arXiv:1106.3108v2 [cond-mat.str-el] 12 Sep 2011

Proposal for detecting spin-chirality terms in Mott insulators via resonant inelastic x-ray scattering

Wing-Ho Ko^1 and Patrick A. Lee^2 1Kavli Institute for Theoretical Physics, University of California, Santa Barbara, Santa Barbara, California 93106, USA 2Department of Physics, Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139, USA (Dated: July 27, 2011)

We consider the question of whether resonant inelastic x-ray scattering (RIXS) can be used to detect many-body excitations that are coupled to the spin-chirality terms Si · (Sj × S_k) in a Mott insulator. We find that while the spin-chirality terms are in general absent in the usual experimental setups of RIXS, there are prospects of realizing such terms if one considers instead the scattering near a pre-edge. We then perform detailed analyses for the square and the kagome lattices, and brief analyses for the triangular and the honeycomb lattices, in which we show that the spin-chirality terms are indeed present in all the above lattices, but that they occur at a higher order in our expansion for the kagome and the honeycomb lattices. The merit of using RIXS in addition to Raman spectroscopy to detect excitations that are coupled to the spin-chirality terms is also briefly discussed in the context of the emergent gauge boson in the U(1) Dirac spin liquid.

I. INTRODUCTION

With its ability to probe generic many-body excitations, Raman spectroscopy has become an important tool for understanding strongly correlated electronic systems, including the Mott insulators.^1 Unfortunately, in Raman spectroscopy the photon momenta are generally negligible when compared with the inverse lattice scale, thus making it essentially a zero-momentum-transfer probe and limiting its usefulness in certain cases.

In the specific context of the U(1) Dirac spin liquid state in the spin-1/2 kagome lattice, in which the lowenergy effective theory is described by chargeless spin-1/2 fermions (spinons) coupled to an emergent U(1) gauge field,^2 we previously proposed Raman spectroscopy as a way to detect the spinon continuum and the fluctuations of the emergent gauge field.^3 The prospect of detecting the emergent gauge field in experiments is particularly significant, given the role such gauge fields have played in theories of quantum spin liquids. Unfortunately, our calculations also reveal that the signal coming from the emergent gauge field is suppressed by a factor of q^2, where q is the momentum transferred to the system. Indeed, Raman spectroscopy on herbertsmithite ZnCu_3(OH)_6Cl_2, a possible material realization of the U(1) Dirac spin liquid state, has found a broad continuum in the spectrum that could be attributed to the spinon continuum, but has shown no signs of the emergent gauge field.^4

Given the large momentum carried by x-ray, one would imagine that resonant inelastic x-ray scattering (RIXS)^5 may provide a better prospect of detecting the emergent gauge field. However, in our derivation, the detection of the emergent gauge field in Raman spectroscopy depends crucially on the coupling of the external photons to the spin-chirality terms S_i · (S_j × S_k) in the system, which in turn relies crucially on the link between the photon polarizations and the direction of the virtual electron hops in the lattice induced by the virtual absorption and emission of the photons. This link is in general absent in the current theoretical discussions and experimental setups of RIXS, in which the virtual absorption and emission of the photons are accompanied by intra-site electron hops.

In this paper, we propose performing RIXS near a preedge, in which case the usual virtual processes with intrasite photon-induced electron hops are suppressed, thus allowing virtual processes with inter-site photon-induced electron hops to manifest. Indeed, inter-site dipolar contributions have previously been identified in the absorption and Auger spectrum of^{6–8} TiO_2 and^{9,10} La_2CuO_4. To analyze the contributions by such inter-site processes to the RIXS signals, we modify the Shastry–Shraiman formalism^{11,12} used in deriving the corresponding results in Raman spectroscopy, and show that the spin-chirality terms indeed appear in both the square lattice (cuprate) and the kagome lattice (herbertsmithite), but that the first appearance of such terms occurs at a higher order in the latter case.

This paper is organized as follows: in Sec. II the Shastry–Shraiman formalism in Raman spectroscopy is reviewed to set the stage for Sec. III, in which the modifications to this formalism to the case of RIXS are discussed and illustrated. In Sec. IV the possibility of detecting the spin-chirality terms in RIXS is considered in this modified formalism and our new proposal is presented, followed by detailed analyses for the square and the kagome lattices, as well as brief discussions for the triangular and the honeycomb lattices. Further discussions ensue in Sec. V, in which our motivating example of the U(1) Dirac spin liquid is considered again to put our proposal into perspective.

II. REVIEW OF THE SHASTRY–SHRAIMAN FORMALISM IN RAMAN SPECTROSCOPY

In the Shastry–Shraiman formalism, the electronphoton interaction H_C is treated as a time-dependent perturbation on the time-independent Hamiltonian H_{ind}. The latter consists of the Hubbard Hamiltonian H_{Hb} = ∑ ij,σ tij c † iσ c_{jσ} + U ∑ i n_{i↑}n_{i↓} and the free photon Hamiltonian H_γ = ∑ q,α ω_qa^{α†}_q a^α_q (here α labels the photon polarizations). Applying Fermi’s golden rule, the transition rate W_{f i} from an initial state |i⟩ to a final state |f⟩ is given by: W_{f i} = 2π|⟨f|T |i⟩|^2δ(E_f − E_i) , (1) where T is the scattering T -matrix. Keeping only terms that are second order in the photon operators a^α_q , the T - matrix can be decomposed as T = T_R +T_{NR}, with T_R the resonant part and T_{NR} the non-resonant part, of which only the former is important in a Mott insulator. Next, the energy denominator that appears in T_R is further expanded by treating the hopping part H_t = ∑ ij,σ tij c † iσ c_{jσ} of the Hubbard Hamiltonian as a perturbation on the remaining terms in H_{ind}. To be more precise,

T_R = H^{(1)}_C 1 E_i − (H_{Hb} + H_γ ) + iη

H^{(1)}_C (2)

= H^{(1)}_C 1 E_i − H_U − H_γ + iη × ∞∑ n=0 ( H_t 1 E_i − H_U − H_γ + iη )_n H^{(1)}_C , (3)

where E_i is the initial energy of the unperturbed system, H^{(1)}_C consists of the terms in H_C that are first order in the photon operators a^α_q , and H_U = U ∑ i n_{i↑}n_{i↓} is the on-site Coulomb repulsion in the Hubbard Hamiltonian. In the context of Raman scattering, H^{(1)}_C ∼ ∑ ij,σ itij c † iσ c_{jσ} (g_ie_αa^α_k e^{ik·x} + g_f e_β a^β_qe^{−iq·x}), where g_i (g_f ) denotes the appropriate coupling constants between the electron and the incoming (outgoing) photon, x = (x_i + x_j )/2 is the mid-point between site i and j, and e_α (e_β ) and k (q) denote the polarization vector and momentum of the incoming (outgoing) photon, respectively.

In a Mott insulator, T_R connects between two spin states (i.e., states with zero double occupancy) and hence can in principle be expressed in terms of spin operators. In the Shastry–Shraiman formalism, this is achieved by inserting a complete set of states (in the lattice occupation basis with a fixed spin quantization axis) in between the operators in Eq. (3), under which the energy denominators (E_i −H_U −H_γ +iη)^{−1} become c-numbers.^{26} Moreover, once an initial spin state (in that same basis) is specified and a particular choice of individual term is chosen for each H_t and H^{(1)}_C in Eq. (3), the intermediate states are uniquely determined and thus can be trivially resummed. Hence the matrix elements of T_R with respect

(a)

(b) (c)

FIG. 1: Virtual processes that contribute to the resonant Raman scattering T -matrix TR. The process depicted in (a) contributes to the Fleury–Loudon term while the ones depicted in (b) and (c) contribute (among others) to the spin-chirality terms at the leading order. Here and henceforth thick (blue) arrows denote electron hops that are accompanied by virtual absorptions or emissions of photons, thin (magenta) unbroken arrows denote movements of electrons in non-photon-induced internal hops, and thin (magenta) broken arrows denote movements of holes in non-photon-induced internal hops. The order of hops is indicated by lowercase roman letters next to the corresponding arrows.

to spin states can be expressed as a sum of chains of electronic operators. These chains of electronic operators can be visualized as virtual processes in which electrons hop around the lattice and can be converted into spin operators by the identities χ̃_{σσ}′ ≡ c^†_σ′ c_σ =^1_2 δ_{σσ}′ + S · τ_{σσ}′ and χ_{σσ}′ ≡ c_σ c^†_σ′ =^1_2 δ_{σσ}′ − S · τ_{σσ}′ . For t ≪ U and near resonance (i.e., ω_i ≈ U, in which ω_i is the energy of the incoming photon), the contributions to T_R are dominated by virtual processes in which all intermediate states have exactly one hole and one doubly occupied site (a.k.a. doublon). In such case (E_i − H_U − H_γ + iη) ≈ (ω_i − U), and the matrix elements of T_R can thus be organized as an expansion in t/(ω_i − U).

To the lowest nontrivial order in t/(ω_i − U), the T -matrix obtained in the Shastry–Shraiman formalism reproduces the Fleury–Loudon Hamiltonian H_{FL} = ∑ r,r^′ 2t^2_{rr′} U−ω_i (ei · μ)(ef · μ)(1/4 − Sr · Sr^′ ),

13 and is contributed by virtual processes of the form shown in Fig. 1(a). At the t^4/(ω_i − U)^3 order, individual processes that contribute to the spin-chirality terms, such as the ones shown in Figs. 1(b) and 1(c), start to appear. However, in the case where only nearest-neighbor hoppings are included, the sum of their contributions is found to vanish in the square and the triangular lattices, while it remains nonzero in the honeycomb and the kagome lattices.^3 It is worth noting that the spin-chirality terms appear exclusively in the (e^x_f e^y_i −e^y_f e^x_i ) polarization channel in the scattering T -matrix.

III. MODIFICATION OF THE SHASTRY–SHRAIMAN FORMALISM TO RIXS

Since both Raman scattering and RIXS are resonant two-photon processes, it should be possible to modify the Shastry–Shraiman formalism to the case of RIXS. Indeed, similar expansion of T_R had been made by van den Brink and van Veenendaal.^{14} However, in that work the denominator in Eq. (2) was expanded by treating the (appropriately modified, see below) Hubbard Hamiltonian as a perturbation on the free photon and the atomic (see below) Hamiltonians. In practice, the Hubbard Hamiltonian is then expanded in the usual way one derives the Heisenberg Hamiltonian.^{15,16} For the present work, we follow instead the spirit of the Shastry–Shraiman formalism and take the terms in H_{ind} in which site indices change as perturbations on the free photon and the onsite terms in H_{ind}. Since the main purpose of this paper is to identify virtual processes that may give rise to the spin-chirality terms, of which the two expansion schemes agree except that the prefactors coming from the energy denominators are organized differently, we shall not dwell on the relative merit of these two expansions, which may depend on one’s identification of the resonant energy. Instead, we simply state here the necessary modifications to the Shastry–Shraiman formalism in the case of RIXS.

First, H^{(1)}_C now corresponds to virtual transitions in which an electron hops from a core state to a valence state while a photon is absorbed, or in which an electron hops from a valence state to the core state while a photon is emitted. Hence we may write H^{(1)}_C = ∑ c,v ig_ie_αc^†_v J^α_{vc}c_ca^α_k e^{ik·r}+ig_f e_βc^†_c(J^†)^β_{cv}c_v a^β_qe^{iq·r′} , where the subscript c (v) labels a core (valence) state and J is a (possibly polarization-dependent) matrix that accounts for the matrix elements of the atomic transitions.^{17} As usual it is necessary to include only the core and valence states that are near resonance in H^{(1)}_C .

Second, H_{ind} must now include extra terms that account for the single-particle energies of the core states and possibly of the high-energy valence states, as well as their interactions with the low-energy valence states. Schematically, we can write H_{ind} = H_γ + H_{atomic} + H^′_{Hb}, in which the atomic Hamiltonian H_{atomic} accounts for the energy difference between the core state and the valence state excited from it, while the modified Hubbard Hamiltonian H^′_{Hb} accounts for the interactions of the valence electrons among themselves, with the lattice potential, and with the core hole. In particular, since H_U captures only the low-energy effective Coulomb repulsion among the low-energy valence electrons, in principle it is necessary to include in H^′_{Hb} generic Coulomb interactions u_{αβγδ}c^†_αc^†_β c_γ c_δ in which at least one of the electron operators corresponds to a core or high-energy valence state. However, on physical ground it may be argued that the dominant effect of the core or high-energy valence state on the low-energy valence states would be modifications to the hopping parameters and the on-site potentials, i.e.,

FIG. 2: The lowest-order virtual processes that contribute to the one-magnon excitation in 2p → 3d RIXS.

u_{αβγδ}c^†_αc^†_β c_γ c_δ ∼ c^†_cc_cV_{c,ij} c^†_i c_j and c^†_ec_eV_{e,ij} c^†_i c_j , where the subscript c (e) labels a core (high-energy valence) state while i, j are site labels of low-energy valence states. In practice, the effect of the core hole may be well captured by an on-site potential U_c localized at the site where the core hole is present.^{16}

Third, unlike in Raman scattering, the core hole in RIXS has a very short lifetime and can decay via Auger processes. This introduces an uncertainty to the corehole energy, which can be captured by replacing the infinitesimal η in Eqs. (2) and (3) by a finite energy broadening Γ.

To illustrate the modified Shastry–Shraiman formalism, we briefly outline the virtual processes that contribute to the single-magnon excitation in 2p → 3d RIXS and to the two-magnon excitation in 1s → 4p RIXS in cuprates, both of which have previously been proposed^{16,17} and experimentally studied.^{18,19} For the 2p → 3d RIXS, the lowest-order processes that contribute to the single-magnon excitations are purely atomic in nature and involve simply the photon-induced virtual transitions of a 2p core electron to and from the 3d valence states (see Fig. 2 for illustration). Since the 2p states are spin-orbit coupled, spin is not a good quantum number, and a spin flip of the 3d electrons can occur, as long as it is accompanied by an appropriate change in the photon polarization. In the modified Shastry–Shraiman formalism, the chain of electron operators that is associated with the process depicted in Fig. 2 is:

T_{1-magnon} ∝ ∑ p,p^′ ,σ,σ^′ (c^†_p(J^†)^β_{pσ} c_σ)(c^†_σ′ J^α_σ′_p′ c_p′ ) = tr{M^{αβ}χ} = m^{αβ}_0 − 2m^{αβ} · S , (4)

where the subscript p labels the 2p states while the subscript σ labels the spin of the valence 3d states. Also, χ_{σσ}′ ≡ c_σc^†_σ′ =^1_2 δ_{σσ}′ − S · τ_{σσ}′ as before while M^{αβ}_σ′_σ = m^{αβ}_0 δ_σ′_σ + m^{αβ} · τ_σ′_σ = ∑ p J^α_σ′_p(J^†)^β_{pσ} . Note that we have adopted a matrix convention for spin indices in the second line (which will be similarly adopted henceforth). From Eq. (4) it can be seen that the spinflip term arises from structure of the 2p → 3d transition matrix elements.

(a) (b)

FIG. 3: The lowest-order virtual processes that contribute to the two-magnon excitation in 1s → 4p RIXS.

For the 1s → 4p RIXS, two-magnon excitation occurs when the core hole and 4p valence electron “shake up” the low-energy valence electrons and induce a pair exchange. Two such processes are depicted in Fig. 3. The chains of electron operators that are associated with the processes depicted in Figs. 3(a) and 3(b) are, respectively:

T^{(a)}_{2-magnon} ∝ (c^†_{is}(J^†)^β_{sp}c_{ip})(t_{ij} c^†_i c_j )(t_{ji}c^†_j c_i)(c^†_{ip}′ J^α_p′_s′ c_{is}′ )

= tr{J^α(J^†)^β }t_{ij} t_{ji} tr{χ_jχ̃_i} = N^{αβ}t_{ij} t_{ji} ( 1 2 − S_i · S_j ) , (5)

T^{(b)}_{2-magnon} ∝ (c^†_{is}(J^†)^β_{sp}c_{ip})(t_{ji}c^†_j c_i)(t_{ij} c^†_i c_j )(c^†_{ip}′ J^α_p′_s′ c_{is}′ )

= tr{J^α(J^†)^β }t_{ji}t_{ij} tr{χ_iχ̃_j } = N^{αβ}t_{ij} t_{ji} ( 1 2 − S_i · S_j ) , (6)

where N^{αβ} ≡ tr{J^α(J^†)^β }, the subscript s (p) labels the 1s (4p) states, and the electron operators with no orbital labels are assumed to be that of the valence 3d states. For brevity here and henceforth we omit the spin indices in virtual hops that involve only the 3d electrons, assuming that they are appropriately summed within parentheses. Thus, e.g., (t_{ij} c^†_i c_j ) ≡ ∑ σ t_{ij} c^†_{iσ} c_{jσ} . Similarly, here and henceforth the sums over the spin and (for core hole and high-energy valence electrons) the orbital indices are assumed in the two photon-induced hops, such that, e.g., (c^†_{ip}′ J^α_p′_s′ c_{is}′ ) ≡ ∑ p^′ ,s^′ c † ip^′ J α p^′s^′ cis^′ . Note also that the

matrix notation in the second line of Eqs. (5) and (6) is now extended to include the orbital indices of the core and the 4p electrons.

Under the assumption that the only effect of the 1s core hole and the 4p valence electron is to introduce an additional potential U_c at the site i of which the atomic transition occurs, the coefficients of T^{(a)}_{2-magnon} and T^{(b)}_{2-magnon} that come from the energy denominators are, respectively:

C^{(a)}_{2-magnon} = ( 1 δω + iΓ )_2 1 δω − (U + U_c) + iΓ

, (7)

C^{(b)}_{2-magnon} = ( 1 δω + iΓ )_2 1 δω − (U − U_c) + iΓ . (8)

(a) (b)

FIG. 4: Two processes whose contributions to the spinchirality terms cancel out each other.

Here δω = ω_i −(E_{4p}−E_{1s}) is the detuning from the atomic transition. We remark that one must subtract from C_{2-magnon} the corresponding coefficients with U_c = 0 to obtain the actual contributions of these two processes to the two-magnon transition, since the contributions of these two processes with U_c set to 0, together with other virtual processes in which the intermediate virtual exchange does not involve the site i, constitute a part of the T -matrix that is proportional to the Heisenberg Hamiltonian and thus is not responsible for any actual transitions.

IV. SPIN-CHIRALITY TERMS IN RIXS

To obtain the spin-chirality terms, at least three lattice sites must be involved in the virtual processes. For example, one might consider the higher order processes in the 1s → 4p RIXS shown in Figs. 4(a) and 4(b). From the modified Shastry–Shraiman formalism, the associated chains of electron operators are, respectively:

T^{(a)}_{3-sites} ∝ (c^†_{is}(J^†)^β_{sp}c_{ip})(t_{iℓ}c^†_i c_ℓ)(t_{ℓj} c^†_ℓ c_j )(t_{ji} c^†_j c_i)(c^†_{ip}′ J^α_p′_s′ c_{is}′ )

= tr{J^α(J^†)^β }t_{iℓ}t_{ℓj} t_{ji} tr{χ_ℓχ_jχ̃_i}

= N^{αβ} t_{iℓ}t_{ℓj} t_{ji} (2iS_ℓ · (S_j × S_i) + . . .) , (9)

T^{(b)}_{3-sites} ∝ (c^†_{is}(J^†)^β_{sp}c_{ip})(t_{ij} c^†_i c_j )(t_{jℓ}c^†_j c_ℓ)(t_{ℓi}c^†_ℓc_i)(c^†_{ip}′ J^α_p′_s′ c_{is}′ )

= tr{J^α(J^†)^β }t_{ij} t_{jℓ}t_{ℓi} tr{χ_j χ_ℓχ̃_i}

= N^{αβ} t_{iℓ}t_{ℓj} t_{ji} (2iS_j · (S_ℓ × S_i) + . . .) . (10)

Moreover, it can be seen that the coefficient coming from the energy denominators is C_{3-sites} = (δω + iΓ)^{−2}(δω − (U − U_c) + iΓ)^{−2} for both processes. Hence, while each process by itself contributes to the spin-chirality terms, the sum of their contributions vanishes.^{27} Similar calculations show that the cancellation also occurs in the two analogous virtual processes in which electrons hop around the four-site loop in the square lattice. Furthermore, it can be shown that such cancellations also occur for similar virtual processes in the 2p → 3d RIXS.

In Raman scattering, the analogous processes, in which the hops i and v in Fig. 4 do not exist and which the hops ii and iv are photon induced, do not cancel out each other. Instead, the anticlockwise loop in Fig. 4(a) contributes to the e^y_f e^x_i photon polarization channel while the clockwise loop in Fig. 4(b) contributes to the e^x_f e^y_i channel, resulting in a nonvanishing contribution to the (e^x_f e^y_i − e^y_f e^x_i ) channel when summed. This suggests that in order for the spin-chirality terms to be realized in the scattering T -matrix, it is crucial for the photon polarizations to be coupled with the directions of inter-site electron hops—a link that does not appear in the usual RIXS setups.

That said, one should also note that the dipole moment between a core orbital at one site and a valence orbital at one of its nearest-neighbor site is in general nonvanishing. Thus, in principle, a photon from the incident x-ray beam can also induce a core-to-valence excitation across the two sites. Such an inter-site transition is in general suppressed by the reduced wavefunction overlap and is thus masked by the corresponding intra-site transition. Moreover, for hard x-ray the distance between two nearest-neighbor sites may also be equal to many wavelengths of the incident x-ray, which further reduces the transition amplitude for such an inter-site transition at near-horizontal incidence (relative to the two-dimensional lattice plane) as a result of the rapid oscillation of the electric field across the two sites.

However, if the frequency of the incident x-ray is tuned to that of a forbidden atomic transition (e.g., the 1s → 3d transition in the Cu^{2+} materials), then the near-resonant dipole inter-site transition needs only to compete with a near-resonant quadruple intra-site transition and a detuned dipole intra-site transition. With adequate luminosity, this may allow the signals from the inter-site transition to manifest in the spectrum. Indeed, contributions from such inter-site transitions have previously been identified in the x-ray absorption and Auger spectroscopy of^{6–8} TiO_2 and^{9,10} La_2CuO_4.

Moreover, for nearly two-dimensional materials such as cuprates and herbertsmithite, the rapid oscillation of the electric field between two lattice sites can be alleviated by arranging the x-ray to be at near-normal incidence relative to the two-dimensional lattice plane. Generally, by tuning the angle of incidence, the electric field across two nearest-neighbor sites can be made relatively uniform while a sufficiently large in-plane momentum of the photon is maintained, such that a significant portion of the Brillouin zone can be explored. Furthermore, one may also consider resonances induced by soft x-ray (e.g., the 2s → 3d and the 3s → 3d resonances in cuprates), which have larger wavefunction overlaps between the core orbitals and their nearest-neighbor valence orbitals.

For the rest of this section we shall assume that the signals from such inter-site transitions can indeed be detected and consider in detail whether the spin-chirality terms can indeed arise from such a case. Specifically, we shall focus on s → 3d inter-site transitions in Cu^{2+}

(a) (b)

FIG. 5: Orientations of the 3d orbitals in (a) cuprates and (b) herbertsmithite, and their effects on the signs of the photoninduced hopping amplitudes in the s → 3d RIXS. Here the red (solid) and cyan (shaded) fillings indicate the relative signs of the angular part of the electron wavefunctions. Note from the figure that none of the photon-induced hopping magnitude is required to vanish by symmetry.

materials with the square and the kagome lattice geometries, having in mind the realistic materials of cuprates and herbertsmithite. We shall also briefly comment on the cases of the triangular and the honeycomb lattices, in which the derivations of the spin-chirality terms are closely related to that of the square and the kagome lattices, respectively, and in which the former may be relevant to the new spin liquid candidate^{20} Ba_3CuSb_2O_9. For brevity we shall drop the factors g_i and g_f that are common to all virtual processes.

In such virtual processes with photon-induced intersite hopping, it is easy to check that the intermediate state obtained after a photon-induced hop has an energy denominator of E_D = δω − (U − U_c) + iΓ, where δω = ω_i − (E_{3d} − E_{core}) is again the detuning from the atomic transition. The resonant condition is thus given by ω_i ≈ (E_{3d}−E_{core})+(U −U_c), under which E_D ≈ iΓ. For cuprates, U ≈ 8.8 eV and U_c ≈ 7.0 eV, while Γ ≈ 0.75 eV for the K-edge.^{16} In comparison, in the effective one-band Hubbard model for cuprates, t ≈ 0.4 eV.^{21} Observe that the expression of E_D involves U_c, suggesting that the true resonant frequency of the inter-site dipole transition is offset from that of the intra-site quadruple transition by U_c. Indeed, the relative frequency shift between the intersite dipole transition and the intra-site quadruple transition has been used to explain the “three peaks” feature of Ti pre-K -edge absorption spectra in TiO_2.^6 The existence of such frequency shift may thus allow the signals from the intra-site quadruple transition to be further suppressed relative to inter-site dipole transition when the frequency of the incident photon is tuned.

If we further assume that Γ ≪ U and that U and U_c are of the same order of magnitude, assumptions that appear to be valid in cuprates, then the virtual processes are dominated by those having intermediate states with exactly one low-energy valence doublon not located at the core-hole site, and we can organize the T -matrix as an expansion in t/Γ similar to that in the Raman case. Since the effect of the photon polarizations is now mostly re-

(a) (b)

FIG. 6: Two processes with inter-site photon-induced transitions that contribute to the spin-chirality terms in the s → 3d RIXS.

flected in the directions of the induced electron hops and since the spin-orbit coupling is negligible, we may take H^{(1)}_C ∼ ±J(e_α · μ) ∑ σ c^†_{i+μ,σ} c_{i,s,σ} ≡ ±J(e_α · μ)(c^†_{i+μ}c_{i,s}) for the electron hop associated with the virtual absorption of photon and H^{(1)}_C ∼ ±J(e_α · μ) ∑ σ c^†_{i+μ,s,σ} c_{i,σ} ≡ ±J(e_α · μ)(c^†_{i+μ,s}c_i) for the electron hop associated with the virtual emission of photon, in which operators with the subscript s correspond to the s orbitals while operators without orbital labels correspond to the valence 3d orbitals. Note that J is now a real scalar constant. The ± signs in the above equations are determined by the relative orientations of the d orbitals and are illustrated^{28} in Fig. 5.

Now consider the particular case of the square lattice with only uniform nearest-neighbor hopping t. For such a lattice, virtual processes that involve valence electrons on at least three sites first appear at the order of two internal hops (i.e., at the (t^2J^2/E^3_D)-th order). Two such processes are depicted in Figs. 6(a) and 6(b). The corresponding contributions to the T -matrix are, respectively:

T^{(a)}_{sq} = 1 E^3_D

(e^y_f Jc^†_{1,s}c_3)(tc^†_3c_4)(tc^†_4c_2)(e^x_i Jc^†_2c_{1,s}) = t^2J^2 E^3_D e^y_f e^x_i tr{χ_3χ_4χ_2}

.= − 2it^2J^2 E^3_D e^y_f e^x_i S_3 · (S_4 × S_2) = − 2it^2J^2

E^3_D e^y_f e^x_i × , (11)

T^{(b)}_{sq} = 1 E^3_D

(−e^x_f Jc^†_{1,s}c_2)(tc^†_2c_4)(tc^†_4c_3)(−e^y_i Jc^†_3c_{1,s}) = t^2J^2 E^3_D e^x_f e^y_i tr{χ_2χ_4χ_3}

.= − 2it^2J^2 E^3_D t^2J^2(e^x_f e^y_i ) S_2 · (S_4 × S_3) = 2it^2J^2

E^3_D e^x_f e^y_i × , (12)

where .= denotes the part of the T -matrix that contains the spin-chirality terms, and that a graphic representa-

FIG. 7: Mapping of two-internal-hop processes between the square and the triangular lattices.

tion of the spin-chirality terms have been adopted on the fourth line of Eqs. (11) and (12).

For a fixed core-hole site, at this order there are three additional pairs of processes that contribute to the spinchirality terms, which can be obtained from the processes depicted in Fig. 6 by successive 90^∘ rotations about the core-hole site. Summing over all these processes, to this order the contribution to the spin-chirality terms by a core hole at site i is given by:

T^i_{sq} .=

2it^2J^2 E^3_D

(e^x_f e^y_i − e^y_f e^x_i ) × ( + + + ) . (13)

Summing over all possible core-hole sites, and now restoring the exponential factor e^{i(ki−kf )·ri} , we have:^{29}

T_{sq} .= ∑ R 2it^2J^2 E^3_D

(e^x_f e^y_i − e^y_f e^x_i )e^{i(ki−kf )·R} × ( + + + ) R , (14)

where the subscript R next to the parenthesis labels the site with which the spin-chirality terms are associated. From Eq. (14) we see that for the square lattice there are indeed contributions to the T -matrix that couple to the spin-chirality terms at momentum q = k_i − k_f (i.e., the momentum transferred by the photon).

The above analysis for the square lattice can be readily modified to the case of the triangular lattice, since processes with less than two internal hops can involve valence electrons at at most two sites and hence do not give rise to any spin-chirality terms, while the two-internal-hop processes in the triangular lattice and the square lattice are topologically the same (see Fig. 7 for illustration). For example, the contribution to the spin-chirality terms by the process depicted in Fig. 7(b) can be read off as:

T^{(b)}_{tri} .= 2it^2J_iJ_f E^3_D e^w_f e^x_i , (15)

where the superscript w in the photon polarization e^w_f corresponds to the unit vector ŵ as depicted in the figure.

(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e)

(f) (g)

FIG. 8: Topologically distinct resonant virtual processes with inter-site photon-induced transitions in the s → 3d RIXS in the kagome lattice, up to three internal hops.

Assuming that all photon-induced hops have the same amplitude, so that J_i = J_f = J for all processes, we can sum up all contributions as in the square lattice case to obtain:

T_{tri} .= ∑ R √ 3it^2J^2 2E^3_D

(e^x_f e^y_i − e^y_f e^x_i )e^{i(ki−kf )·R}

× ( 3 + 3 + +

+ + + + ) R . (16)

Hence, as in the square lattice case, the spin-chirality terms do appear in the triangular lattice at the (t^2J^2/E^3_D)-th order.

Next we consider the kagome lattice with only uniform nearest-neighbor hopping t. In Fig. 8 we list all the distinct topologies (as opposed to geometries, such that, e.g., Fig. 8(c) is also representative of processes in which the third site is located at other locations) of resonant virtual processes up to three internal hops. Unfortunately, none of these processes generate any spin-chirality terms.

(a)

(b) (c)

FIG. 9: Virtual processes with inter-site photon-induced transitions that contribute to the spin-chirality terms in the s → 3d RIXS in the kagome lattice.

To see this, first observe that the processes depicted in Figs. 8(a)–8(d) involve valence electrons at only two or fewer sites and thus cannot generate any spin-chirality terms (note that only core electrons are involved at site 1 in all of the processes listed in Fig. 8). Next, to rule out the processes depicted in Figs. 8(e)–8(g), note that a spin state is annihilated by two successive creation operators or two successive annihilation operators on the same site, regardless of the spin characters of these two operators. Consequently, if a site is transversed more than once in a virtual process, then each internal loop contributes to a separate trace in the Shastry–Shraiman derivation. For instance, corresponding to Fig. 8(g) we have:

T^{(g)}_{kagome} = e^x_f e^x_i t^3J^2 E^4_D

(c^†_{1,s}c_2)(c^†_2c_3′ )(c^†_3′ c_1′ )(c^†_1′ c_2)(c^†_2c_{1,s})

= e^x_f e^x_i t^3J^2 E^4_D

(c^†_{1,s}c_2) tr{χ_3′ χ_1′ }(c^†_2c_{1,s})

= e^x_f e^x_i t^3J^2 E^4_D tr{χ_2} tr{χ_3′ χ_1′ }

= e^x_f e^x_i t^3J^2 E^4_D ( 1 2 + 2S_3′ · S_1′ ) . (17)

Similarly, T^{(e)}_{kagome} ∼ (1/2 + 2S_2 · S_3) and so does T^{(f )}_{kagome}.

For the kagome lattice, the spin-chirality terms first appear at the (t^4J^2/E^5_D)-th order, which arise from virtual processes in which the doublon hop through a hexagon. One such process is depicted in Fig. 9(a), whose contribution is given by:

T^{(hex)}_{kagome} = e^w_f e^x_i t^4J^2 E^5_D

(c^†_{1,s}c_6)(c^†_6c_5)(c^†_5c_4)(c^†_4c_3)(c^†_3c_2)(c^†_2c_{1,s})

= e^w_f e^x_i t^4J^2 E^5_D tr{χ_6χ_5χ_4χ_3χ_2}

.= e_{wf} e_{xi} it^4J^2

2E^5_D ∑ 6≥a>b>c≥2 S_a · (S_b × S_c) , (18)

where the superscript w in e^w_f corresponds to the unit vector ŵ as depicted in the figure. One can check that processes with the same topology as the one depicted in Fig. 9(a) sum to a nonzero contribution to the spinchirality terms in the (e^x_f e^y_i − e^y_f e^x_i ) channel at momentum q equal to that transferred by the photon, which for brevity we shall not write down explicitly. It can also be checked that any process at this order with a different topology does not contribute to any spin-chirality terms.

Compared with the corresponding terms in the square lattice, the spin-chirality terms in the kagome lattice are down by a factor of (t/E_D)^2, which can be significant in the limit where t ≪ Γ even if the resonant condition is met. In such case one may want to consider also processes in which not all energy denominators are equal to E_D. With this relaxed criterion, contributions to the spin-chirality terms can be found at the order of two internal hops, in which the doublon hops through the corehole site (see Figs. 9(b) and 9(c) for illustrations). For instance, the process depicted in Fig. 9(b) contributes:

T^{(Uc)}_{kagome} = −e^w_f e^x_i t^2J^2 E^2_D(E_D + U_c)

(c^†_{1,s}c_3)(c^†_3c_1)(c^†_1c_2)(c^†_2c_{1,s}) = −e^w_f e^x_i t^2J^2 E^2_D(E_D + U_c) tr{χ_3χ_1χ_2} .= −e_{wf} e_{xi} 2it^2J^2 E^2_D(E_D + U_c)

S_3 · (S_1 × S_2) . (19)

Again it can be checked that all processes with the same topology as the one depicted in Fig. 9(b) (which includes the one depicted in Fig. 9(c)) sum to a nonzero contribution to the spin-chirality terms in the (e^x_f e^y_i − e^y_f e^x_i ) channel. It is worth noting that such “backtracking” processes are also present in the square lattice and carry opposite signs from the ordinary ones depicted in Fig. 6. Thus in the limit where t ≪ Γ, the ratio of prefactors in the spin-chirality terms in the kagome lattice over that in the square lattice is given by (E_D + U_c)^{−1}/ ( E^{−1}_D − (E_D + U_c)^{−1} ) = E_D/U_c. It is, however, worth noting that t/Γ is not expected to be small in the case of cuprates.

Since the honeycomb lattice has the same hexagon loops as in the kagome lattice and has no shorter (in terms of the number of hops) loops, it can be readily checked that the spin-chirality terms again first appear in the honeycomb lattice at the (t^4J^2/E^5_D)-th order when t ≲ |E_D| and at the (t^2J^2/(E_D + U_c)E^2_D)-th order when t ≪ |E_D|, with Figs. 9(a) and 9(c) the typical contributing processes in the respective cases.

V. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we consider the question of whether RIXS can be used to detect many-body excitations that are coupled to the spin-chirality terms in a Mott insulator. We find that the spin-chirality terms are in general absent in the usual experimental setups, in which the spectroscopy is done near an absorption edge. The absence of the spin-chirality terms in these setups can be traced to the lack of linkage between the virtual electron hops and the photon polarizations. However, we argue that RIXS still holds a prospect of observing the effects of the spin-chirality terms if one instead considers spectroscopy near a pre-edge, in which case the intra-site dipole transitions are forbidden.

Focusing on the Cu^{2+} materials with the square and the kagome lattice geometries, we find that the spinchirality terms are indeed presented in both cases under our new proposal. However, in the kagome case such terms appear only at a higher order in our expansion. In addition, we also find that as far as the spin-chirality terms are concerned, the scenario for the triangular lattice is analogous to that of the square lattice, while the scenario for the honeycomb lattice is analogous to that of the kagome lattice. It is worth noting that the situation we encounter in RIXS is essentially the reverse of what happens in the Raman case, in which the spin-chirality terms occur at the (t^4/U^3)-th order in the kagome and the honeycomb lattices but not in the square or the triangular lattices.

In comparison to the similar scheme to detect the spinchirality terms in Raman spectroscopy,^{11,12} which had already been realized,^{22} the present scheme in RIXS suffers from the reduced wavefunction overlaps in the inter-site dipole transitions. However, it has the advantage that excitations with finite momentum can be probed. To put this into perspective, let us return to the motivation we presented in the introduction, namely the emergent gauge boson in the U(1) Dirac spin liquid. In the U(1) Dirac spin liquid, the spin-chirality terms in the T -matrix correspond to flux-flux correlators, viz.: ∑ f W_{f i} = ∑ f 2π|⟨f|T |i⟩|^2δ(E_f − E_i) (20) ∼ ⟨i|b(Δk, Δω)b(0, 0)|i⟩ + · · · ∝ q^2Θ(Δω − v_F Δk) (Δω^2 − v^2_F Δk^2)^{1/2}

+ · · · , (21)

where Θ denotes the step function, v_F is the Fermi velocity at the Dirac cone of the U(1) Dirac spin liquid, b is the “magnetic field” associated with the emergent gauge boson, and Δω = ω_i − ω_f (Δk = k_i − k_f ) is the energy (momentum) transferred from the photon. If we assume that E_D in RIXS and (ω_i − U) in Raman spectroscopy are of the same order, the intensity of the signal from the gauge boson in RIXS will be modified from that in Raman spectroscopy by a factor roughly equal to J^2E_D/t^2(E_D + U_c) or J^2/E^2_D, depending on which limit one considers in RIXS. However, such comparison is not particularly meaningful since we have not considered how the background signals compare in the two cases. However, the advantage offered by RIXS is not so much in the intensity of the signal but rather in its lineshape. In the Raman case where Δk ≈ 0, the signature of the emergent gauge boson can manifest only as a power-law behavior near zero energy transfer, which can easily be masked by the elastic or quasielastic peak. In contrast, in RIXS the signal from the gauge boson has a sharp threshold at Δω = v_F Δk, which varies as Δk varies. Thus, assuming modest intensities of the signals, it would be much easier to discern the emergent gauge boson in the case of RIXS.

Of course, one should not underestimate the experimental challenges in realizing the proposal laid out in this paper. However, enormous progress in RIXS has been made in recent decades,^5 with two-magnon excitations being observed^{19,23} and three-magnon excitations being proposed.^{24} It is our hope that our proposal will further stimulate new theoretical and experimental advances in the field.

Acknowledgments

We thank George Sawatzky, Akio Kotani, and Peter Abbamonte for helpful information. This research was supported in part by the DOE under Grant No. DE- FG02-03ER46076 (W.H.K and P.A.L.) and in part by the NSF under Grant No. NSF PHY05-51164 (W.H.K).

1 T. P. Devereaux and R. Hackl, Rev. Mod. Phys. 79, 175 (2007).

2 M. Hermele, Y. Ran, P. A. Lee, and X.-G. Wen, Phys. Rev.

B 77, 224413 (2008).

3 W.-H. Ko, Z.-X. Liu, T.-K. Ng, and P. A. Lee, Phys. Rev.

B 81, 024414 (2010).

4 D. Wulferding, P. Lemmens, P. Scheib, J. Röder, P. Mendels, S. Chu, T. Han, and Y. S. Lee, Phys. Rev. B 82, 144412 (2010).

5 A. Kotani and S. Shin, Rev. Mod. Phys. 73, 203 (2001). 6 T. Uozumi, K. Okada, A. Kotani, O. Durmeyer, J. P. Kappler, E. Beaurepaire, and J. C. Parlebas, Euro. Phys. Lett. 18, 85 (1992).

7 J. Danger, P. Le Fèvre, H. Magnan, D. Chandesris, S. Bourgeois, J. Jupille, T. Eickhoff, and W. Drube, Phys. Rev. Lett. 88, 243001 (2002).

8 T. Uozumi, A. Kotani, and J. C. Parlebas, J. Electron Spectrosc. Relat. Phenom. 137, 623 (2004).

9 A. Shukla, M. Calandra, M. Taguchi, A. Kotani, G. Vankó, and S.-W. Cheong, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 077006 (2006).

10 A. Kotani, K. Okada, G. Vankó, G. Dhalenne, A. Revcolevschi, P. Giura, and A. Shukla, Phys. Rev. B 77, 205116 (2008).

11 B. S. Shastry and B. I. Shraiman, Phys. Rev. Lett. 65, 1068 (1990).

12 B. S. Shastry and B. I. Shraiman, Int. J. Mod. Phys. B 5, 365 (1991).

13 P. A. Fleury and R. Loudon, Phys. Rev. 166, 514 (1968). 14 J. van den Brink and M. van Veenendaal, Europhys. Lett.

73, 121 (2006).

15 J. van den Brink, Europhys. Lett. 80, 47003 (2007). 16 F. Forte, L. J. P. Ament, and J. van den Brink, Phys. Rev.

B 77, 134428 (2008).

17 F. M. F. de Groot, P. Kuiper, and G. A. Sawatzky, Phys.

Rev. B 57, 14584 (1998).

18 L.-C. Duda, Ph.D. thesis, Uppsala University (1996). 19 J. P. Hill, G. Blumberg, Y.-J. Kim, D. S. Ellis, S. Wakimoto, R. J. Birgeneau, S. Komiya, Y. Ando, B. Liang, R. L. Greene, et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 097001 (2008).

20 H. D. Zhou, E. S. Choi, G. Li, L. Balicas, C. R. Wiebe,

Y. Qiu, J. R. D. Copley, and J. S. Gardner, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106, 147204 (2011).

21 M. S. Hybertsen, E. B. Stechel, M. Schluter, and D. R.

Jennison, Phys. Rev. B 41, 11068 (1990).

22 P. E. Sulewski, P. A. Fleury, K. B. Lyons, and S.-W.

Cheong, Phys. Rev. Lett. 67, 3864 (1991).

23 L. Braicovich, L. J. P. Ament, V. Bisogni, F. Forte, C. Aruta, G. Balestrino, N. B. Brookes, G. M. De Luca, P. G. Medaglia, F. M. Granozio, et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 102, 167401 (2009).

24 L. J. P. Ament and J. van den Brink, e-print arXiv:

1002.3773, URL http://arxiv.org/abs/1002.3773. 25 M. P. Shores, E. A. Nytko, B. M. Bartlett, and D. G.

Nocera, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 127, 13462 (2005). 26 One caveat is that Ei in principle depends on the initial state, which is assumed to be an eigenstate of the timeindependent Hamiltonian H_{ind}. An arbitrary spin state in the lattice basis will in general not be an eigenstate of H_{ind} and technically Ei itself has to be treated perturbatively. This subtlety can be neglected when working in the zeroth order in t/U. Moreover, at the end of the day the T -matrix will be evaluated with respect to some many-body states that are the approximate ground states or low-lying excited states of H_{ind} within specific models, in which case it is legitimate to treat Ei as a c-number, to be absorbed into the definition of the resonant frequency.

27 Note however that the sum of their contributions to the S · S terms (omitted in the . . .) does not vanish.

28 The 3d orbitals in herbertsmithite is also rotated relative to the kagome plane.^{25} While this would affect the precise values of the hopping magnitude, it should not affect the sign pattern as presented in the figure or the statement that the amplitudes are non-vanishing.

29 To be accurate, the position vector r in the exponential factor should be located at the bond center of the respective photon-induced hop. However, assuming that the momentum transferred is a fraction of the reciprocal lattice vector, it is permissible to neglect displacements that are only fractions of the lattice spacing.