5b!,6761.82) .
(2.18)

It is easy to show that structure factor satisfies the sum

rule
Z S(k) =

As expected, there are no 1/N corrections to the sum

'“('“ +2) (2.19)
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rule. The discrepancies of factors of % which plagued ear-
lier mean-field theories2®:11 have therefore been removed.
Finally, we can use the expressions in Egs. (2.9), (2.10),
and (2.13) for the bosonic eignmodes of Hyr to obtain
the N — oo limit of the T = 0 structure factor in a
quantum disordered phase:

1 ik-(r;—r; * *
7 Ze e (St
] uy

” ) (2.20)

We now examine the large k = np/N limit of Hyr at
zero temperature. Note that this limit corresponds to
studying Har in the limit N — oo with « fixed, followed
subsequently with the limit x — oco. It is quite distinct
from the classical limit which is ny — oo with N fixed.
Nevertheless, as we will show below, the structure of the
system at the limit point of N — oo followed by k — oo
is identical to the classical system obtained by n; — co.
In particular, any ground-state degeneracies present in
the classical system will also appear in the kK — oo of
Hyp. However the semiclassical, i.e., large ny, fixed N,
properties of Hap will be quite distinct from those at
N — oo, large k. An advantage of the latter limit is
that the properties of Har in the limit N — oo, i.e.,
Hyyp can be determined to all orders in 1/k. In addi-
tion, order-by-disorder effects can be treated directly in
the mean-field description of Hyp. In contrast, many of
these effects only appear at some high order in 1/n; in
the semiclassical limit.

Let us now obtain an expansion of the properties of
Hwmr in inverse powers of k. It is easy to show that for
large &, Qij ~ A ~ & while 7 ~ \/k. The leading term
in Epmp/N is therefore of order k2. We therefore write

Emr
N
where E, is of order k2, and E; is of order & and lower-

order terms have been omitted. From Eq. (2.14) we find
that E. is given by the minimization of

E.=Y. (JUI;Q,-,-I? _ JijQQij
i>]
+ M(l=7 P -

1
The minimization of E. with respect to Q;; is straight-

forward and yields Q;; = Qf; where

S(k) =

B. Large-« limit

=E,+E 4, (2.21)

Ego! x:’:c;’l + H.c.)
(2.22)

Q5 =eopalzl (2.23)

Inserting this into Eq. (2.22) we obtain

= =3 eoorafay P YN R)

l)]
(2.24)
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It should now be obvious that the minimization of E,
with respect to z7 and A; is completely equivalent to de-
termining the classical ground states of the Hamiltonian
Har for SU(2); by substituting Eq. (1.5) in Eq. (2.1)
the dependent variables become vectors of length k. Of
particular interest in this paper are the cases where the
classical solution has degeneracies in addition to those in-
duced by globally uniform SU(2) rotations. Let ¢ and
A{ represent one such solution. Then it is not difficult to
show that the first quantum correction, E;, to Eyr in
Eq. (2.21) is

By = wa(@,2°) = 3¢,
] i

where Q° is determined by inserting z7 = z7° in
Eq. (2.23). In other words, the first quantum correc-
tion is simply given by the sum of the eigenfrequencies of
bosons hopping via the Q;; determined by the classical
solution. We will find that this correction is usually suf-
ficient to break the accidental classical degeneracies and
select a particular ground state—an example of ordering
induced by quantum fluctuations.

An objection might be raised that this ordering ap-
pears to be entirely due to the quantum fluctuations
of the N — 1 transverse modes and is therefore absent
for Sp(N = 1). However we may include the fluctua-
tion contribution from the m = 1 component by writing
b}? = z7°+b}7; the resulting action will begin with terms
quadratic in the b}7 as 27 = 27°, Q;; = Qf;, and X; = ¢
is a stationary point. Integrating out the 5,1” we find a
quantum correction to the energy which is identical in
form to Eq. (2.25) and thus leads to the same ordering
effects. Thus, carrying out the analysis in this subsection
directly at N = 1 would have led to the same result for
E;. Of course, the inclusion of the fluctuations of the
b}? while neglecting the fluctuations of the @;; and ),
can only be justified by appealing to the large-N limit
considered here.

(2.25)

III. TRIANGULAR-LATTICE QUANTUM
ANTIFERROMAGNET

This section begins by reviewing the results of Yoshioka
and Miyazaki, and Kol and Read!! on the triangular-
lattice quantum Heisenberg antiferromagnet using the
notation of Sec. II. We will then systematically inves-
tigate the structure of the fluctuations about the mean-
field theory. This will also serve as a useful warm-up
for the more complex problem of the kagomé lattice an-
tiferromagnet. We will begin in Sec. III A by studying
first the quantum-disordered ground state which occurs
at small values of x. The large-x ground state, which has
magnetic long-range order will be examined in Sec. ITI B.

A. Quantum-disordered ground state

In this phase we have 7 = 0. Thus our problem is
reduced to determining the best configuration of the Q;;
and A; which minimize Emp on the triangular lattice.
From Ref. 11 we anticipate that all the |Q;;] = Q inde-
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P

FIG.7. Configurations of the Q;; on the triangular lattice
with nearest-neighbor spacing a. There is only one indepen-
dent link variable @, with the sign positive in the direction of
the arrow. The A; = A on all sites.

pendent of ,j; the Q;; can be chosen real, with signs
as shown in Fig. 7. We also have A\; = A independent
of i. The eigenvalue equation (2.12) can be solved by a
Fourier transform and we obtain the spectrum

w(k) = [,\2 - J2Q2(sin k1 + sin ko + sin k3)2]1/2 ,
(3.1)

where the momentum k ranges over the first Brillouin

zone of the triangular lattice and
kp =k-& (3:2)

with the &, being vectors of length a pointing to the
vertices of an equilateral triangle:

él :a(%,ﬁ/?) )

éz 20(%, —\/3/2) 3
&3 =a(-1,0) .

(3.3)

The ground-state energy is determined from Eq. (2.14)
to be

Eme _ 1
NN, ~ N,

2
D wik) + 3—J23 A1 +x). (3.4)
k

The next step was a numerical minimization of Eyf with
respect to @ subject to the condition
7))

A stable quantum disordered phase, with no broken sym-
metries, was found for k > 0.34 and its energy is shown

=0. (3.5)

TABLE I. Triangular-lattice quantum antiferromagnet:
mean-field ground-state energies, Emr/(JNN,/2) as a func-
tion of K = np/N. The state has magnetic long-range order
for k > 0.34

" Ewr/(JNN,/2)
0.1 —-0.113
0.2 —0.257
0.3 —0.435
0.4 —0.656
0.5 —0.921
0.75 —1.782
1.00 —2.924
1.25 —4.347
1.50 —6.051




12 384

SRS
SR
1%9%% 0y oo "0
SRS
X ”"IIIII:‘*\\\\
RN X720
=N 5

55353 < 0 X
S S )
D S S S TSI, ‘ .

SR
555,

osss

o RIS
S5 %%
X2 SRS
SIS W
SN NP
NN
N
)

et 7 ¢
“ ,‘ \“!““”!I/ 555555 00,0\';
S
%

XN %

7
%5
DE2555553s

FIG. 8. Momentum dependence of the energy, w(k) of
the lowest excited spinon state for the quantum-disordered
ground state of the triangular-lattice quantum antiferromag-
net at K = 0.25. The minimum excitations are the spinons
at k = k; = (47/3a)(1,0) and k = k, = (47/3a)(—1,0) and
other points separated from ki, k» by vectors of the reciprocal
lattice.

as a function of x in Table I.

The mean-field excited states are given by the bosonic
eigenfrequencies w(k); these are shown in Fig. 8 at k =
0.25. The minimum-energy excitations are the spinons
at k = k; = (47/3a)(1,0) and k = k, = (47/3a)(-1,0)
and other points separated from k1, k by vectors of the
reciprocal lattice generated by G; = (47/v/3a)(0, 1) and
G, = (47/v3a)(V3/2, —31). We have also computed the
spin structure factor, S(k) using Eq. (2.20): the result is
shown Figs. 9 at &k = 0.35. The maxima of S(k) occur at
six wave vectors with magnitude 47/(3a) (Fig. 9).

As k is increased, the excitation energy w(k) vanishes
at some k values at a critical value of k. For larger values
of k the system will have magnetic LRO; these states are
discussed below.

1. Fluctuations

We now examine the structure of the 1/N quantum
fluctuations about the N = oo theory. One of the crucial

Z
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LR A,
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S NSRS N

FIG. 9. Zero-temperature structure factor, S(k), of the
quantum-disordered ground state of the triangular lattice
quantum antiferromagnet. The result is obtained at N = oo,
with the “spin” k = 0.25. The global maxima are at six
wave vectors with magnitude 47/(3a). S(k) is computed from
Egs. (2.17) and (2.18).
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questions will be the fate of the spin-% bosonic spinon
excitations that were found above. The main result will
be that these excitations remain unconfined for all values
of the underlying spin n;. A previous mechanism for the
appearance of spin-Peierls order?® is ineffective here.

As in previous analyses,3%27:28 it is necessary to study
the dynamics of the gauge-field fluctuations. These fields
are associated with the compact U(1), lattice gauge sym-
metry of the action. In particular all physical results are
invariant under the transformations

by — b exp(ip;) , Qij — Qijexpli(p:i + pj)] -
(3.6)

The p; is an arbitrary real lattice field generating the
U(1) gauge symmetry. For simplicity we have focused
on time-independent gauge transformations; time depen-
dence can be included and does not lead to any new
structure.34
After integrating out the b quanta the resulting effec-
tive action will be expressed in terms of the deviations of
Q;; and A; from their mean-field values. The gauge fields
arise from the phases of the Q;;;*® we will therefore ig-
nore other fluctuations and parametrize:
Qijite, = Qii+s, exp(iOp) , 3.7
where p = 1,2, 3, the vectors &, were defined in Eq. (3.3),
Q is the mean-field value, and ©, is a real phase. The
effective action for the @, must be invariant under

E)p — @p + pi + Pite, - (3.8)

Upon performing a Fourier transform, with the link vari-
ables ©, places on the center of the links, the gauge in-
variance takes the form

9, (k) — ©, (k) + 20(k) cos(k, /2) -

The momentum k takes values in the first Brillouin zone
of the triangular lattice. This invariance implies that the
effective action for the ©, can only be a function of the
following gauge-invariant combinations:

I,q = 2cos(ky/2)O,(k) — 2 cos(k,/2)O,(k) .

(3.9)

(3.10)

We now wish to take the continuum limit at points in
the Brillouin zone where the action involves only gradi-
ents of the O, fields and thus has the possibility of gapless
excitations. However it is not difficult to see that only
two of the three values of cos(kp,/2) can vanish at any
point of the Brillouin zone. One such point is the wave
vector

27
a = /= 0,1 y 3.11
g \/§a( ) (3.11)
where
9a1 =T, Gga2= —T, Gaz = 0. (312)

Taking the continuum limit with the fields varying with
momenta with close to g, we find that the I, depend
only upon gradients of ©; and ©,. Under gauge trans-
formations near the momentum g,, the bosons 5§ carry
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charges exp(ig, -r;). It can be verified that these charges
only take the values +1 on the lattice sites. We have
therefore imposed a certain “staggering” of the charge
assignments of the bosons which is quite analogous to
that in the square-lattice antiferromagnets.3* It is also
helpful to parametrize the ©, in the following suggestive
manner:

O1(r) =iAa (r)eig“ r
O3(r) = —iAg2(r)e'8e ™
93(1‘) = (I)a(l‘)eis°'r

(3.13)

It can be verified that the condition for the reality of
©, is equivalent to demanding that Aal, As2, P, be real.
We will now take the continuum limit with Aal, A3, ®,
varying slowly on the scale of the lattice spacing. It is
then not difficult to show that the invariants I,, then
reduce to (after a Fourier transformation)

Ly =&y - VAs —é1- VA,
I3y =& - V@, — 24, ,
132 = éz . V‘I)a - 2Aag .

(3.14)

Thus the A,;, As2 are the components of the connection
of a gauge symmetry denoted U,(1); the components are
taken along an “oblique” coordinate system defined by
the axes &;,8,. The field ®, transforms as the phase of
a charge-2 Higgs field under U,(1).

A very similar analysis can be carried out near the two
other points in the Brillouin zone where the other pairs
of values of cos(kp/2) vanish. These are the points

o (V31 2 (=3 1
gb—\/ga 575 ,gc—%; 5 75

(3.15)

which introduce the continuum symmetries U(1) and
U.(1), respectively. The O, now reduce in the continuum
limit to fields ®;, Apo, Aps, and Acq, Pc, Acs, respectively.
Thus in the continuum limit the lattice U(1) gauge sym-
metry has been replaced by a Us(1) x Up(1) x Uc(1) gauge
symmetry. The three gauge symmetries correspond to
the three different ways the triangular lattice can be dis-
torted into a rectangular lattice with diagonal bonds: the
phases on the horizontal and vertical bonds behave like
gauge connections while the phases on the diagonal bonds
become charge-2 Higgs fields. The system also possesses
spin—% Bose excitations which carry charges +1 of all
three symmetries.

The condensation of all of the Higgs fields is implicit,
and there are therefore no low-lying physical gauge ex-
citations. Following the reasoning of Refs. 3 and 4 we
conclude that the instantons?® are quenched and that
unit charges are expected to be unconfined;3° in particu-
lar the spin- Bose quanta, which carry the U, (1) charges
exp(igq -Ti), and analogous Up(1) and U,(1) charges, will
remain unconfined. The quenching of the instantons also
rules out a previous mechanism for the appearance of
spin-Peierls order.?® This can be viewed as another ex-
ample of the result of Refs. 3 and 4 that spin-Peierls or-
dering is necessarily induced only in models which have
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a magnetically ordered phase with collinear spins; the
magnetically ordered phase for the triangular lattice is
studied below and will be shown to have noncollinear
spins.

B. Magnetically ordered ground state

As was noted in Sec. II, this phase occurs at larger
values of k and the bosonic eigenmodes have at least one
zero eigenvalue. Moreover, the condensates z7 must be
linear combinations of the eigenvectors associated with
this zero mode. The condensate appears for £k > 0.34
and its energy is shown in Table I as a function of «.
The structure of the condensate can be determined by
examining the zero eigenmodes of 73D. The zero eigen-
values of 73D are at k = k; and k = ko = —k;. The
existence of these zero modes, or equivalently the sta-
tionarity condition (2.16), fixes

A=3V3JQ/2.

The condensate is an arbitrary linear combination of the
two zero eigenvectors of 73T this introduces two com-
plex numbers ¢;, ca, with only the value of [c1|? + [c2|?
fixed by the saddle-point equations. The final result for
the condensate can be easily shown to be

zt\ (e ic etk
zt ) 7 ey cf —je~iar |

The 2 x 2 matrix formed by the ¢y, ¢z is an SU(2) matrix
and performs global spin rotations. Up to such rotations,
the condensate is therefore given by the spinors on the
rhs of Eq. (3.17). Working out the spin orientations we
find that it is of the form of the familiar classical ground
state shown in Fig. 10.

The magnitude of the staggered moment M can be
computed by examining the difference between n;, and

the value of (bfab:’) from quantum fluctuations; we find

M 1 1 A
m—1+;_N,nEw(k)+o( )

The constraint (3.16) leads to a cancellation in the de-
pendence of the sum over k upon @ which is therefore
also independent of k. The sum over k is a pure number
and we find

M 0.34

(3.16)

(3.17)

(3.18)

anl“,c‘*o(%) : (3.19)
A C B A
B A C
A C B A
FIG. 10. Spontaneous magnetization of the ground state

of the triangular lattice.
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IV. KAGOME LATTICE
QUANTUM ANTIFERROMAGNET

In this section we will finally apply the formalism
developed in Sec. II to the nearest-neighbor quantum
Heisenberg antiferromagnet at 7= 0 on the kagomé lat-
tice. The procedure will be very similar to that of Sec. III.

A. Quantum-disordered phases
Our experience with other lattices®*!! suggests that
configurations in which the Q;; and A; on every site are
equivalent, will include the global minimum of Eyp. We
will therefore directly specialize to such states. Some of
our calculations in subsequent sections will involve much
larger unit cells, and will provide independent confirma-
tion of our assertion that allowing inequivalent configu-
rations at the sites does not lower the energy.

Simple considerations show that having chosen A; = A
independent of i, there are only two independent val-
ues of Qij, which are labeled @, @2 in Fig. 11. The
kagomé lattice with nearest-neighbor spacing a has three
sites, u, v, w (Fig. 11), per unit cell of the triangular Bra-
vais lattice with spacing 2a. We may therefore introduce
Fourier-transformed Bose operators b}, (k), ), (k), and
b, o (k) where the momentum k ranges over the first Bril-
louin zone of the triangular lattice. We now introduce the
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FIG. 11. Configurations of the Q;; chosen on the kagomé
lattice with nearest-neighbor spacing a. We allow for only
two independent link variables @1, Q2; the links with single
arrows have Qi; = Qi, while the links with double arrows
have Qi; = Q2. The A; = X on all sites. Also shown are three
sites u, v, w which form the unit cell of the triangular Bravais
lattice with spacing 2a.

The index m = 1,..., N and will not be explicitly dis-
played any more. Its chief role is to provide a prefactor
N when the bosons are integrated out. The mean-field
Hamiltonian now takes the form

ﬁﬁzﬁﬂgwmwwww

J
operator +§(|Q1|2 +1Q21%) = X1+ &), (4.2)
b7 (k)
bL"T(k) where the 6 x 6 matrix D(k) has the form
M I (4.1) M P(K)
mUE = by (k) ' Dk:( ) 4.3
btrtml(_k) ( ) PT(k) Al ( )
i
bwml(—k) with 1 the 3 x 3 unit matrix and P given by
J 0 o Quemh 4 Qaeth —Qret*s — Qae ks
Pk) = 0} —QetF1 — Qoe~thr 0 Qie 2 + Qqeik2 (4.4)

Qle—iks + Qzeiks _Qleilc; _ Qze—ikz

The k, were defined in Eqgs. (3.2) and (3.3).

To determine the eigenmodes of Hmr we need to diag-
onalize 73D. For the special case where ); are indepen-
dent of 7, the problem can be further simplified. It is not
difficult to show that the eigenvalues [w,(k), —w,(k)] of
73D can be expressed in terms of the eigenvalues of PTP.
In particular, with

P(k)P(k)pu(k) = pj(k)pu(k) ,

where pz, p# = 1,2,3 are the eigenvalues and ¢, (k) the
eigenvectors, we find

w(k) = V2 = p2(R)]/2 .

(4.5)

(4.6)

Finally the ground-state energy can be determined to be

0

Emp 1 J 2 2
s gwﬂ(kw 5 (1@ +1Q2") = A(1++) .

4.7

We numerically minimized EpMp with respect to the
complex numbers @; and @2 subject to the condition
(8.5). For values of k small enough to prevent magnetic
LRO (discussed below), two locally stable solutions were
found. In a suitable gauge @; and @3 could be made real
for both solutions, showing that time-reversal symmetry
remains unbroken in the quantum disordered phase. The
solutions were (a) @1 = —Q2 and (b) Q1 = Q2. These
two states are physically distinct and cannot be trans-
formed into one another by gauge transformations. Their
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TABLE II. Kagomé-lattice quantum antiferromagnet:
mean-field energies for the Q; = Q2 and @Q; = —Q. states
at T = 0 as a function of Kk = np/N. Tabulated are the
values of Emr/(JNN,/2). The Q: = Q: state has magnetic
LRO for x > 0.50, while the @, = —Q- state has magnetic
LRO for k > 0.53. The Q1 = —Q: state is always lower in
energy.

K Q1 =-Q2 Q1 =Q:
0.1 —0.109 04 —0.10898
0.2 —0.2374 —0.2370
0.3 -0.3871 —0.3860
0.4 —0.560 —0.558
0.5 —0.760 —-0.757
0.75 —1.388 —1.384
1.00 —2.203 —2.198
1.25 —-3.205 -3.199
1.50 —4.395 —4.389

energies as a function of « are shown in Table II. Notice
that the first solution Q; = —@Q2 is always the lower in
energy for all values of «, including those with long-range
magnetic order.

We also have available in w,(k) the excitation spec-
trum of these states. We show in Figs. 4 and 12 the mo-
mentum dependence of the energy of the lowest excited
spinon state at & = 0.35. Notice first that both states
have a finite energy gap at this value of k. The mini-
mum energy excitations of the @Q; = —@Q, ground state
are the spinons at k = k; = (27/3e)(1,0) and k = k; =
(27/3a)(—1,0) and other points separated from ki, k2
by vectors of the reciprocal lattice generated by G; =
(27/v/3a)(0,1) and G, = (27/v/3a)(v/3/2,-1/2). The
minimum excitations above the ground state Q1 = Q2 is
the spinon at k = 0 and other points separated from it by
vectors of the reciprocal lattice. The spin structure fac-
tor, S(k) of both states was computed using Eq. (2.20):
the results are shown in Figs. 5 and 13 for the quan-
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FIG. 12. Momentum dependence of the energy, w(k) of
the lowest excited spinon state of the kagomé-lattice quantum
antiferromagnet for the Q1 = Q- state at x = 0.35. The mini-
mum excitation energy is the spinon at k = 0 and other points
separated from it by vectors of the reciprocal lattice generated

by Gi = (27/v/3a)(0,1) and G2 = (27/V/3a)(V/3/2, —1/2).
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FIG. 13. Zero-temperature structure factor, S(k), for the
Q1 = Q2 state of the kagomé-lattice quantum antiferromag-
net at k = 0.35. S(k) is computed from Egs. (2.17) and (2.18),
and has local maxima at six wave vectors with magnitude
47 /(3a). Notice however the ridges going into, e.g., (0, 27/a);
the true maxima in fact occur at (0,27/a) and points related
to it by symmetry.

tum disordered states at £ = 0.35. The maxima of S(k)
for the @; = —@Q, ground state occur at six wave vec-
tors with magnitude 47/(3a) (Fig. 5). The metastable
Q1 = Q2 state also has local maxima at 47/(3a). Notice
however the ridges in Fig. 13 going into, e.g., (27 /a,0);
the true maxima in fact occur at (27/a,0) and points
related to it by symmetry. These ridges may therefore
serve as an experimentally distinguishing feature of the
two states. The ridges will probably by wiped out in a
powder average: it is therefore necessary to study single-
crystal samples. Further information on the nature of the
spin correlations in the two states will appear when we
discuss the associated phases with magnetic LRO below.

1. Fluctuations

The analysis of the 1/N fluctuations about the above
quantum disordered states closely follows parallels that
of Sec. IITA1 for the triangular lattice. There are ad-
ditional complications due to the presence of a larger
number of sites in the unit cell, but the essential features
will be shown to remain unchanged. Thus we will find
that the lattice U(1) gauge symmetry is replaced in the
continuum limit by a Ua(1) x Us(1) x Uc(1) gauge sym-
metry; condensation of charge-2 Higgs fields will quench
the gauge forces and the spin—% spinon excitations will re-
main unconfined. Spin-Peierls order is also not expected
to appear.

FIG. 14. Labeling of the three sublattices u, v, w and the
six links of a unit cell of the kagomé lattice for Sec. IV A 1.
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The kagomé lattice has three sites, and therefore six
links per unit cell. We number the links as shown in
Fig. 14, and leading to six phase variables ©;_¢ associ-
ated with the phases of the Q;; [see Eq. (3.7)]. It is also
necessary to have three fields py, py, pw which generate
gauge transformations. After a Fourier transform, the
effective action for the ©, must be invariant under the
transformations (this is the analog of Eq. [3.9)]:

01 — 0 + pye F/2 4 p etFr/2
0, — 0, + pueikl/z + Pue_ikllz )
O3 — 03 + pve—“‘:ﬁl2 + pweikz/z )
(4.8)
Q4 — Oy + pye'*2/? 4 p e k2/2
O5 — O 4 pye™F2/2 4 p ekl |
O — O + Pweiks/2 + puc_“m/2 .
A little experimentation shows that the structure of these
equations becomes evident upon the following decompo-
sition of the field generating the gauge transformations
Pu=Pst+Pc—Pa; Pv="PcFPa—Pb, Pv=PatPr—Pc-

(4.9)
The fields pq4, ps, pc Will be shown below to generate the
Ua(1),Us(1),U.(1) gauge transformations in the contin-
uum limit. From Eq. (4.9) we therefore deduce that the
bosons on the u, v, w sublattices carry charges —1,+1, +1
under U, (1), +1, —1, 41 under Up(1), and +1,+1, —1 un-
der U(1). Inserting (4.9) in (4.8) we obtain

01 — O3 + 2p. cos(k1/2) — 2i(ps — pa)sin(k1/2) ,

©2 — O3 + 2p. cos(k1/2) + 2i(ps — pa)sin(k1/2) ,

©3 — O3 + 2p, cos(ka/2) — 2i(p. — pb) sin(k2/2) ,
(4.10)

04— O4 + 2p, cos(ka/2) + 2i(p. — py) sin(k2/2) ,

O5 — O5 + 2p;p cos(ks/2) — 2i(pa — pc)sin(ks/2) ,

O — O + 2pp cos(ks/2) + 2i(ps — pc) sin(ks/2) .
The unit cell of the kagomé lattice is large enough that

the continuum limit can be taken at k = 0. We therefore
introduce the decompositions

01 =@+ Ay — Aar
63:@0+A02"Ab23
65=‘I)b+AaB“Ac3y

@2:(I>C‘Abl+Aaly
®4=q)a"'Ac2+Ab2)
@6=q)b—Aa3+Ac3a

(4.11)

where all the fields on the rhs are assumed to be slowly
varying on the scale of the lattice spacing. From these
decompositions and the continuum limit of Eq. (4.10) we
obtain the fields associated with Us(1)

Aar — Aa1 — €, - Vp,
P, _"(pa“Qpay

Az — Agz — €3 -Vp,
(4.12a)

with Ub(l)

Apy — Apa — &2 -Vpy
Dy — Oy — 2pp

Apy — A1 — &1 - Vpy
(4.12b)
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and with Uc(1)

Acz - Ac2 _éZ : vpc )
(4.12¢)

Acs — Acs —&é3-Vp
&, — B, — 2p. .

We have thus obtained connections and phases of charge-
2 Higgs fields for U,(1), Uy(1), and U,(1). The dynamics
of the gauge fields must be controlled by an action which
is invariant under the above transformations.

The subsequent reasoning is identical to that at the
end of Sec. III A 1 and leads to the same conclusions. The
spinons are liberated by the condensation of the charge-
2 Higgs scalars and spin-Peierls order is not expected to
appear.

B. Magnetically ordered phases

We will consider the LRO phases associated with the
two SRO phases in turn.

1. Q1 = -—Qg

The condensate appears for k > 0.53. The energy of
this state is shown in Table II as a function of k. The
structure of the condensate can be determined by exam-
ining the zero eigenmodes of 73D. The zero eigenvalues
of 78D are at k = k; and k = k; = —k;, which were
defined in Sec. IV A. The existence of these zero modes
now fixes

A=V371Qi| .

Both eigenvalues are nondegenerate and the associated
eigenvectors are

(4.13)

Uy = (i,—,4,1,—1,1)e*r™ |
(4.14)
Uy =(—i,4,—4,1,—1,1)e 7

We take a condensate of the form c¢;W¥; + c2 ¥y, where
only |c1]|? + |c2|? will be determined by the saddle-point
conditions. Working out the orientation of the conden-
sate at every lattice site we find that it can be written in
the form

(:cl) _ ( c1 —icz) (ie’i"‘")
- . % * —1k,- ’
z} —icy cf e~thar
(:cl) _ < ¢y —ic2> (ie‘i"‘")
- .k * -1k, r )
:L',l, —1Cy €] e 1
: s oikyr
:L-IU - c.l —1C2 e’ 1 .
z} —icy ¢} e~ikur

The 2 x 2 matrix formed by the c;, ¢y is again an SU(2)
matrix and performs global spin rotations. Working out
the spin orientations we find that it is of the form shown
in Fig. 2. The spin arrangement forms a triangular lat-
tice with a /3 x v/3 unit cell of 9 sites. Moreover, suit-
ably oriented spins can be added to the center of every
hexagon to yield the ground state of the antiferromagnet
on a triangular lattice of spacing a.

The magnitude of the staggered moment M is com-
puted as in Sec. III B to be

(4.15)
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M 0.53 1
N:c_l - +O(N) . (4.16)

The 1/N fluctuations of this state will involve consid-
eration of the fluctuations in Q;;, A;, and z7. Note that
because b bosons were integrated over, order-by-disorder
effects are already included in the saddle point. Thus
the propagators of the z{ will only carry zero energy
at k = 0 and there will be no modes which are zero
at all wave vectors (such modes occur in the semiclassi-
cal expansion!®18). It is only in the limit kK = co that
the propagators become singular over the entire Brillouin
zone. We will explicitly demonstrate the nonsingular na-
ture of the z¢ propagators by examining the energy as-
sociated with space-dependent deformations of the z7 in
Sec. V.

2. Q1 =Q:

The condensate appears for & > 0.50. The energy is
shown in Table II and is higher than that of the Q; =
—Q state. The zero eigenvalue of 73D is at k = 0. The
condition (2.16) leads again to the restriction (4.13) on
the value of A. The zero mode is found to be doubly
degenerate. The two eigenvectors are

¥, =(1,1,-2,v3,-3,0) ,
(4.17)
¥, =(-V3,V3,0,1,1,-2) .

The condensate is therefore of the form ¢;¥; + ¢V,
where only |c1|? + [c2|? will be determined by the saddle-
point equations. Working out the orientation of the con-
densate at every lattice site, we find that it can be written
in the form

()-(53) ()
z ¢y —Co 1

<r:) = (c; ¥ ) (—ﬁ) !
G- (@)

Up to global rotations the spin orientations are of the
form shown in Fig. 3, where A, B, C are spins pointing
toward the vertices of an equilateral triangle (Fig. 1).
The unit cell of the spin arrangement is the same as the
unit cell of the lattice and this is therefore a k = 0 state.

The magnitude of the staggered moment can be com-
puted as above to yield

ﬂ=1—5’?+0(i) .

(4.18)

= (4.19)

V. ORDERING BY QUANTUM FLUCTUATIONS

A limitation of the kagomé lattice mean-field analysis
of Sec. IV is that the energy was minimized over a rather
limited set of variational parameters. The parameters
were certainly not general enough to explore the large
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space of degenerate ground states that appear in the clas-
sical limit. A complete self-consistent mean-field analy-
sis which does this would be computationally prohibitive.
However, substantial progress can be made in the large-
& limit discussed in Sec. II B; we shall find that physics
of ordering by quantum fluctuations becomes especially
clear in this limit. The basic procedure we shall follow is
this: choose any one of the classical ground states of the
kagomé lattice and compute the first quantum correction
E; [Egs. (2.21) and (2.25)] to its energy. We shall provide
a convincing demonstration in this section that the quan-
tum fluctuations lift the degeneracy between the classical
ground states down to that associated with a single, uni-
form, global rotation of the spins. The true quantum
ground state on the kagomé lattice will continue to be
the @; = —Q2 state of Sec. IV and Fig. 2. All of the
analysis in this section refers implicitly to the kagomé-
lattice quantum Heisenberg antiferromagnet at 7' = 0.
We shall study the lifting of the classical degeneracy in
two steps. We will begin in Sec. V A by considering all the
classical ground states in which the spins are coplanar.
The spins will therefore be restricted to point in the three
directions A, B, C (Fig. 1), with no two nearest-neighbor
pairs having the same orientation. Quantum fluctuations
will select a particular arrangement of the spins. Then
in Sec. VB we will consider classical ground states with
noncoplanar spins; quantum fluctuations will raise their
energy over the coplanar states for the infinite lattice.

A. Coplanar spins

Restricting the spins to point in one of the three copla-
nar directions A, B,C (Fig. 1) still leaves the classical
kagomé Heisenberg antiferromagnet with a finite ground-
state entropy. Any state in which no two nearest neigh-
bors have the same orientation is a classical ground state.
The number of such states increases exponentially with
the system size, and are in one-to-one correspondence
with the ground states of the 3-state Potts antiferromag-
net on the kagomé lattice.

We will restrict our attention to the infinite-lattice
classical states which are periodic with the 27-site unit
cell shown in Fig. 15. A simple calculation shows that
there are a total of 120 distinct coplanar states which
have this periodicity. Three of these states are shown in
Fig. 15. The state in Fig. 15(a) was asserted to be the
ground state in Sec. IV B.

We have computed the first quantum correction, E;
[Eq. (2.21)] for all the 120 classical states described
above. Each classical spin orientation determines the
z7¢ up to a gauge transformation. We then determined
Qj;, Af for each classical spin orientation from Eqs. (2.22)
and (2.23) and found

5 =+V3k/2, X =3kJ/2. (5.1)
All of the information on the location of the A, B, C spins
is carried in the sign of the @Q;;. The eigenenergies were

determined by solving Eq. (2.12), and E; evaluated from
Eq. (2.25).



12 390

The values of E; for the states in Fig. 15 were

B —0.635324  Fig. 15(a)
——L = -0.631406 Fig. 15(b) (5.2)
NeJw/2 | _0.633958  Fig. 15(c).

The state in Fig. 15(a), and 5 others related to it by
lattice symmetries, were found to have the lowest energy.
The values of E; of all other 115 states were higher, with
the highest energy being carried by the state in Fig. 15(b)
and its 5 symmetry-related partners.

(c)

FIG. 15. Coplanar spin arrangements which are periodic
with the shown 27-site unit cells. There are 120 such ar-
rangements of which 3 are shown. The configuration in (a)
is found to have the lowest quantum-corrected energy, while
that in (b) has the highest.
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Quantum fluctuations have therefore been shown to in-
duce order among the manifold of ground states of the
classical 3-state Potts antiferromagnet. The states se-
lected have the ordering of Fig. 2 with a /3 x v/3 unit
cell of 9 sites.

B. Noncoplanar spins

Consider the planar state selected in Sec. VA. If we
allow for noncoplanar spins, this state (and all other clas-
sical states) has some remarkable additional classical de-
generacies. For example, the B and C spins around a
given hexagon can be rotated about the axis defined by
the A spin with no change in the classical energy—the
angle of rotation can be different on each hexagon of B
and C spins. We will show in this subsection that this de-
generacy is reduced to a single global rotation once the
finite-x quantum fluctuations have been included. We
will compute the quantum correction E; for a large num-
ber of noncoplanar spin arrangements. The method of
the calculation is identical to that described in Sec. V A.
The end result will be that quantum fluctuations in the
infinite kagomé lattice endow coplanar states with a lower
energy.

Let us orient all the A spins in Fig. 2 or Fig. 15(a) along
the z axis. The B, C spins around each hexagon define a
plane which is perpendicular to the zy plane. Let ¢ be
the angle between this plane and the zz plane. Clearly,
the angle ¢ can take an arbitrary value in each hexagon
of B, C spins in the classical limit. We have therefore

Sa=k(0,0,1),
_ (V3 V3 . 1
SB_K(-E—cosqS,Tsmd),——i) , (5.3)
_ V3 . 1
Sc =« (——cosqﬁ,-—Tsmd),——?—)

The associated values of the spinor condensates z¢ are

mir (et ()

1/2

¢ = .

o =vi ()

The values of the link variables Qf; can now be deter-
mined from Eq. (2.23). We find

6 = +(V3k/2)e ™ .

All of the information on the orientation of the B,C
hexagons is carried in the phases of the Qf;. The “clas-
sical” energy Ec = -}, . |Q5;1? is independent of the ¢
values and therefore of the orientation of the hexagons.
Finally, the Lagrange multipliers A{ can be determined
by solving Eq. (2.16). The answers again turn out to
be independent of the ¢ values. They depend only upon
whether ¢ is in the bulk or on the boundary of the various
clusters that we consider below:

(5.4)

(5.5)
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NN
Y

FIG. 16. The 12-site hexagram. The A spins point along
the z axis. The plane defined by the B, C spins is perpendic-
ular to the zy plane and makes an angle ¢ with the zz plane.

3xJ/2 for i in the bulk

A= {3!‘8]/4 for ¢ on the boundary. (5.6)

We now study the manner in which the classical local
degeneracy is lifted by the first quantum correction E;
[Egs. (2.21) and (2.25)]. We will consider various finite
and infinite clusters made out of the basic unit shown in
Fig. 16: 12 sites arranged in a “hexagram”; the boundary
spins are in the A direction, while the spins around the
hexagon are in the B and C directions. There will be
an angle ¢ associated with the B,C hexagon in every
hexagram. Clearly the energy of a single hexagram is
independent of its ¢, as changes in ¢ are global rotations
of spins on the cluster.

We now consider various combinations of the hexa-
grams.

1. Two hexzagrams

These form a 23-site cluster (Fig. 17), with the two hex-
agrams sharing a common A site. We can use global spin
rotation invariance to choose ¢ = 0 on one hexagram.
Let ¢ = ¢; on the second hexagram. We now evaluate
E; by determining the boson spectrum and then using
Eq. (2.25); we find that E; is independent of ¢;. Evi-
dently the single common site does not lead to quantum
interference between motion of the bosons on the two
hexagrams. We have verified that the energy remains
independent of ¢; to all orders in 1/k.

FIG. 17. Two of the hexagrams of Fig. 16 forming a 23-
site cluster. The full quantum energy is found to be indepen-
dent of ¢;.
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FIG. 18. Three of the hexagrams of Fig. 16 forming a 33-
site cluster. The quantum corrections minimize the energy at
¢1 = 27/3 and @2 = 47/3. The spin condensates are therefore
not coplanar but truly three dimensional.

2. Three hexagrams

This 33-site cluster is shown in Fig. 18. The energy E;
is now dependent on ¢; and ¢,. It is a minimum at ¢; =
27 /3 and ¢, = 47 /3. The optimum spin arrangement of
this finite cluster is therefore truly noncoplanar. No part
of the infinite lattice ground state in Sec. IV B has such
a structure.

8. Seven hexagrams

The 72-site cluster in Fig. 19 is a still larger chunk of
the infinite kagomé lattice. The energy E; is dependent
on all the ¢’s and has its minimum at ¢; = ¢ = ¢3 =
¢4 = ¢5 = ¢¢ = 0. This arrangement is planar and
compatible with the infinite-lattice v/3x /3 ground state.

4. Three hexagrams: periodic boundary conditions

We consider next the 27-site cluster obtained by iden-
tifying opposite edges of the rhombus in Fig. 20. All
the sites are equivalent and the cluster retains all the ro-
tational symmetries of the infinite kagomé lattice. The

FIG. 19. Seven of the hexagrams of Fig. 16 forming a 72-
site cluster. The quantum corrections minimize the energy at

61 = ¢2 = ¢3 = ¢4 = ¢5 = ¢¢ = 0. The spin condensates are
therefore coplanar.
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FIG. 20. Identifying the opposite edges of this rhombus
yields a 27-site cluster with three hexagrams and the full rota-
tional symmetry of the kagomé lattice; the orientation of the
spins around each hexagram is as in Fig. 16. The minimum
energy is found at ¢; = 27/3 and ¢2 = 47/3. We may also
treat this cluster as the 27-site unit cell of an infinite lattice.
In this case the quantum corrections lower the energy most
at ¢1 = ¢2 = 0.

minimum energy state is found to be the same as that
of the three-hexagram configuration with open boundary
conditions (Fig. 18): ¢; = 27/3 and ¢ = 47 /3. The val-
ues of E1/Jk as a function of ¢1, ¢» are shown in Fig. 21.

5. Three-hexagram unit cell of infinite lattice

Finally, we use the 27-site configuration of Fig. 20 as
a unit cell of the infinite kagomé lattice. The z° con-
densates are obtained by repeating the arrangement in
Fig. 20 periodically: the final configuration forms a tri-
angular lattice with a 27-site unit cell. The bosons are
free to move on this infinite lattice and their spectrum
differs from that in the cluster in Sec. VB 4. We find that
E; now has a minimum at ¢; = 0, ¢5 = 0. The values
of E1/Jk as a function of ¢;, ¢, are shown in Fig. 22.

FIG. 21.

The first quantum correction to the energy
E1/Jk as a function of the angles ¢; and ¢, for the 27-site
finite cluster obtained by identifying the opposite edges of the
rhombus in Fig. 20 (Sec. VB 4). The vertical axis is AE; =
2% 10° x (E1 — Eimin)/(NsJK). We find Eimin/(N.JK/2) =
—0.673943 at ¢; = 27/3, ¢2 = 47 /3 and vice versa.
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FIG. 22.

As in Fig. 21 but for the infinite kagomé lattice
with the 27-site rhombus in Fig. 20 treated as a unit cell
(Sec. VB5). We find now Eimin/(NsJk/2) = —0.635324 at
$1=¢2=0.

This lowest energy state is therefore fully consistent with
the v/3 x v/3 ground state studied in Sec. IVB and pro-
vides additional evidence supporting our assertion that
the configuration of Fig. 11 with Q1 = —Q2, or equiva-
lently the ordered state of Fig. 2 or Fig. 15(a), is in fact
global minimum of the energy.

6. Discussion

A remarkable feature of the above results 1s that small
clusters with periodic or free boundary conditions ac-
tually prefer noncoplanar spin arrangements. It was
only when quite large (Sec. VB3) or infinite lattices
(Sec. VB5) were considered that the planar configura-
tions eventually won out. This suggests that the effec-
tive Hamiltonian for the “rotor” variables associated with
each B, C hexagon is quite nonlocal and is dominated by
many-rotor interactions.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

This paper has presented a systematic large-N analy-
sis of Heisenberg antiferromagnets on the kagomé and
triangular lattices. We will recapitulate the main re-
sults on zero temperature, quantum-disordered phases
in Sec. VI A; this will be followed by a comparison with
other theoretical results on such phases. The same will
be done for the magnetically ordered phases of the quan-
tum antiferromagnets in Sec. VIB and for the classical
antiferromagnet in Sec. VIC. Finally in Sec. VID we will
discuss implications for experiments.

A. Quantum-disordered phases

For small values of the “spin” on each site, the
quantum antiferromagnets on both lattices displayed
quantum-disordered ground states which are very sim-
ilar in structure. These ground states do not break any
symmetry. They possess a gap and the low-lying exci-
tations are unconfined, bosonic, spin-% spinons. These
free spin-% excitations exist for all values of the on-site
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spin. The spinons also carry charges £1 of a contin-
uum Ug(1) x Up(1) x Uc(1) gauge symmetry, which is
the remnant of a single lattice U(1) internal gauge in-
variance. All three continuum U(1)’s are in a Higgs
phase due to the condensation of charge +2 scalars.
This quenches the confinement of unit charges3® and the
spinons remain free. It also disables a previous mech-
anism for the introduction of spin-Peierls order in un-
frustrated antiferromagnets.?® Note that both these spin-
fluid ground states manifestly contradict Laughlin’s frac-
tional quantization principle?® which asserts that spin-1
spinons must be semions.

Quantum-disordered states on the kagomé lattice were
also studied by Marston and Zeng!” by an alternative
large-N method which involved the use of fermionic vari-
ables. They found spin-Peierls ordering in their ground
state. The fermionic large-N limit they used gener-
ically leads to dimerization®! and is properly consid-
ered an “extreme quantum” limit.?” The approach of
this paper allows one to approach the classically ordered
phase?® and is expected to more accurately describe the
nearby quantum-disordered phases. An alternative test
for the appearance of spin-Peierls order is to examine a
quantum-dimer3? model on the kagomé lattice; natural
off-diagonal terms in the dimer model are interchanges of
dimers around hexagons and other non-self-intersecting
loops. The relationship between gauge theories derived
from Sp(N) models and dual versions of the quantum
dimer model33:3* suggests that a dual version of the
kagomé lattice model should be similar to the gauge the-
ories of Sec. IVA 1. A natural conjecture then is that
this quantum-dimer model has a spin-fluid ground state.

Zeng and Elser!® have presented exact numerical diag-
onalizations of finite clusters of the kagomé lattice which
indicate that the spin-3, SU(2) antiferromagnet has a
quantum-disordered ground state. The specific heat of
the model also displayed a double-peak structure as a
function of temperature. The first peak at T = 0.75J
was identified with quenching of the spin fluctuations
into the subspace of near-neighbor singlet bonds (dimers)
and it was suggested that the second peak could possibly
be associated with the appearance of spin-Peierls order.
However it is not necessary for true long-range order to
appear to obtain a peak in the specific heat. Further in-
vestigations involving the measurement of the appropri-
ate correlation functions and susceptibilities is necessary
before any firm conclusion on the absence of spin-Peierls
order can be drawn.

Recently, Ritchey et al.2° have suggested that the
ground state of the quantum SU(2) antiferromagnet re-
tains the degeneracy of the 3-state Potts antiferromagnet
on the kagomé lattice. However, as we demonstrated ex-
plicitly in Sec. V A, quantum fluctuations break the de-
generacy between these states. Moreover, it is reasonable
to expect that higher-order corrections in a semiclassical
theory will also lead to a splitting of the degeneracy be-
tween these states. Ritchey et al.?? focused solely on the
tunneling between the Potts-like states and ignored the
possibility of diagonal shifts in the energy. It is unlikely
that their ground state will survive the inclusion of these
effects.
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B. Magnetically ordered phases

First, we review the large-N results of this paper on
the zero temperature quantum Heisenberg antiferromag-
nets. For large values of the “spin” we obtained mag-
netically ordered states. The ordering on the triangular
lattice was the usual classical three-sublattice state. The
kagomé lattice ordering had a V3 x +/3 unit cell with 9
sites. We demonstrated explicitly the quantum fluctua-
tion induced selection of this structure from among the
huge manifold of classically degenerate states. The only
low-lying excitations were shown to be long-wavelength
spin-wave modes; there were no spin-wave modes with a
vanishing energy at all wave vectors that appear in the
classical limit.

Harris et al.'® have performed a large-S expansion for
the ground state of a kagomé lattice antiferromagnet with
first-, second-, and third-neighbor interactions. They
found regimes in which both the v/3 x v/3 and the k = 0
states were the ground states.

Zeng and Elser!® have discussed a large-S spin-wave
calculation which interpolates between the kagomé and
triangular lattices and finds a quantum-disordered state
on the kagomé lattice for all S. This result therefore dif-
fers from the large- N result of this paper that the ground
state is magnetically ordered at large values of k. How-
ever, the structure of the semiclassical expansion about
the classically degenerate manifold has not yet been fully
worked out, and the reliability of the prediction of the ab-
sence of magnetic order at large S is questionable. A sim-
ilar discrepancy also existed between the square lattice
antiferromagnet with first- (J1) and second- (J2) neigh-
bor interactions at the classical disorder point J, = J, /2.
The initial large-S calculations3® predicted disorder up
to S = oo, while the large- N method®%7 found quantum
fluctuation induced order; a subsequent reanalysis of the
semiclassical theory by Chubukov® in fact showed the
presence of long-range order, consistent with the large-N
approach. A complete understanding of the semiclassical
theory for the kagomé lattice is clearly called for: it is
clear that a partial resummation of the large-S series is
necessary.

C. Classical kagomé antiferromagnet

Next we turn to the classical kagomé Heisenberg anti-
ferromagnet. Our large-N expansion for this model (see
the Appendix) found no broken symmetries and short-
range correlations of the v/3 x /3 state (Fig. 2) at all
finite temperatures. This agrees with the high temper-
ature expansion of Harris et al.'® which also found that
the v/3 x /3 structure dominated the fluctuations. In
the present large-N calculation, the correlation length of
the /3 x /3 structure diverges as exp(c/T) as T — 0.
Chalker et al.!® have examined the classical kagomé an-
tiferromagnet at low temperatures by analytical and nu-
merical techniques. Their finite-temperature results have
no long-range order and presumably have short-range
correlations similar to those in the present large-N the-
ory. They also suggested from Monte Carlo results that
nematic order appears as T' — 0 in the classical model.
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Such ordering is implicit in the V3 x V3 ordering ob-
tained as " — 0 in the large-N limit. Monte Carlo mea-
surements of spin-correlation functions which distinguish
between nematic and Néel-type ordering require much

longer to equilibrate,3® and were not directly examined
in Ref. 19.

D. Implications for experiments

1. Helium films

Elser?? has argued that a partially filled second layer
of He® on graphite?! can be well described by a spin-
% kagomé antiferromagnet; there are however other in-
terpretations of the experimental data.3” The numerical
calculations of the specific heat!® were consistent with
experimental results. Experimental tests for the absence
of spin-Peierls ordering would be of great interest.

2. Layered oxides

The experiments on SrCrg_,Gas4+2010 (Refs. 23-25)
probe a spin-% kagomé lattice antiferromagnet. Inter-
pretation of the experiments is however complicated by
the presence of disorder. The powder average neutron
scattering shows a broad maximum around k = 47/3a,%®
consistent with short-range order of the v/3 x /3 type.
However, despite the presence of substantial elastic scat-
tering indicating a static moment, the correlation length,
as defined by the width of the peak at k = 47/3a, satu-
rates at low temperature. In particular it does not have
the exp(c/T') increase expected of two-dimensional long-
range-ordered states. This suggest that the static mo-
ment is random, and the ordering influenced strongly by
the presence of disorder. This scenario is also supported
by a large enhancement in the measured nonlinear sus-
ceptibility.

One is then left with the puzzle of understanding the
low temperature behavior of the specific heat C ~ T2 and
the dynamic neutron scattering. The low-lying modes in
a spin glass are expected to be spin waves3® with a dis-
persion spectrum ~ ck. This leads naturally to a specific
heat ~ T2 in two dimensions. To determine the neutron
scattering spectrum, let us consider the nature of the
long-wavelength, low energy action describing the sys-
tem. These will be dominated by slow distortions of a
reference ground state S (r):

Se(r, ) = Re(r, 7)S5(r) , (6.1)

where £, m = 1,2, 3 are spin indices, R is a slowly vary-
ing rotation matrix, and 7 is the imaginary time. We
expect the action controlling Q2 to be a nonlinear sigma
model.3374% On general grounds,*! the long-wavelength,
long-time fluctuations can be well described by the fol-
lowing disorder-averaged correlation function at low tem-
peratures:

1
w2 + c2k? + A(T)’
(6.2)

(R(k,wn)R(—k, —wy)) ~
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where the “gap” A(T) — 0 as T' — 0. In a system with
a large moment at T' = 0 we expect A ~ exp(—c/T); the
kagomé lattice system has a small moment and therefore
may be dominated by quantum critical fluctuations, in
which case A ~ T (Refs. 40 and 42) over a significant
range of intermediate temperatures. In either case, this
implies that as ' — 0 the local response function, xg(w)
has the form

Xo(w) ~ lim / d%k Im(
f]—‘

~ sgn(w) .

1
—(w+1in)2 + c2k2)
(6.3)

This is roughly consistent with the experimental results.

A possible objection to the above scenario is that the
Halperin-Saslow spin-wave modes have not been observed
in conventional 3D spin glasses because they are com-
pletely dominated by low-lying, short-wavelength excita-
tions which have a constant density of states at low en-
ergy. Why, then, do they dominate the thermodynamics
here? There are two possible reasons for this.

(i) In 3D, the specific heat from the long-wavelength
modes would be ~ T3 and is thus more likely to be
swamped by local excitations;

(i1) the kagomé spin glass is very close to a quantum-
disordered phase with a gap. This reduces the density of
particularly the short-wavelength but low energy excita-
tions, allowing the long-wavelength modes to dominate
the thermodynamics.

A careful theoretical analysis of random quantum an-
tiferromagnets on the kagomé net is necessary before the
above scenario can be subjected to quantitative tests.
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APPENDIX: CLASSICAL KAGOME
HEISENBERG ANTIFERROMAGNET

In this appendix we shall show how the Sp(V), large-N
approach can be applied to the classical antiferromagnet
on a kagomé lattice. The classical antiferromagnet is
defined by the partition function

Z:/’DQexp («%) ,

J
_ af . 6/ -
H”‘_W;DJ Trs (D) |

(A1)
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where a, 3,v,6 = 1,...,2N. The functional integral over
the spin Q is restricted to the manifold3*

Sp(N)
Sp(N — 1) x U(1)

on every site ; there is no time dependence. The dimen-
sion of Sp(N) is 2N% + N, so the dimension of the man-
ifold of 2 can be determined from (A2) to be 4N —2. A
simple way to realize this manifold is to introduce the 2N
complex numbers z% [which transform as Sp(N) spinors]
and restrict

B=nf, PN,
o

Qe

(A2)

(A3)

on every site of the lattice. As 2 is invariant under the
gauge transformation z® — e*#2®, the dimension of the
manifold so realized is also 4N — 2.

The large- N expansion of the classical antiferromagnet
can be obtained directly from the expressions (A1): the
analysis parallels that of Sec. IT but with the operators
b¢ replaced by the complex numbers z*. However, it
is quicker, and also instructive, to extend the quantum
theory of Sec. IV to finite T" and take the limit of large «:
identical results are obtained. Since the energies increase
as k2 for large « it is necessary to scale T by 2 in taking
this limit.

Generalizing the expression (4.7) to finite temperature,
we obtain the following large- N result for free energy of
the kagomé-lattice quantum antiferromagnet at a finite
temperature T

Fvr _ 1 -wu(k)/T

+30QP +1Q) - M1 +m), (A1)

where the eigenfrequencies w, (k) are given by Egs. (4.4),
(4.5), and (4.6). We take the classical limit of this result
by first performing the following rescalings:

T— kT, Q—2kTQ/J, N —«kT), w, —kTw, ,
(A5)

and then taking the large-x limit. The leading term in
the quantum free energy Fumr is the classical result F,:

Fe(Q,2) 2
—]\7(_]\73_7") = —]V__, kXE ll'l[wu(k; Qa ’\)]

2T
+= (@11 +1Q21") - X . (A6)
We have explicitly displayed the dependence of w, on
the variational parameters @, A. This result can also be
obtained by a direct large-N analysis on the partition
function in Eq. (A1). As expected, dependence on & has
now disappeared, and all results depend only on the value
of T/J.

We numerically minimized F, with respect to the com-
plex numbers @Q; and @, subject to the constraint
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OF,
— =0. A
=0 (A7)
As in Sec. IV A, the optimum configuration always sat-
isfied Q1 = —Q2. This indicates the presence of short-

range correlations with the structure of the V3 x/3 state
(Fig. 2); the correlation length diverges as exp(c/T) as
T — 0. All other values of @ lead to states with higher
energies.

The structure factor of the @Q; = —Q2 classical state
was determined by taking the classical limit of Eq. (2.18),
and the result is shown in Fig. 6 for T'/J = 0.225. We
have rescaled the spin variables by a factor 2/«, and from
Eq. (2.19) the structure factor therefore satisfies the sum
rule

NLZS(k) =1. (A8)
Pk

Finally we examine the nature of the zero-temperature
limit T' — 0. From the minimization of Eq. (A6) it is not
difficult to show that

3J V3J

where the second equation is satisfied by the @Q;; on all
links. The spin-correlation length & obeys

MT —0) = (A9)

3T — 0) ~ T(A — 2V3|Q|) ~ exp(—cJ/T) (A10)

for some constant ¢. The zero-temperature limit of the
free energy can be obtained by inserting the above results
into (A6) and by using the homogeneous, linear depen-
dence of w, on Q and A:

wu(k,zQ,z)) = zwu(k,Q,N) .
The result is

. F, 3J
Tl'lg}) NN.T - aT + 21In(3J/2T)

4 ]—Vgs-gln{w,‘[k,:tl/(%/g), 1} .

(A12)

(Al1)

In the last term we evaluate w, from Eqs. (2.6) and (2.12)
or equivalently from Egs. (4.4)-(4.6) with A = 1, Q; =
—Q2, and |@Q;] = |Q2] = 1/(2\/5)-

In a very similar manner we could have examined
the zero-temperature limit of the free energy of thermal
fluctuations around any of the coplanar configurations
considered in Sec. VA. The only difference from the
above analysis would have been that instead of choosing
Q1 = —Q2, the link variables Q;; would all be equal in
magnitude but differ in their signs; the manner in which
each state of the Potts antiferromagnet can be associated
with a particular set of assignments of the signs of the
Q;j was discussed in Sec. V A. The eigenfrequencies Wy
would be determined by solving Egs. (2.6) and (2.12).
The zero-temperature limit of the free energy of any of
these configurations is given by an expression identical to
Eq. (A12); the first two terms in (A12) are identical for
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all the states but the last term involving the sum over the
bosonic eigenmodes breaks the degeneracy. Thus the free
energy, F. /T, of these states will differ by a term of order
N, but independent of T', as T'— 0. We have evaluated
the zero-temperature limit of the free energy, F./T, of
all configurations associated with the 120 ground states
of the Potts antiferromagnet which are periodic with the
unit cell of Fig. 15; this calculation is quite analogous
to that in Sec. VA. We found that the v/3 x /3 struc-
ture of Fig. 15(a) had the lowest free energy. As the
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free energy has a prefactor N, the partition function will
therefore be completely dominated by the contribution
of the Q1 = —Q> state and the T — 0 limit will possess
the correlations of the v/3 x /3 structure in Figs. 15(a)
or 2.

It is interesting that this state selection is quite sim-
ilar to that due to quantum fluctuations discussed in
Sec. V A. The only difference is that while quantum fluc-
tuations broke the degeneracy by the term Zk# w,(k),

classical fluctuations do so by 3~ , Infw,(k)].
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