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We study the Heisenberg antiferromagnet on the maple-leaf lattice using several numerical ap-
proaches, focusing on the numerical linked-cluster expansion (NLCE), which exhibits an uncon-
ventional convergence extending to low and even zero temperatures. We evaluate thermodynamic
properties as well as spin-spin correlations through the equal-time structure factor. Within NLCE
the specific heat capacity reveals a two-peak structure at 71 =~ 0.479 J and 7> =~ 0.131 J, reminiscent
of the corresponding result for the triangular lattice. At intermediate temperatures, the spin—spin
structure factor develops features that reflect the absence of reflection symmetry in the lattice. The
zero-temperature convergence of NLCE enables reliable estimates of the ground-state energy and
points to a short-range correlated paramagnetic ground state composed of resonating hexagonal
motifs. The NLCE results are benchmarked against Pseudo-Majorana Functional Renormalization

Group, finite-temperature Lanczos, and classical Monte Carlo simulations.

I. Introduction

Frustrated lattice models host exotic states of mat-
ter, such as quantum spin liquids, which evade Lan-
dau’s traditional classification of phases [1]. These sys-
tems support exotic, fractionalized quasiparticles, mak-
ing them highly attractive for both theoretical and ex-
perimental investigations [2]. Frustration can arise ei-
ther from anisotropic exchange couplings, as in Kitaev’s
honeycomb model [3], or from geometric constraints in
antiferromagnetic lattices. Prominent examples of the
latter include the two-dimensional kagome lattice [4] and
the three-dimensional pyrochlore lattice [5].

More recently, another frustrated two-dimensional lat-
tice has attracted increasing attention: the so-called
maple-leaf lattice shown in Fig. 1 [6]. It has emerged
as a promising platform for realizing spin-liquid behav-
ior [7, 8] or a deconfined quantum critical point [8]. The
lattice hosts three inequivalent bonds shown by differ-
ent colors in Fig. 1, leading to a variety of compet-
ing ground-state candidates at zero temperature. For
dominant diagonal bonds (green), the model exhibits a
well-established dimerized phase [9-13], reminiscent of
the Shastry—Sutherland model [14] in the sense that the
dimer-product state is an exact eigenstate. The “pla-
quette phase” of the Shastry—Sutherland model, break-
ing the Zs symmetry, would correspond to a resonat-
ing hexagon state (without symmetry breaking) which
is recovered for dominant hexagonal couplings (blue).
Away from the extreme limits, the nature of the ground
state is still an open question. A wide range of meth-
ods, including coupled-cluster theory [10, 15-17], exact
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FIG. 1. Depiction of the maple-leaf lattice with its three
symmetry-inequivalent nearest-neighbor bonds: triangular
(red), hexagonal (blue), and diagonal (green). The figure also
shows the Bravais lattice vectors a; and as. The lattice de-
rives its name from its coordination number of five, which
allows the use of maple leaves (shown in black) to highlight
the nearest-neighbor structure.

diagonalization (ED) [10, 15, 18, 19], linear spin-wave
theory [19], plaquette-triplon mean-field analyses [20],
pseudo-fermion functional renormalization group [12],
neural quantum states [11], density matrix renormaliza-
tion group [8, 21], infinite density matrix renormaliza-
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tion group (iDMRG) [11, 22], bond-operator mean-field
theory [8], and infinite projected entangled pair states
(iPEPS) calculations [13] outline various possibilities for
the ground state.

In particular, the isotropic point remains under de-
bate, with proposals ranging from a dressed version of
the “canted 120°” (c-120°) order realized by the classical
model [10, 22, 23] or a paramagnetic ground state [13].
Ref. [7] discusses the possibilities of different quantum
liquids. Ongoing ED study suggests the existence of the
magnetically ordered state [24]. Ounly a few works focus
on finite-temperature properties [23, 25].

On the experimental front, several synthetic com-
pounds [26-29] as well as natural minerals [30-33]
have been found to approximately realize the maple-
leaf lattice. Experiments have focused on magnetiza-
tion plateaus [10, 13, 15, 34, 35], the origin of Bon-
ner—Fisher—like behavior [21, 28, 30, 36], and excitations
above the dimer state [35, 37].

In light of the growing experimental opportunities
and the lack of theoretical understanding, we em-
ploy a variety of numerical methods to investigate the
thermodynamic properties of the isotropic Heisenberg
antiferromagnet.  Specifically, we utilize the numeri-
cal linked-cluster expansion (NLCE) algorithm [38-42],
pseudo-Majorana functional renormalization group (PM-
FRG) techniques [43, 44], the finite-temperature Lanc-
zos method (FTLM) [41, 45-49], and classical Monte
Carlo simulations [50]. In addition to finite-temperature
behavior, our approach provides insights into the zero-
temperature phase.

Our main findings are as follows: (i) Our NLCE results
exhibit a double-peak structure, indicating the emer-
gence of two dominant temperature scales. (ii) We obtain
a reliable estimate of the equal-time structure factor at
intermediate temperature in the thermodynamic limit.
(iii) The finite-temperature calculations allow an esti-
mate of the ground-state energy. (iv) The convergence of
the NLCE suggests a simple paramagnetic ground state
based on weakly coupled hexagons.

The outline of this paper is as follows: In Sec. II, we
introduce the lattice and the numerical methods. In
Sec. III, we discuss the thermodynamic properties, fo-
cusing on the specific heat capacity, entropy, and energy.
Finally, the structure factor and real-space correlations
are analyzed in Sec. IV.

II. Model and methods

The maple lattice is obtained by a 1/7 depletion of sites
from the triangular lattice. It consists of a six-site unit
cell arranged on a triangular Bravais lattice. Following
the notation of Ref. [7], the primitive lattice vectors are

given by a; = (\/2?7,—%) and ag = (—\/%,%). The K

points of the underlying triangular lattice are located at
(0,+47) and (iz—\/’%, i%") The lattice has a coordina-

tion number of five and features three inequivalent bond
types, which we refer to as hexagonal, triangular, and
diagonal bonds, shown in blue, red, and green in Fig. 1.
The lattice exhibits sixfold rotational (Cs) symmetry but
lacks reflection symmetry as opposed to the triangular
and kagome lattices. The lack of reflection symmetry is
a distinctive feature of the maple leaf lattice, with impli-
cations to possible emergent orders.

We focus on the isotropic nearest-neighbor Heisenberg
antiferromagnet with J > 0:

H=1J) S;8;. (1)
(i.9)

We discuss the individual methods used in this work
in the remainder of this section. Readers interested only
in their applications may skip directly to the following
section.

(i) Numerical linked cluster expansion. The NLCE al-
gorithm is a finite temperature expansion method that
enables the computation of thermodynamic observables
directly in the thermodynamic limit [38, 39]. It is based
on the full diagonalization of all finite subclusters of the
lattice up to a given size controlling the convergence
at low temperatures. The method is not affected by
frustration or dimensionality, making it an ideal tool to
study two- and three-dimensional frustrated magnets. Its
broad applicability also makes it a powerful method for
supporting experiments [51-53]. For an introduction, see
Refs. [40-42].

Starting from an initial building block (or a set of
building blocks), the algorithm systematically constructs
larger clusters by “gluing” these blocks together, thereby
generating progressively larger subclusters of the lattice.
These larger subclusters capture longer-range correla-
tions, enabling calculations to reach lower temperatures.

The expansion order of the algorithm refers to the
number of building blocks taken into account. At the
nth order, the algorithm generates subclusters ¢ € T,
that contain n blocks. 7, refers to a collection of topo-
logically equivalent clusters containing n building blocks.
Each cluster ¢ has a multiplicity [., which is an integer
counting the number of distinct embeddings of the cluster
in the lattice modulo translations.

For a given observable O, e.g., the specific heat capac-
ity at temperature T, each cluster is assigned a weight
W,. This weight is defined as the observable evaluated
on the cluster, O., minus the contributions of all smaller
subclusters s that can be embedded within ¢ (denoted as
s € ¢). These subclusters correspond to clusters gener-
ated in lower orders:

WC:OC*ZWG- (2)

s€c

In this way, including the cluster ¢ in the expansion en-
sures that only contributions not already accounted for at
lower orders are added. The observable at a given order,
0|, , is then obtained by summing over the multiplicities




and weights of all clusters:

n

o, => > 1W.. (3)

k=1ceTy

A common technique to improve convergence in NLCE
is the use of resummation algorithms, which take the
bare NLCE result O’n and perform a resummation to
unlock lower temperatures. Two widely used resumma-
tion methods are Euler’s transformation and Wynn’s al-
gorithm [54-56]. In the following, we employ Euler’s al-
gorithm.

The algorithm also allows the computation of real-
space correlation functions, which can be used to evaluate
the equal-time structure factor. For this, we consider the
two-point correlation function at a given distance r and
inverse temperature 5: (S;-S;)s, withr = r;—r;. In this
case, Eq. (2) and Eq. (3) are no longer directly appli-
cable, since the observable depends explicitly on spatial
coordinates. For example, instead of simply multiplying
by the cluster multiplicity [., one must account for the
coordinates of each embedding individually to correctly
include all contributions. A detailed explanation can be
found in the appendix of Ref. [57].

We have implemented and tested eight different ap-
proaches using various building blocks, of which we dis-
cuss two in detail. Other expansions are briefly discussed
in Appendix A. The first expansion is hexagon-based,
employing a single hexagonal building block translated
according to the triangular Bravais lattice. Neighboring
hexagons are coupled via two triangular (red) and one
diagonal bond (green).

In the second expansion, we employ edge-sharing trian-
gles as building blocks. There are eight inequivalent tri-
angles modulo translations. In contrast to the hexagon
expansion, it is necessary to include a zeroth order to
properly account for edge-sharing units, as each edge di-
rectly contributes to the energy. The zeroth order con-
sists of a single edge, which is subtracted from each clus-
ter for every edge it contains. This correction must also
be considered — with its directional dependence — when
computing the real-space correlations. Further details
can be found in Appendix A.

(i) Pseudo-Magjorana Functional Renormalization
Group. PMFRG is a powerful tool to calculate spin cor-
relations for a wide range of quantum spin systems. It
is based upon a representation of spins in terms of real
Majorana fermions [58, 59]

o 1
S = —§€QB777B777» (4)

where the Majorana operators n® (with o = z,y, 2z) ful-
fill the relations (n®)" = 7 and {n®, 7’} = d,5. The
PMFRG is an improved version of the Pseudo-Fermion
Functional Renormalization Group (PFFRG), which ex-

presses the spin operators in terms of complex Abrikosov
fermions. The PFFRG has been applied to a variety of

frustrated spin systems in the past years [60, 61]. How-
ever, due to the appearance of unphysical states related
to the Abrikosov fermion representation, non-zero tem-
peratures could not be investigated. The PMFRG em-
ployed here does not introduce unphysical states and is
therefore well suited to be applied at finite temperatures
[43, 62].

At its core, the PMFRG presents a hierarchy of cou-
pled differential equations in the Majorana N-point ver-
tex functions [63] in terms of derivatives with respect to
a flow parameter. Generally, the flow parameter can be
chosen in two ways: as a physical low-energy cutoff (A-
flow) or (upon a small redefinition of Fourier transformed
fields) as temperature T itself [44]. Since the T-flow
method allows us to calculate spin-correlations within
wide temperature ranges in a single numerical run, we
apply this approach here. To solve the flow equations,
one needs to truncate the hierarchy at a certain order,
usually by setting the 6-point vertex and higher vertices
to zero. Higher order corrections that are necessary to
stabilize the flow at low values of the flow parameter can
be added via the utilization of the so-called Katanin trun-
cation scheme, which self-consistently couples the self-
energy to the 4-point vertex [60, 64]. Having obtained
the 4-point vertex T'j/*" (v, iwy, iw;,) the frequency de-
pendent spin-spin correlations can be calculated via

(S%(1n)S%(0) )p = — Y Gliwn)G(iwn + i )i

iwn
i R
iwp,iw],

{G(iwn)G(iwn +ivy)G(iw,,) G (iw), + ivy,) X

TYTY (2 . N - . -
L (W, ivn + iwp +iwy,, iwn — 1w, ) |

(5)
where iw,,iw!, are fermionic and iv, bosonic Matsubara
frequencies. Furthermore, G(iw,) = (iw, VT — X (iw,,)) ™
is the (dressed) Majorana Green’s function, X(iw,) is
the self-energy (2-point vertex), and the factor v/7' in-
troduces the flow parameter in the T-flow scheme.

To obtain the equal-time spin correlations, we sum over
all Matsubara frequencies

(S7(t=0)S(0))5 = > (S%(iv)S*(0))s.  (6)

vy,

Our real-space approximation consists of limiting cor-
relation lengths to 12 lattice spacings and setting longer-
distance spin correlations to zero. Furthermore, we use a
maximum of 42 discrete Matsubara frequency points to
express the frequency dependence of the vertex functions.

(i4i) Ezxact diagonalization. We perform Lanczos iter-
ations on all symmetry sectors labeled by SZ, = >, S7
as well as an irreducible representation of the space
group [65]. Once the Lanczos routine converges, it con-
tains information about the whole spectrum that can be
used to compute finite temperature expectation values
through what is known as the finite temperature Lanczos



method [45, 48] (FTLM) or thermal pure quantum (TPQ)
states [41, 46, 47, 49]. In short, this approach exploits
two approximations at the same time: First, traces can
be efficiently evaluated in a Monte-Carlo fashion using
the “random-trace estimator” [66, 67]

Tr[A] = dim[A] E[(r[A]r)], (7)

where E denotes the expectation value, and |r) is a nor-
malized random vector distributed such that E[|r)(r|] =
id/ dim[A]. Hence, a canonical expectation value be-
comes

Tr[Ae "] E[(rs|Alrs)]
Z E[(rglrg)]

where we introduced the (random) canonical TPQ state
lrg) = exp(ng)h") [47]. Most notably, the mean
square error of this estimator Eq. (8) is exponentially
small in system size at a finite free-energy density [47],
e.g., above the gap of a gapped system. Secondly, the
exponential of H is approximated using the Krylov basis
v1,...,V, obtained from the Lanczos algorithm starting
at v1 = |r), leading to [49]

(A)g =

(®)

B B
(rg|Alrg) ~ eIeiQT"VJAVnef2T"el, (9)

where V,, = (v1]...|v,) and Ty, is the tridiagonal matrix
obtained after n Lanczos steps. ey is the vector whose
first entry is unity and whose remaining entries are zero.
In the case A = H* diagonalizing U):TnUn = D,, leads
to the familiar FTLM expression [48]

n

(rolH |rg) = Y efe e |(rluy)|?, (10)

Jj=1

where u; is an eigenvector of T}, with eigenvalue ¢; and
U, = (u1]...|un). We then apply Eq. (8) and Eq. (10)
to the block decomposition

Tr[Hre PH] = " T [Hfe PHe] (11)
P

where p denotes irreps labeled by SZ, and a space group
index while Tr, denotes the trace in the p block of H.
With this setup, the Lanczos routine can be run sep-
arately on each H, instead of the full Hamiltonian at
once. For the most symmetric 36-site maple-leaf lattice
cluster a number of n < 150 Lanczos steps and R = 50
random vectors for each block are sufficient to reduce
statistical errors, which we estimate based on a jackknife
analysis [68] due to the ratio appearing in Eq. (8).

(iv) Classical Monte Carlo. We employ O(3)-spin
Monte Carlo simulations [69] to probe the classical struc-
ture factor and specific heat between temperatures of
T = 10 down to T = 0.05 on a lattice of size linear
size L = 16 contains N = 1536 sites.
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FIG. 2. Specific heat capacity as a function of tempera-

ture. We show NLCE data from the triangle-based expansion
(blue/green; up to order 16) and from the hexagon-based ex-
pansion (red; order 3). FTLM data are shown for a cluster
with N = 36 sites and periodic boundary conditions in black.
The positions of the specific-heat peaks of the triangle expan-
sion are indicated at 71 ~ 0.479J and T> =~ 0.131 J, as well
as the minimum at Tinin ~ 0.198 J. For comparison, the high-
temperature expansion, along with the Padé approximation
and the interpolation to zero temperature using the entropy
method (EM) from Hutak [25], is shown in yellow.

ITI. Thermodynamic properties

Using the numerical methods described in Sec. II, we
compute different thermodynamic quantities, such as the
energy E specific heat capacity C, and entropy S:

E=(H)g=>» ee )z (12)
C = s ({2 = (E12) (13
S =log(Z) — BE (14)

where Z = 3 _ e~P% is the partition function and the
sum runs over all eigenstates. § = 1/(kgT) is the inverse
temperature. kg denotes the Boltzmann constant and is
set to unity.

Specific heat. We begin by discussing the specific heat
displayed in Fig. 2. It shows the hexagon-based (red) and
triangle-based (blue/green) NLCE data, FTLM (black)
for N = 36 sites, and a comparison to Ref. [25] (yellow).
While all methods agree at high temperatures and repro-
duce the expected behavior, scaling as 82, they exhibit
qualitative differences at intermediate and low tempera-
tures.

Hutak [25] reports a single peak at T~ 0.379 J with
C/N = 0.254. Their results are based on a conven-
tional high-temperature expansion up to 18th order (con-
verged down to T ~ 1J), which was combined with
Padé approximants to extend the analysis to tempera-
tures around T = 0.4.J, comparable to the first peak.
The low-temperature behavior was then estimated us-
ing the entropy method, which interpolates based on the
high-temperature data, the ground-state energy, and as-
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FIG. 3. Entropy as a function of temperature. We include
NLCE results from the triangle-based expansion (blue/green;
up to order 16) and from the hexagon-based expansion (red;
order 3). FTLM data for a cluster with N = 36 sites and pe-
riodic boundary conditions are also shown in black. Markers
indicate the positions of the two peaks and the minimum in
the specific heat capacity, as presented in Fig. 2.

sumptions about low-energy excitations. They assume
that the low-temperature physics is dominated by anti-
ferromagnetic spin-wave excitations, leading to C' oc T2
as T — 0 [70].

This observation is consistent with the FTLM calcu-
lation, which shows a single, comparatively broad peak
extending over nearly two decades in temperature. Such
a broad feature in the specific heat may indicate the pres-
ence of multiple relevant energy scales in the system.

The NLCE algorithm is fundamentally a high-
temperature method, and observables are expected to
diverge at intermediate and low temperatures once the
correlation length exceeds the size of the largest cluster
included in the expansion. In this case, the combination
of resummed weights and exponentially growing embed-
ding factors causes the series to alternate between pos-
itive and negative values across consecutive orders, sig-
naling the breakdown of the expansion. The Euler series
acceleration provides a resummation of these alternat-
ing divergences and extends the accessible temperature
range somewhat, but it is similarly expected to encounter
divergences at sufficiently low temperatures.

Remarkably, we observe a distinct scenario here. While
the bare NLCE data for the triangular expansion ex-
hibit the expected alternating divergence at T" ~ 0.6 J
the Euler resummation successfully removes this diver-
gence and yields physically reasonable results down to
much lower temperatures. Although consecutive orders
do not match perfectly, their overall shape appears con-
sistent. In contrast, for the hexagon-based expansion,
the bare NLCE data entirely lack the characteristic di-
vergence. This absence of divergence indicates that the
data provide a meaningful description of the thermody-
namics. Other expansion units do display the expected
divergent behavior.

Both expansions suggest the existence of a second peak
at around 75 = 0.13J, in addition to the first peak at

0.0 T T T T T T T T -
—0.528 g Triangle Euler 16
— — Schmoll et al.
—0.1F Hutak T
Farnell et al.
5 —0.2 — Beck et al. Triangle expansion -
m Hexagon
— Euler 6 — NLCE 16 -- Euler 16
2 . Hexagon — NLCE 15 -- Euler 15
5 —03 T — NLCEse NLCE 14 - Euler 14
g .
&2 Hexagon expansion
—0.4 —+ — NLCE 3 -
—0.533 ==t
— FTLM N = 36
—0.5 =z O T, < Ty < Ty
 ——— el o1l L
1072 10-1 10° 10! 102

Temperature T/ J

FIG. 4. Energy as a function of temperature. It shows the
NLCE data from the triangle-based (blue/green; up to order
16) and hexagon-based (red; order 3) expansions are shown,
together with FTLM results for a periodic N = 36 cluster
(black). The positions of the specific-heat peaks from Fig. 2
are marked with black dots. The inset in the energy panel
displays the ground-state energy estimates. It contains the
literature results shown in Table I from Refs. [10, 11, 13, 25]
and NLCE estimates from the triangle expansion (order 16)
and the hexagon expansion (order 6), shown in bold fonts.

Ty ~ 0.48 J. The appearance of a second peak indicates
the presence of a second energy scale in the system, cor-
responding to distinct excitations that freeze out at dif-
ferent temperatures. This effect is commonly observed in
frustrated magnets [71, 72]. Evidence for such a two-peak
structure has also been reported for the related triangular
lattice at comparable temperatures [73, 74]. In contrast,
data for the kagome lattice only suggest a broad shoulder
instead of a distinct second peak [48, 75].

Entropy. We observe a similar convergence for the en-
tropy as a function of temperature, as shown in Fig. 3.
It includes results from the triangular and hexagonal ex-
pansions, as well as FTLM data for the N = 36 cluster.
All methods agree at high and intermediate temperatures
for T' 2 T7. We find that the finite-size cluster releases its
entropy faster than predicted by the cluster expansions,
and we do not observe any indication of an intermediate
plateau.

Similarly, the bare NLCE expansion for the triangular
lattice diverges, but the Euler resummation yields phys-
ically reasonable results for T' 2> 0.1 J, while the entropy
becomes negative below this temperature. The curves
approach zero from below as the order increases, indi-
cating systematic improvement, and the trend suggests
that the entropy would likely reach zero with the inclu-
sion of a few additional orders. Remarkably, the third-
order hexagon expansion correctly predicts zero entropy
for T < 0.05J, indicating that these results are physi-
cally meaningful and supporting our interpretation of a
second peak in the heat capacity.

Energy. The energy as a function of temperature is
displayed in Fig. 4. In the hexagon expansion, the bare
NLCE data remain finite and physically reasonable. For
the triangular expansion, the bare NLCE curves diverge



Method Ey/ NJ
Isolated hexagons -0.4671
Linear spin wave theory [19] -0.5121574375

Neural quantum states, Ref. [11] -0.523571

Triangular, Euler 16 -0.5285(3)
iPEPS, Ref. [13] -0.530359
Entropy method [25] -0.5304(2)
Coupled cluster method [10] -0.53094
iDMRG, Ref. [11] -0.531003
Hexagon, Euler 6 -0.5311(9)
Hexagon, NLCE 6 -0.532(2)
ED, N =36 -0.538972

TABLE 1. Estimates for the ground-state energy per spin
from the literature and this work. The comparison includes
an infinite Projected Entangled Pair States (iPEPS) [76]
study [13], coupled cluster calculation [10], linear spin wave
simulations [19], neural quantum states [11], infinite density
matrix renormalization group [11], and an estimate through
the entropy method [25]. The results from this work, high-
lighted in bold characters, comprise NLCE data from the tri-
angular expansion (Euler 16), and both bare (NLCE 6) and
Euler-resummed data (Euler 6) from the hexagonal expansion
at order six, as well as the exact calculation for N = 36 sites
with periodic boundaries. The latter was also computed in
Ref. [19]. The errors of the NLCE estimates are defined as
the difference between the highest and the second-highest ex-
pansion order. A visual representation is provided in Fig. 4.

around T = 0.6 J, while the Euler resummation success-
fully produces realistic results. At high to intermediate
temperatures, both expansions are in agreement with the
FTLM results, which yield a slightly lower ground-state
energy. Finite clusters with periodic boundary conditions
tend to underestimate the ground-state energy compared
to the thermodynamic limit.

The convergence of the NLCE further enables an esti-
mate of the ground-state energy. The inset in Fig. 4 and
Table I compares the NLCE estimates with previously
reported results. Note that, at zero temperature, the
NLCE algorithm can be extended to higher orders by em-
ploying the Lanczos method to reach larger system sizes.
In particular, we have computed the ground-state en-
ergy for all 147 topologically inequivalent clusters within
the hexagon expansion up to sixth order (clusters of size
N = 36) [77, 78]. The ground-state energy remains sta-
ble across multiple expansion orders, indicating that the
algorithm has indeed converged in the zero-temperature
limit. We remark that this value is not variational and
therefore does not represent a lower bound.

The reason for the convergence is that the nearest-
neighbour correlations in the ground state of each topo-
logically invariant cluster built from hexagons remain re-
markably stable. The nearest-neighbour correlation di-
rectly encodes the energy, and it is unusual that these
correlations do not vary significantly across clusters. One
would typically expect open boundaries to induce sub-
stantial changes in the ground-state structure. Instead,
we find a consistent pattern in which the hexagonal, tri-
angular, and diagonal bonds each exhibit nearly iden-
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FIG. 5. Equal-time spin structure factor computed using dif-
ferent numerical methods and at various temperatures. The
first, second, and third columns correspond to T = 2.5J,
T = 0.8 J, and the Schottky peak at T' = T = 0.47 J, respec-
tively. Panels (a—c) show the bare NLCE first-order hexagon
expansion (decoupled-hexagons limit), panels (d—f) display
the third-order hexagon expansion, and panels (g—i) present
the 15th-order triangular expansion using Euler resummation,
panels (j-1) show PMFRG results, and panels (m-o) refer to
the classical Monte Carlo Data results. For details on how we
compare with classical Monte Carlo data, see Appendix C.

tical correlations, independent of the cluster geometry.
We have shown the nearest-neighbour correlations for all
hexagonal clusters up to order four in Appendix A.

IV. Structure factor

We now turn to the equal-time spin structure factor
to resolve the spin correlation at finite and zero temper-
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—1/3 and ¢./7 € [2/V3 —1/2,2/v/3 + 1/2], as highlighted
in Fig. 5(i), shown for different temperatures. The z-axis is
centered around Agq,/m = q,/m — 2/+/3. The inset displays
the temperature dependence of the peak position.

ature. It is defined as

S(q) _ 3iN ZezQ'(ri*I‘j) <SZ . SJ>5 . (]_5)
i,
The prefactor 4/3 normalizes to unity in the infinite-
temperature limit.

We begin by discussing the high- to intermediate-
temperature regime shown in Fig. 5, where we compare
different numerical approaches outlined in Sec. II. The
columns (from left to right) show results for ' = 2.5 J,
T =0.8J, and T = T3, where T} denotes the position of
the high-temperature peak.

The first row corresponds to a first-order hexagon ex-
pansion, which reduces to a set of uncoupled, indepen-
dent hexagons. The second row shows results from the
third-order hexagon expansion (bare NLCE). The third
row presents the 15th-order triangular expansion ob-
tained using the Euler resummation scheme. PMFRG
results are displayed in the fourth row, and the fifth row
shows the classical Monte Carlo simulations, where we
have adjusted the temperature and intensity as detailed
in Appendix C.

At the highest temperature (first column), T'= 2.5 J,
all methods display a consistent pattern that reflects the
geometry of the underlying triangular lattice. We observe
enhanced intensity at the K points located at (07 :I:%”)

and (iz—g, :I:%”) . The decoupled-hexagon ansatz, shown

in Fig. 5(a), exhibits a slight deviation characterized by
a reduced overall intensity, stemming from the reduced
coordination number of this ansatz.

At intermediate temperature (second column, T =
0.8,J), the decoupled-hexagon ansatz exhibits qualita-
tively different behavior, as the intensity between the
K points is suppressed in Fig. 5(b). In contrast, the
other approaches show a continued enhancement of the
K-point intensity and remain in good mutual agreement.
We observe an intensified signal at the K points, forming
a triangular plateau.

Equal-time structure factor S(q)

Crystal momentum g, /7

-2 -1 0 1 -2 -1 0 1 -2 -1 0 1 2

Crystal momentum gz /7

FIG. 7. Equal-time structure factor of the hexagon expansion
at T" = 0 for orders four, five, and six. The intensity and shape
of the triangular plateaus around the K points, including their
characteristic twist, remain stable across orders. In contrast,
the emergent satellite peaks at the flanks alternate in sign,
indicating a lack of convergence.

At the first peak (third column, T'=T; ~ 0.47 J), the
triangular plateaus around the K points become more
pronounced. However, rather than developing into sharp
features, they remain broad and flat. The third-order
hexagon expansion, shown in Fig. 5(f), displays the on-
set of a less smooth texture, which we attribute to insuf-
ficient convergence at these intermediate temperatures.
The other methods remain largely consistent. We just
observe a minor discrepancy in the PFMRG intensities,
which is analyzed in Appendix B. The 15th-order trian-
gular expansion in Fig. 5(i) is well converged, as it agrees
with lower-order results (see Appendix A) and provides
a meaningful basis for comparison to experiments.

At temperatures comparable to the occurrence of the
first peak, we observe the emergence of an additional fea-
ture in the structure factor that is absent at high temper-
atures. The triangular plateaus develop a subtle twist,
where alternating triangles appear slightly rotated clock-
wise and counterclockwise. This twisting pattern is con-
sistently observed across all numerical methods except
for the decoupled-hexagon ansatz. It becomes increas-
ingly pronounced at lower temperatures. Notably, this
twist is consistent with the absence of reflection sym-
metry in the lattice and, therefore, not present in the
triangular or kagome lattice [73, 79]. A similar effect can
be seen in other studies at zero temperature [7, 11].

We quantify the twist in Fig. 6, where we plot the in-
tensity of S(¢s, gy) along the line cut indicated in Fig. 5(i)
for a fixed ¢,/m = —1/3, as a function of g, at different
temperatures. The horizontal axis shows Ag,, defined
relative to the high-symmetry line connecting the two
vertical K points. While the peak is symmetric in the
high-temperature limit, it shifts toward negative Ag, for
lower temperatures. The inset shows the position of this
peak, providing a quantitative measure of the observed
twist.

The convergence of the NLCE algorithm at T = 0
enables the extension of the hexagon-based expansion to
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FIG. 8. Real-space correlations. Panel (a) presents data from
the 15th-order triangular expansion at finite temperature T =
0.4 J, obtained using Euler resummation. Panel (b) shows
results from the 6th-order NLCE hexagon expansion at zero
temperature. Panel (d) displays data for an isolated hexagon.
The marker size represents the absolute value of (S; - So)g,
where So denotes the central spin (shown in black) with a
reference value of 0.75. The color indicates the sign of the
correlation: red refers to negative and blue refers to positive.
(c) Absolute value of the spin-spin correlation as a function of
distance for different temperatures, computed the 15th-order
triangular expansion and the Euler resummation.

higher orders, incorporating all 147 topologically inequiv-
alent clusters containing N = 36 sites at sixth order. The
corresponding structure factors for orders four, five, and
six are shown in Fig. 7 (bare NLCE data). The triangular
plateaus around the K points remain stable in both shape
and intensity, and the characteristic twist persists across
orders. Similar to the finite-temperature results of the
third-order expansion shown in Fig. 5(d-f), we observe
the emergence of satellite peaks at the sides of the tri-
angular plateaus. These peaks alternate in sign between
consecutive orders, indicating a lack of convergence. We
therefore conclude that the convergence of the expansion
is g-dependent. The finite-size calculation of the N = 36
cluster with periodic boundary condition also indicates
the presence of the twist at T = 0, which we have shown
in Appendix D.

Real-space correlation. Lastly, we discuss the real-
space correlations, which are directly computed by the
NLCE algorithm and is used to compute the structure
factors. Fig. 8(a,b) show a subsection of the lattice, dis-
playing the correlations of the central spin Sy (marked in
black) with all other sites. The marker size encodes the
magnitude of the correlation (Sq - S;)s, while the color
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FIG. 9. Nearest-neighbor correlations at zero temperature
(a) and as a function of temperature (b). The green, red, and
blue curves represent the diagonal, triangular, and hexago-
nal bonds, respectively. Panel (a) shows estimates from the
6th-order NLCE hexagon expansion, ED for the N = 36 site
cluster, and iPEPS data from Schmoll et al. [13]. The error
bars for the NLCE data are defined as the difference from
the 5th order, while those for ED and iPEPS correspond to
the standard deviation within each group of bond types. For
instance, there are multiple diagonal bonds within the clus-
ter that yield slightly different values. Panel (b) displays the
15th-order Euler-resummed data from the triangular expan-
sion; lower orders are shown with thinner lines for compari-
son. The yellow curve denotes the total energy obtained by
summing all correlations weighted by their respective multi-
plicities.

indicates its sign (red for negative, blue for positive).
The central spin’s marker size serves as a reference, cor-
responding to (Sq - Sg)s = 0.75.

Fig. 8(a) presents the triangular expansion (Euler re-
summation, 15th order) at finite temperature T'= 0.4 J,
and Fig. 8(b) shows the sixth-order hexagon expansion
(bare NLCE) at T = 0. The full cluster accessible at
sixth order in the hexagon expansion, comprising 546
sites, is shown in Appendix A. Both display a con-
sistent spatial pattern, indicative of a short-range cor-
related state with negligible correlations beyond third-
nearest neighbors. Particularly noticeable is the correla-
tion across individual hexagons, resembling the pattern
expected for decoupled hexagons at zero temperature,
which is shown in Fig. 8(d).

Fig. 8(c) quantifies these short-range correlations fur-
ther. It shows the absolute value of the spin-spin corre-
lation versus distance d (in lattice units) as a function of
temperature, computed from the triangular expansion up
to order 15 (Euler resummation) at 7' = 0.4 J. Notably,
this temperature already lies close to the ground-state
regime, as the energy E(T = 0.4J) ~ 0.5J is near the
estimated ground-state energy (see Table I).

The comparison between the finite- and zero-
temperature data in Fig. 8(a,b) highlights a key quali-
tative difference. At finite temperature, the correlations
along the diagonal bonds are negative and comparable in
magnitude to those on the other nearest-neighbor bonds,



whereas in the T' = 0 data these correlations are nearly
absent. This behavior is qualitatively shown in Fig. 9(b),
which displays the temperature dependence of the corre-
lation on the three inequivalent bond types: green for
diagonal bonds, red for triangular bonds, and blue for
hexagonal bonds (as defined in Fig. 1). The respec-
tive solid lines denote the 15th-order Euler-resummed re-
sults, while the thinner dashed lines indicate lower-order
approximations, illustrating both the evolution between
consecutive orders and the level of convergence. The
data clearly demonstrate that the diagonal-bond corre-
lations grow in magnitude up to T~ 0.7 J before weak-
ening again as the temperature decreases, producing a
distinctly non-monotonic temperature dependence. The
nearest-neighbor correlators appear converged down to
T ~ 0.2 J, indicating that this feature is robust and well
resolved.

Fig. 9(a) shows the corresponding zero-temperature es-
timates for comparison. It includes the result from the
sixth-order hexagon expansion (first column), ED data
for the N = 36 cluster (second column), and the iPEPS
simulation from Ref. [13] (third column). The error bars
of the hexagon expansion are defined as the difference
from the fifth-order result. The error bar of the ED
data arises from the non-symmetric cluster shape, which
causes equivalent bonds (e.g., diagonal) to exhibit dif-
ferent correlations. The error is defined as the standard
deviation of all equivalent bonds. Overall, we find that
all ground-state estimates are in good agreement. They
place the diagonal-bond correlator close to zero. The
plot further includes the corresponding ground-state en-
ergy estimates in yellow.

By comparing the zero-temperature data in Fig. 9(a)
with the finite-temperature data in Fig. 9(b), we ob-
serve that the triangular-bond correlators (red) already
show very good agreement between the two. In contrast,
the diagonal-bond (green) and hexagonal-bond (blue)
correlators still exhibit noticeable deviations. However,
the flow with increasing expansion order (dashed lines
in Fig. 9(b)) gradually approaches the corresponding
ground-state estimates. Notably, although the nearest-
neighbor correlation disagree with the zero-temperature
results for the diagonal and hexagonal bonds, the to-
tal energy nevertheless provides a good approximation
to the ground-state value, shown in yellow. This arises
because the deviations between the hexagonal and tri-
angular finite-temperature estimates largely cancel once
the correct multiplicities are taken into account (there
are twice as many hexagonal as diagonal bonds).

V. Discussion

We study the Heisenberg antiferromagnetic maple-leaf
lattice using a variety of numerical methods. We present
novel finite-temperature results and provide new insights
into its ground-state properties. Our analysis primar-
ily relies on the NLCE algorithm, which exhibits rather

unconventional convergence, allowing us to access a non-
trivial temperature regime and yielding reliable data even
at zero temperature. The finite-temperature results pre-
sented here lay important groundwork for forthcoming
experimental studies.

Both series expansions discussed here indicate the pres-
ence of a two-peak structure in the specific heat. Al-
though this differs from the single broad peak reported
in Ref. [25] and from our FTLM simulations, it is con-
sistent with observations for the closely related triangu-
lar lattice [73, 74], where the emergence of two charac-
teristic temperature scales has likewise been proposed.
For the triangular lattice, Ref. [73] suggested that the
higher-energy scale is associated with magnon excita-
tions, whereas the lower-energy scale may correspond
to the so-called “roton-like” excitations at the M point
of the Brillouin zone. It is also worth noting that the
kagome lattice exhibits a broad shoulder, rather than a
single Schottky peak, in its specific heat capacity [48, 75].
Measurements on bluebellite (CuglO3(OH)10Cl) indicate
the presence of a second peak [21, 30]. However, we
emphasize that the mineral is not a nearest-neighbor,
isotropic Heisenberg system with antiferromagnetic ex-
change couplings [21]. We note that a similar analysis
based on NLCE, as carried out in Refs. [51-53], could
be employed to estimate the exchange couplings through
fits to the specific heat capacity.

We further investigate the equal-time structure fac-
tor, which is directly accessible in neutron-scattering ex-
periments. At high temperatures, it closely resembles
the results obtained for the triangular and kagome lat-
tices [73, 79]. However, upon approaching intermedi-
ate temperatures around the first specific-heat peak, an
emergent twist becomes apparent, which is possible due
the absence of reflection symmetry in the maple-leaf lat-
tice. In contrast, the related triangular-based lattices
that preserve reflection symmetry do not exhibit this fea-
ture.

The convergence of the NLCE algorithm extends down
to zero temperature, enabling estimates of both the
ground-state energy and the structure factor. This be-
havior is uncommon and suggests the presence of an un-
ordered ground state with short-range correlations since
the algorithm performs poorly when approaching states
with a long correlation length. We emphasize that NLCE
is inherently a high-temperature expansion, and its re-
sults are not of variational nature. Nevertheless, the
agreement with other numerical methods — particularly
for the ground-state energy — suggests that the obtained
physical insights are reliable. The resulting structure fac-
tor indicates that the twist persists, and we find no evi-
dence of magnetic order.

A similar zero-temperature convergence within the
NLCE framework was previously reported in Ref. [80]
for an equivalent setup. In that work, expansions based
on hexagons (for the pyrochlore and ruby lattices) and
on squares (for the checkerboard lattice) also exhibited
convergence of the ground-state energy. The authors



attributed this behavior to the presence of a relatively
simple valence-bond crystal composed of weakly coupled,
unfrustrated loops (hexagons or squares). These unfrus-
trated motifs are connected through tetrahedral units,
which lead to a weak coupling or “dressing”. The corre-
sponding state was characterized using a straightforward
variational ansatz,

@) eV o), (16)

where |O) denotes a product state in which each (non-
overlapping) hexagon is in its local ground state. V rep-
resents the inter-hexagon coupling (mediated through the
tetrahedra in Ref. [80]), and « is a variational parameter.

For the maple-leaf lattice, an analogous construction
can be employed. Here, the inter-hexagon coupling in-
cludes two inequivalent bonds (green and red in Fig. 1).
These two couplings, denoted V;; and V,., can be incorpo-
rated into the following variational wavefunction:

%0 a)) o €707 V]0) (17)

It is also worth mentioning that the algorithm employed
in Ref. [80] exhibited unphysical behavior at finite tem-
peratures, such as a non-monotonic temperature depen-
dence of the energy. In contrast, no such artifacts are
observed in our results.

Notably, the state described above is paramagnetic,
as it does not break any lattice symmetries. Its excita-
tions are localized triplets that do not disperse. These
localized excitations are separated from the continuum,
as illustrated in Fig. 4 of Ref. [80]. The low-temperature
peak in the specific heat may therefore originate from
these localized triplet excitations.

Large-scale iPEPS calculations [13] further support the
existence of a paramagnetic ground state in this regime.
A hexagon singlet was also proposed away from the
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isotropic point [8, 20]. Our data indicate that this state
occupies a broader portion of parameter space than pre-
viously assumed. However, we also note that ongoing
studies [24] based on finite-size ED simulations suggest
the presence of magnetic order at the isotropic point.
This ordered state, however, lies very close to the para-
magnetic hexagonal state that emerges in the limit of
dominant hexagonal bonds.
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Hexagon Triangle
order ||# Con. # Top.|# Con. # Top.
1 1 1 8 1
2 3 1 9 1
3 11 3 12 1
4 44 10 17 3
5 186 33 24 3
6 814 147 36 6
7 3652 620 56 9
8 16689 2821 87 15
9 77359 12942 | 138 22
10 — - 224 39
11 - - 366 60
12 - - 603 103
13 - - 1006 168
14 - - 1692 287
15 - - 2862 476
16 - - 4875 823

TABLE II. Number of connected (# Con.) and topologically
inequivalent (# Top.) clusters for the hexagon and edge-
sharing triangle expansions, by order.

A. Numerical linked cluster expansion

This appendix presents additional NLCE results, illus-
trates the convergence behaviour, and provides further
technical details.

Multiplicities

We show the number of connected and topologically in-
equivalent clusters per order in Table II. For the hexagon
expansion, the cluster size at a given order is simply ob-
tained by multiplying the order by six. In contrast, the
cluster sizes in the triangle expansion vary because the
triangles share edges and sites. The largest cluster we
include at 16th order contains sixteen sites.

Structure factor

We present the convergence of the structure factor for
the Euler-resummed data of the triangular expansion
in Fig. 10. Panels (a—c) show the absolute difference
between the 15th and 14th orders, while panels (d-f)
show the difference between the 14th and 13th orders.
The columns correspond to the same temperatures as in
Fig. 5. Similar to the hexagon expansion shown in Fig. 7
at zero temperature, we observe the emergence of satel-
lite peaks at T' = T near the K point, which we attribute
to insufficient convergence.

Real-space correlation

Within NLCE, the structure factor is obtained from
the Fourier transformation of the real-space correlations,

Abs. difference between consecutive order in S(q)
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FIG. 10. Difference between consecutive orders of the trian-
gular expansion for the same temperature T' = 2.5 J,0.8 J and
T =T as used in Fig. 5 in the main text. Panels (a—c) show
the absolute value of the difference between the 15th and 14th
orders, while panels (d—f) display the difference between the
14th and 13th orders.

which are extracted from all generated connected clus-
ters. For additional illustration, we show the correspond-
ing real-space correlations in Fig. 11. The figure displays
the correlations between the spin marked in black and
all surrounding sites. Red indicates negative correlations
and blue indicates positive ones, where the marker size is
proportional to the correlation strength. For reference,
the black marker refers to the value Sg - Sg = 0.75.

Panel (a) shows the Euler-resummed data of the tri-
angular expansion at 7' = 0.4 J for order 15. Panel (b)
shows the sixth—order hexagon expansion, which contains
all 147 topologically inequivalent clusters (814 transla-
tionally distinct clusters) and includes correlations across
a total of 546 sites. In both cases, we find that the cor-
relation extends only to a few neighbors, supporting the
scenario of a paramagnetic state with short-range corre-
lation.

Zero-temperature limit

The convergence of the expansions at zero tempera-
ture allows us to estimate the ground-state energies. In
Table IIT and Table IV, we show the values obtained at
each order for the hexagon-based and triangle-based ex-
pansions, respectively. For the triangle expansion, only
the Euler-resummed results converge; therefore, we omit
the bare NLCE data.

The convergence of the bare NLCE at zero tempera-
ture for the hexagon expansion can be seen by examin-
ing the nearest-neighbor correlations in the ground states
of clusters at different orders, as shown in Fig. 12 and
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FIG. 11. Real-space correlations obtained from the triangular expansion (Euler resummation) up to order 15 at a temperature
T = 0.4 J are shown in panel (a). Panel (b) shows the corresponding real-space correlations from the hexagon expansion (bare
NLCE) up to sixth order at 7' = 0. The sixth order includes all clusters required to capture correlations across a total of 546

sites.

NLCE

Order Eo/N in J
1 -0.4671292729553332
-0.5435706351900584 | —
-0.5304718237518301 3
-0.5322554996464219| 4
5
6

Euler
Eo/N in J

Order

-0.5211855917718200
-0.5276890186784275
-0.5302280750492965
-0.5311436689259317

-0.5303844459765095
-0.5324194928591225

DUk WD

TABLE III. Ground-state energies at different orders using
bare NLCE (left) and Euler resummation (right) for the
hexagon expansion. The Euler resummation scheme involves
lower-order contributions; hence, it is not applicable for or-
ders one and two.

Order Eo/N in J Order Eo/N in J
3 -0.8848033905932743| 10 -0.5360332092344035
4 -0.7381473012107141| 11 -0.5305607132480245
5 -0.6361899307289933| 12 -0.5279783501768268
6 -0.5907746777868229| 13 -0.5276255333285051
7 -0.5672337433600627| 14 -0.5283138199679275
8  -0.5542641225018704| 15 -0.5288440985857853
9 -0.5440520614802178| 16 -0.5285335519226874

TABLE IV. Ground-state energy per order in the triangular
expansion using the Euler resummation.

Fig. 13 for orders two, three, and four. These nearest-
neighbor correlations directly encode the energy of each
cluster. A consistent pattern emerges as the correlations
on the three inequivalent bond types (hexagon, triangle,
and diagonal) remain robust across all clusters. Hexagon
bonds exhibit the strongest correlations, followed by tri-

FIG. 12. Topologically inequivalent clusters in second order
(upper left) and third order (upper right and bottom row).
The thickness of the bonds represents the nearest-neighbor
correlations S; - S; in the ground state. Summing these con-
tributions yields the ground-state energy per cluster.

angle bonds, and the diagonal bonds are the weakest.
The expectation values for these three bond types are
summarized in Fig. 9(a) in the main text.
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FIG. 13. Topologically inequivalent clusters in fourth order.

The thickness of the bonds represents the nearest-neighbor

correlations S; - S; in the ground state. Summing these contributions yields the ground-state energy per cluster.

Other expansion

We present additional data for two further expansions,
showing the specific heat capacity in Fig. 14. Panel (a)
displays the non-overlapping triangular expansion, with
two triangles per unit cell. These triangles are illustrated
with red bonds in Fig. 1 of the main text. The two trian-
gles are connected by three bonds: two hexagonal bonds
and one diagonal bond. Panel (b) shows corner-sharing
rectangles with a diagonal bond, with three rectangles
per unit cell. The insets display the first- and second-
order clusters, respectively. The red curve corresponds
to the 16th-order expansion with overlapping triangles
used in the main text, shown here for comparison.

While the bare NLCE data (solid lines) exhibits a
divergence around T = 0.5J, the Euler resummation
(dotted lines) suppresses this divergence, similar to the
overlapping-triangle results shown in the main text. We
observe significant differences between consecutive or-
ders; nevertheless, the overall trend appears consistent
with the data presented in the main text. Both expan-
sions agree well at high temperatures.

Edge-sharing expansion units

Using edge-sharing expansion units is more advanced
because it requires the explicit evaluation of the “zeroth”-
order contribution. This contribution also becomes
necessary for site-sharing expansions as well as non-
overlapping expansion units which are subject to local
fields.

We begin by discussing the “zeroth” order of the site-
sharing expansion. Prominent examples include the tri-
angular and tetrahedral expansions on the kagome and
pyrochlore lattices, respectively. The zeroth order is the
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FIG. 14. Specific heat capacity obtained from expansions us-
ing non-overlapping triangles (a) and corner-sharing rectan-
gles with diagonal-bond expansion (b). The first- and second-
order clusters are shown in the inset. The red curve serves as a
benchmark, representing the 16th-order overlapping-triangle
expansion used in the main text. Dotted lines correspond
to the Euler-resummed data, while solid lines show the bare
NLCE results. Lower-order results are indicated by thinner,
faded lines.

contribution of a single site and we compute the expecta-
tion value of the observable of interest on each site. For
each cluster generated in the expansion, we must sub-
tract the corresponding single-site expectation value for
every site contained in the cluster in order to obtain the
correct weight. The total sum over all orders in Eq. (3)
must likewise include the single-site contribution. Note
that these expectation values may be site-dependent (for
example, when different magnetic fields act on the three
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FIG. 15. Peak intensity at the K point of the equal-time
structure factor computed with PFMRG for increasing num-
bers of included Matsubara frequencies M. The results are
compared to the Euler-resummed data from the triangular ex-
pansion. The temperature of the first peak, T1, is indicated,
corresponding to the third column in Fig. 5.

inequivalent sites of the kagome lattice). Including the
zeroth order is only necessary when the single-site ex-
pectation value is non-zero. This occurs, for instance,
for observables such as the entropy or in the presence of
local fields.

For edge-sharing expansion units, the zeroth order in-
cludes the contribution of each edge. In the maple-leaf
lattice, we work with edge-sharing triangles, of which
there are eight inequivalent triangles comprising a total
of fifteen inequivalent edges. We evaluate the observable
of interest on each of these fifteen edges and subtract
the corresponding edge contribution from every gener-
ated cluster that includes this edge. The zeroth-order
edge contribution is then added to the full sum over all
orders in Eq. (3). Each observable considered here has
a non-trivial contribution since the Hamiltonian acts on
the edges. Handling the edge contribution carefully be-
comes especially important when we compute the struc-
ture factor, where we need to incorporate the orientation
of each edge.

B. Pseudo-Majorana Functional Renormalization
Group

To obtain the equal-time structure factor, we sum over
all frequencies used in the calculation, as described in Eq.
(6) in the main text. In Fig. 15, we compare the conver-
gence for different numbers of frequencies M as a function
of temperature. The PMFRG data are compared to the
NLCE calculation.

While the PMFRG results for M = 32 and M = 42 are
largely consistent with each other, they begin to deviate
from the NLCE data for temperatures 7' < 0.9 J. Since
the state exhibits only short-range correlations, we do not
believe that the discrepancy arises from the site cutoff
used in our calculations. We attribute the differences to
the neglect of higher-order vertex functions within our
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FIG. 16. Specific heat capacity obtained from a classical

Monte Carlo simulation for different linear system sizes L.
The number of sites is N = 6L2. The corresponding temper-
atures at which the structure factor is shown in Fig. 5(m,n,o0)
of the main text are marked in red.

PMFRG scheme.

We note that we have added the onsite contribution of
the equal-time structure factor (which is a simple con-
stant) by hand.

C. Classical Monte Carlo

We used the SpinMC. j1 package [69] to perform clas-
sical Monte Carlo simulations of O(3) Heisenberg spins
for several system sizes. From these simulations, we ex-
tracted the specific heat and the equal-time structure fac-
tor. The classical model exhibits a non-collinear (canted)
planar state without an extensive degeneracy, as dis-
cussed in Refs. [18, 19].

The specific heat capacity shows a single peak located
at Tvic =~ 0.23 J before approaching its low-temperature
value, as shown in Fig. 16. We evaluate system sizes
L = 8,12,16, corresponding to 384,864,1536 sites, re-
spectively.

We used the specific-heat data to relate the tempera-
ture of the classical (Tyic) and quantum (7") calculations.
For this purpose, we introduced the dimensionless coeffi-
cient a,

T = aTvc (C1)
chosen such that the high-temperature tail of the classical
specific heat matches the quantum result. We find a =
0.77.

We further rescale the overall intensity of the struc-
ture factor of the classical simulation to match the quan-
tum calculation. As a reference point, we matched the
high-temperature data from the clasical simulation at
T = 2.5 J to the high-temperature result from the trian-
gular expansion. This scaling yields an excellent approx-
imation at lower temperatures, 7' = 0.8 J and T = T7,
which rely only on the high-temperature rescaling.
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FIG. 17. Spin structure factor in the ground state of the
N = 36 cluster based on ED. Reciprocal vectors resolved by
the cluster are drawn as colored hexagons without any inter-
polation. The solid yellow line highlights the first Brillouin
zone of the maple-leaf lattice and momenta resolved by the
cluster are drawn. The Brillouin zone of the underlying tri-
angular lattice is shown as the dashed line. Contrary to the
previous figures, we here employed a rotated lattice conven-
tion, which is why we label the momentum variable with ¢
instead of q.
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D. Zero-temperature structure factor ED

As a cross-check to our results from Sec. IV, we present
the structure factor obtained from ED on the most sym-
metric 36-site cluster in Fig. 17. The used cluster can be
seen in Refs. [10, 19].

This cluster resolves I', K, M and even X points in
reciprocal space, but not all their associated little co-
groups. This shortcoming is reflected in the structure
factor having a mere Cy instead of the Cg symmetry ex-
pected from the maple-leaf lattice. Nevertheless, our ED
results are in excellent agreement with those discussed in
Sec. IV, as well as with structure factors obtained from
other numerical methods [11-13, 23]. The data clearly
show peaks at the K points of the underlying triangular
lattice, along with a subtle twist around the peaks. The
intensity matches qualitatively.
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