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Abstract

The physics of strongly interacting particles is often extraordinarily rich, leading to the

emergence of fundamentally new phases and phenomena that cannot exist in the absence of

correlations. This thesis is devoted to the study of different classes of quantum systems with

such strong correlations.

Programmable quantum simulators based on Rydberg atom arrays have recently emerged

as versatile platforms to probe quantum many-body phases and their dynamics. In Chapter

2, we start with theories of quantum phase transitions (QPTs) in one-dimensional chains of

Rydberg atoms. We demonstrate the existence of a novel QPT in the universality class of the

Z3 chiral clock model, calculate its critical exponents, and discuss their measurement with

the quantum Kibble-Zurek mechanism. Proceeding to two dimensions, Chapter 3 describes

the zero-temperature phase diagram of a square-lattice Rydberg atom array, revealing several

experimentally realizable density-wave-ordered phases and QPTs. For a different geometry,

namely, the kagome lattice studied in Chapter 4, we identify a regime that constitutes a

likely candidate for hosting a phase with long-range quantum entanglement and topological

order. Based on mappings to dimer models and gauge theories, we argue for the existence of

a quantum spin liquid phase that has proved elusive in solid-state materials.

In the next part of this thesis, we focus on similarly strongly correlated phases in the realm

of quantum materials. Motivated by recent observations of an enhanced thermal Hall response

in the high-temperature cuprate superconductors, in Chapter 5, we study the thermal Hall

conductivity, κxy, of chiral spin-liquid ansätze on the square lattice, focusing on the contribu-

tion from neutral (bosonic or fermionic) spinons. Thereafter, going beyond mean-field theory,

we consider the corrections due to emergent gauge fields, which yield a response of opposite

sign to that of the fermionic matter. We additionally consider the contribution of phonons to

κxy and establish its relation to the spinon Hall viscosity. Thermal Hall measurements also

leave intriguing fingerprints in Kitaev materials like α-RuCl3, and in this context, Chapter 6

investigates the unquantized κxy obtained in a gapless spinon Fermi surface state.
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1
Introduction

How do 10 23 microscopic degrees of freedom collectively conspire to yield a macroscopic phase

of quantum matter? This is the question that lies at the heart of much of condensed matter

physics. One class of answers is offered by theories of nearly free quasiparticles, the lineage

of which can be traced back to Sommerfeld’s [617] description of metals using independent

electrons. Over the years, these weakly interacting theories have enjoyed remarkable success

in cataloging the properties of metals, insulators, semiconductors, and superconductors. De-

pending on precise details—such as the interactions being accounted for (if any)—the actual

formulation might involve bare electrons or dressed quasiparticles, but at its core, any such

theory is essentially one of free particles in disguise at best.

However, in the last fifty years, the realm of quantum materials has proffered genuinely new

interacting phases in which the individual constituents are strongly correlated, thus eluding

description in terms of noninteracting entities. This has necessitated the development of new

theories of quantum matter in which the many-particle wavefunction is fundamentally different

from a product of single-particle states [552]. In other words, the particles are entangled, and

the structure of short- or long-ranged quantum entanglement leads to rich new physics.

1



Chapter 1. Introduction

1.1 Symmetry-breaking phases of matter

The identification and classification of different phases frame all of our understanding of

matter. The standard (but incomplete) prescription put forth by Landau [363] to do so is based

on the symmetries of the system. Consider a quantum system described by a Hamiltonian

with a symmetry group G—this implies that the Hamiltonian is invariant under the action of

all elements of the group g ∈ G. In a particular phase of matter, the symmetry of the state

may be less than the full group G. Then, the system is said to be in a symmetry-broken phase,

i.e., it is not invariant under the action of some element g′ ∈ G. This necessarily implies the

existence of a local observable transformsing nontrivially under g′ that acquires a nonzero

expectation value only in the symmetry-broken phase. Such an observable is called an order

parameter, and the symmetry-broken phase is characterized by long-range correlations of this

order parameter field.

It is useful to recast these rather abstract definitions in terms of a practical model. Akin

to the humble fruit fly vis-à-vis the field of genetics, the Drosophila of condensed matter

physics is perhaps the transverse-field Ising model (TFIM), also known as the quantum Ising

chain. In this model, the degrees of freedom are individual quantum spin-12s positioned on a

one-dimensional lattice, with their dynamics governed by the Hamiltonian

HIsing = −J

∑
⟨ij⟩

σzi σ
z
j − g

∑
i

σxi

 . (1.1)

As written, J > 0 simply sets the overall energy scale of the problem and the physics is

controlled by the dimensionless parameter g, which represents the transverse field. In Landau’s

formulation, the crucial identification is the symmetry of the problem. In this case, our system

has a global Z2 symmetry, which corresponds to flipping all the spins and is formally given

by σzi → −σzi , σxi → σxi for all sites i. Focusing on zero temperatures, let us now look at the

ground states of this Hamiltonian.

In the limit g ≫ 1, as a first step, we may ignore the “ferromagnetic” term and just satisfy

the second “transverse-field” piece. This yields a unique ground state, where all the spins

point along the x-direction, that we pictorially represent as |0⟩ =| →→ · · · →⟩. Clearly, this
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ground state preserves the Z2 symmetry. The excitations above this ground state consist of

spin flips obtained by reversing a single spin at a point i: all these states are degenerate

and cost an excitation energy ∆ = 2gJ . When we move away from the g → ∞ limit,

adding the ferromagnetic term as a perturbation endows the spin flips with a dispersion,

ϵ(k) = 2J(g − cos k) for k ∈ [−π/a, π/a], where a is the lattice spacing. A spin flip thus

behaves like a well-defined particle excitation.

On the other hand, the preferred phase is very different in the weak-coupling limit of g ≪ 1.

At g = 0, the Hamiltonian reduces to just the ferromagnetic term. Then, in the limit when

J →∞, the spins are either all up or all down, and the Z2 symmetry is spontaneously broken.

The local order parameter that characterizes the broken symmetry is the magnetization m =

⟨σzi ⟩. This quantity transforms nontrivially under the global Z2 transformation, which is

implemented by
∏
i σ

x
i , and has a nonzero expectation value in the ordered phase. In this

symmetry-broken phase, we find that the lowest-energy excitations on top of the ground state

are not spin flips but rather domain walls that separate regions of up and down spins.

The natures of the ground states in the two limits are thus genuinely distinct, so they

cannot be smoothly connected to each other. In other words, there must be a quantum phase

transition (QPT) [550] between them. For the TFIM, it can be shown that the quantum

critical point is located exactly at g = gc = 1 as a consequence of self-duality. In this thesis,

however, we will encounter several other—more complicated—classes of QPTs, where such a

simple answer cannot be obtained.

1.2 Gauge theories and quantum spin liquids

Our example of the transverse-field Ising model in the previous section underscored the es-

sential aspects of Landau’s paradigm of symmetry breaking and order parameters [363]. In

traditional many-body theory, continuous phase transitions in equilibrium are regarded to

occur due to the onset of symmetry breaking, which is captured by a Landau order param-

eter. The associated critical phenomena are then governed by the fluctuations of this order

parameter at long wavelengths and time scales, which are described by a continuum quantum

field theory expressed in terms of the order parameter field. This foundation—in combina-
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tion with the renormalization group [693–695]—provides a powerful framework for describing

both classical and quantum phases and phase transitions, driven by thermal and quantum

fluctuations, respectively.

Given its remarkable success, for a long time, it was believed that all quantum orders could

be described by this symmetry-breaking picture. This understanding changed drastically

with the discovery of the fractional quantum Hall effect [644], which led to the realization

that there are fundamentally new states of matter that cannot be described by any local

order parameter, and correspondingly, the lens of symmetry breaking. Today, we understand

that these states are instead characterized by intrinsic topological order, which brings us to

the notion of a quantum spin liquid (QSL).

The idea of “quantum liquid” ground states of antiferromagnets was originally envisioned

by P. W. Anderson [14, 179]. To be precise with our definition of liquidity, consider a generic

spin model with S=1/2 per unit cell. Then, one can ask, is there a ground state that

i) has an energy gap to all excitations, ii) does not break any symmetries, and iii) has

⟨Szi ⟩ = 0? Anderson answered this question in the affirmative by proposing a resonating

valence bond (RVB) state, the wavefunction for which is given by pairing spins into singlets,

and forming a quantum superposition of all different pairings [15, 47]. In the language of

modern condensed matter physics, we now recognize that the true significance of the RVB

proposal was that it was the first ansatz to realize long-range quantum entanglement. Similarly

long-ranged entangled states were postulated therafter in Laughlin’s celebrated wavefunction

for the fractional quantum Hall state [367] as well as for RVB states in the absence of time-

reversal symmetry [321]. A theory for a stable, gapped RVB state with time-reversal symmetry

first appeared in Refs. 532, 548, 677, which described a state now called a Z2 quantum spin

liquid that was subsequently identified [594, 595] to be the “deconfined” phase of a Z2 gauge

theory [350, 673].

The possibility of phase transitions without a local order parameter was first noted by

Wegner [350, 673], in the context of a classical Z2 gauge theory on a three-dimensional cubic

lattice: this model was shown to harbor two distinct phases that can only be distinguished

by nonlocal Wegner-Wilson loops and their area-law or perimeter-law behaviors. A natural

route to obtaining the quantum version of such a Z2 gauge theory, now in one lower dimension,
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is to consider the dual of the TFIM in d = 2. The duality mapping proceeds by rewriting

the original spins in terms of their associated disorder variables. However, unlike in d = 1,

we observe that the domain walls—the disorder variables of the original theory—now form

closed loops, so the resultant excitations are stringlike objects instead of pointlike [489]. This

feature is reminiscent of the behavior of electric field lines obtained from Maxwell’s equations

in vacua, and the fact that the “field lines” are constrained to form closed loops is already

suggestive of an emergent Gauss law.

Mathematically, the Ising gauge theory is given by

Higt = −J

∑
⟨i,j⟩

τxij + g
∑
□

∏
ij ∈□

τ zij

 with the constraint
∏
+i

τxij = 1 ∀ i, (1.2)

where the τ degrees of freedom reside on the links of a square lattice (which is dual to the

original lattice for the σ spins). Here, □ denotes the plaquettes of the square lattice, while

the four links emanating from a particular site i are represented by +i in the constraint. The

Hamiltonian (1.2) is invariant under local Z2 gauge transformations as

τxij → τxij , τ zij → ϱi τ
z
ij ϱj , (1.3)

with ϱi = ±1 being the elements of the Z2 gauge group. The operator Gi that implements

the transformation (1.3) on any given lattice site i necessarily evaluates to the identity, i.e.,

Gi|Ψ⟩ =|Ψ⟩ ∀ i. Hence, the gauge symmetry is not a physical symmetry (which can actually

change states in the Hilbert space) but rather merely reflects a redundancy in our description

and, as such, can never be broken.

What are the phases of the Ising lattice gauge theory (1.2)? To probe this question, we

investigate the behavior of a test “electric charge” e, which corresponds to a local violation

of the Gauss law
∏

+i
τxij = −1 introduced at some site i. Note that such charges can only be

created in pairs by any local operator. When g ≪ 1, as the two test charges are pulled apart,

the energy cost to separate them diverges linearly with the separation, and as a result the

electric field lines are “confined”—this property is reflected in the conventional nomenclature

of this phase as the “confined” phase of the gauge theory. Here, the electric flux is energetically
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costly, which implies that its conjugate variable, the magnetic field, is rapidly fluctuating

[489]. Contrarily, in the opposite limit of g ≫ 1, the system prefers to have a trivial magnetic

flux through each plaquette. The ground state is then given by a uniform superposition of

all electric field loops, which form a “string condensate”. Intuitively, there is little tension

in the fluctuating electric strings, and upon repeating our earlier calculation with the test

charges, we find that the energy cost of separation remains constant = 2Jg as the string is

lengthened. Therefore, the electric charges are allowed to proliferate, and we refer to this

phase as “deconfined”. This deconfined phase is also topological in the sense that it exhibits a

characteristic ground-state degeneracy when placed on a manifold of nontrivial topology: on a

non-simply-connected manifold on genus G, the degeneracy is 22G . Such a robust dependence

of the spectrum of states on the topology (but not the size) of the manifold on which the

square lattice resides is a manifestation of the long-range entanglement inherent in this phase.

This is in sharp distinction to a product-state wavefunction built of localized single-particle

states, which would be agnostic to the global topology of the manifold [571].

A potential drawback of the Ising gauge theory is that owing to its inbuilt Gauss law

constraint, the physical Hilbert space cannot be written as a tensor product of independent

local degrees of freedom—this renders the model difficult to realize in any physical system of

local spin moments. A workaround to this problem is to construct a model where the Gauss

law manifests as an effective emergent symmetry of the low-energy theory instead of costing

an infinite amount of energy to violate. Such an example is presented by Kitaev’s exactly

solvable “toric code” [344], which has the same topological order as the Z2 quantum spin

liquid.

Even without any reference to gauge theories, one can always view the toric code state

as a topological phase whose minimal data is simply the set of anyons it supports and their

statistics. The quasiparticle content of the toric code (and thus, the Z2 spin liquid) include

particle-like excitations called “spinons” (e and ε) and a flux-like excitation called the “vison”,

which has a more subtle topological character of a vortex in an Ising-like system [594]. These

excitations cannot be created individually from the ground state by any local operator and

are “fractionalized”, i.e., they carry fractional quantum numbers relative to those of any local

excitation. In order to define the phase, we have to specify three pieces of information:
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• Self statistics: e and m are bosons, while ε is a fermion.

• Mutual statistics: Any pair of e, m, and ε are mutual semions, i.e., one anyon picks up

a Berry phase factor of (−1) upon encircling any other type of anyon [528].

• Fusion rules: e ×m = ε, e × ε = m, m × ε = e, e × e = m ×m = ε × ε = 1. These

describe the possible outcomes when two anyons are brought close to each other.

In the field-theoretic formulation, it is believed that any Abelian topological phase in two

dimensions can be represented by a multicomponent Chern-Simons theory in which the so-

called “K-matrix” encodes all the information about the quasiparticle content, including its

statistics and fusion rules [408, 409, 681]. These fractionalized anyons, in general, transform

projectively under the action of the lattice symmetries preserved by the QSL state of interest,

which allows for a rich classification of symmetry-enriched topological (SET) phases [170, 279,

432].

Our discussion, which has so far been centered on Z2 gauge theories, can be general-

ized appropriately to other gauge groups too. The most familiar of such possible extensions

is the U(1) gauge theory, which corresponds to a quantized lattice version of conventional

electromagnetism. Consider a d-dimensional cubic lattice, with its sites labeled by a, b, . . ..

Introducing the field variables as a canonically conjugate pair on each bond as [Aab, Eab] = i

(where we define Aab = −Aba, Eab = −Eba), the Hamiltonian reads [571]

H = −K
∑
p

cos(∇×A)p +K ′
∑
a

(divE)2a +
V

2

∑
⟨ab⟩

E2
ab. (1.4)

As the notation suggests, one can regard Aab and Eab as the vector potential and the electric

field, respectively, while the magnetic field on a plaquette p can be defined from the lattice

curl as Bp = (∇× A)p. It is easy to see that the Hamiltonian (1.4) is gauge invariant under

shifts of the vector potential by some scalar function χ as Aab → Aab + χa − χb, which, of

course, leaves the physical magnetic field unaltered.

In the limit V ≪ K, the Hamiltonian (1.4) exhibits a deconfined phase called the “Coulomb

phase” or the U(1) quantum spin liquid, characterized by the emergence of a gapless, linearly

dispersing photon mode with two transverse polarization states. Thus, the Coulomb phase
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is not a topological phase, as it does not satisfy the requirement of having a gap to all

excitations in the bulk. Neither is there a nontrivial ground-state degeneracy on multiply

connected manifolds. Nonetheless, it is still a highly entangled phase of matter and retains

the attribute of supporting nonlocal excitations that cannot be created individually by local

operators. An important result by Polyakov [512] shows that the Coulomb phase of the pure

gauge theory is unstable in two dimensions; however, it is stable in d = 3, so we can once

again ask what is the minimal quasiparticle data that characterizes this phase. Besides the

photon, the gapped excitations of the Coulomb phase include electric (e) and magnetic (m)

charges that interact via a long-range 1/r potential. The fusion of e and m forms a composite

particle called the “dyon”—this object is a fermion. In general, all the excitations above the

gap can be labeled by the number of e (n1) and m (n2) particles fused; the resultant particle

bears electric and magnetic charge (Q,M) = (n1, n2) in fundamental units and is a boson

(fermion) if the product n1n2 is even (odd) [571].

Besides states with bosonic or fermionic excitations, one can also find QSLs which host

particles with fundamentally new anyonic statistics. The classic example in this regard is

the family of chiral spin liquids (CSLs), which are characterized by an even integer k and

correspond to the famous Laughlin states of the fractional quantum Hall effect at filling

fractions ν = 1/k. In the kth state, there are k anyons, which carry a “charge” of n/k and a

“flux” of n, where n = 1, . . . , k. Transporting a charge q clockwise around a flux f yields a

phase factor of ei2πqf ; therefore, the mutual and exchange statistics of anyons with fluxes n,

n′ are given by ei2πnn
′/k and eiπn

2/k, respectively [571]. In the course of this thesis, we will

come across chiral spin liquid states in Chapter 5. Of course, there are many other kinds of

quantum spin liquids too, some of which we list in Fig. 1.1. While we have only discussed a

subset of the possibilities here, for completeness, let us quickly mention that in Chapter 6, we

will additionally study the “gapless Z2” and “spinon Fermi surface” states listed in this table.
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3

semi-complete classi!cation of phases, which has become 
very popular in recent years, as we feel this introduces unnec-
essary formal mathematics. We will describe and review some 
mathematical and computational formalisms which we feel are 
most relevant to understanding the current state of QSL theory 
and future progress within it. In the process, we will highlight 
what we view as the most important QSL states: their universal 
properties, some of their mathematical descriptions, and the 
models and physical systems in which they are being contem-
plated. A rather abbreviated summary of this can be found in 
table!1.

The structure of the article is as follows. Section! 2 
takes Kitaev’s toric code model as an illustrative example 
of highly entangled quantum matter, and identi"es some 
general features from it. We also brie#y review the basic 
notions of intrinsic topological order. In section!3, we intro-
duce gauge theory as a tool for describing highly entangled 
states, and show how non-local excitations are naturally 
captured by it. Next, we turn to the connection of these phe-
nomena to more physical microscopic spin models, through 
the widely used technique of ‘partons’, through which many 
QSL phases can be described. This is discussed in section!4. 
Up to this point, the focus is on entanglement and emergent 
non-local excitations, but for QSLs, it is also important to 
understand symmetry and quantum numbers, to which we 
turn in section!5. This concludes the general discussion of 
QSLs, and the remainder of the review is devoted to a précis 
of models for QSLs, and the relation to experiment, in sec-
tions!6 and 7, respectively, and a summary and discussion of 
open issues in section!8.

2. Highly entangled quantum matter

In this section, we discuss highly entangled quantum phases, 
with a focus on their essential universal properties, with-
out regard to their realization in quantum magnets. What is 
quantum entanglement? It is a property of certain quantum 
states, that in those states, the result of a measurement of one 
observable affects the outcome of the measurement of others, 
even when all observables themselves are undetermined, and 
when they are a priori independent. We add to this notion the 
important ingredient of locality, and consider entanglement 
between observables that are spatially separated. A state is 
entangled if it is a superposition state: it cannot be written as 
a product state even under an arbitrary local change of basis. 
States of two observables can range from completely disen-
tangled product states, to maximally entangled states, with a 
‘generic’, randomly chosen state somewhere in between.

This idea is adequate for discussing entanglement for two 
observables, but to think about entanglement in many-particle 
systems in the thermodynamic limit requires more care. Some 
degree of entanglement is inevitable in any generic state. Here, 
we seek to describe states in which the entanglement is essen-
tial to the properties of the system. The qualitative properties 
of a system de"ne a phase of matter. Hence, we are really 
trying to characterize the entanglement of phases and not so 
much individual quantum states. We are interested in phases 
of matter for which there is no representative member of the 
phase which is disentangled. So we look for ground states that 
cannot be continuously deformed into a product state while 
staying within the phase.

Table 1. Varieties of quantum spin liquids.

Class Stability Excitations Models/systems Other properties

Topological d 2! Gapped anyons Topological entanglement  
entropy !

Gapped Z2 e, m, " Toric code, kagomé 
Heisenberg?

ln 2! =

FQH/CSL d 2a= Laughlin 1/m anyons Semiconductor electron 
gases, J1,2,3 kagomé 
Heisenberg

Broken time-reversal, gapless 

edge states, mln1
2

! = !

Gapless Z2 d 2! Gapless fermions Kitaev honeycomb and 
generalizations, d-wave 
RVB

May convert to non-abelian phase 
with appropriate perturbation

U(1) QSL Gapless photon, electric, 
magnetic, and composite 
charges

‘Pure’ d 3! Gapless photon, gapped 
charges

Compact QED,  
quantum spin ice

Sharp photon pole in S q,( )!  , T 3 
speci"c heat

ASL  =  U(1) 
Dirac

d  =  2?b Gapless fermions with  
electric charge and strongly 
coupled gauge "eld

QED3, kagomé  
Heisenberg?

Conformal "eld theory, 
emergent SU(N) symmetry. 
S q, 0 0( )! = >+  at isolated q.

Spinon Fermi 
surface

d 2! ? Gapless fermions with  
electric charge and strongly 
coupled gauge "eld

Triangular  
Heisenberg+  ring  
exchange?

Non-trivial power laws, emergent 
SU(N) symmetry. Violates area 
law. S q, 0 0( )! = >+  at all q

a Can exist in layered 3D systems.
b Stable with N fermion #avors for suf"ciently large N.
Note: The acronyms used in this table!are: FQH: fractional quantum Hall effect, CSL: chiral spin liquid, RVB: resonating valence bond state, QED: quantum 
electrodynamics, ASL: algebraic spin liquid.

Rep. Prog. Phys. 80 (2017) 016502

Figure 1.1: Varieties of quantum spin liquids and their properties. The acronyms used in this
table are: FQH: Fractional Quantum Hall effect, CSL: Chiral Spin Liquid, RVB: Resonating
Valence Bond state, QED: Quantum Electrodynamics, and ASL: Algebraic Spin Liquid. Table
reproduced from Ref. [571].

1.3 Experimental platforms

A happy hunting ground for exploring strongly correlated physics in quantum materials is

the family of copper-oxide-based high-temperature (“cuprate”) superconductors. In these

systems, the superconductivity is obtained by doping a Mott insulator [376], and a schematic

phase diagram as a function of temperature and doping is shown in Fig. 1.2. Besides the two

prominent superconducting domes, Fig. 1.2 reveals other enigmatic phases born out of strong

correlations, such as the “pseudogap metal” and the “strange metal”, both of which do not

fall into the Fermi-liquid paradigm. The low-energy physics of the cuprates is described by

an electronic square-lattice Hubbard model. Written in terms of fermions (electrons) cis on

the sites i of the square lattice, with spin index s =↑, ↓, the Hamiltonian is

HU = −
∑
i<j

tijc
†
iscjs + U

∑
i

(
ni↑ −

1

2

)(
ni↓ −

1

2

)
− µ

∑
i

c†iscis, (1.5)
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of the gap opening (mass generation). 
However, a pseudogap without symmetry 
breaking has become reality, caused by the 
emergent fractionalization of electrons. 
This fractionalization can be understood 
using concepts in common with those from 
quantum spin liquids in Mott insulators, but 
is driven by a new mechanism generating 
dark fermions fractionalized from electrons. 
Numerical studies further develop 
realistic but innovative ideas on top of the 
fractionalization, as explored using the 
unparticle Planckian- fluid picture, in which 

sometimes noisy, energy!momentum- 
resolved ARPES, STM(QPI), RIXS, electron 
energy loss spectroscopy, neutron, muon 
and other spectroscopies all together with 
the help of the information- science and 
machine- learning tools combined with the 
ab initio simulations faithfully based on 
materials data. This should open a new style 
of scientific research.

Breakdown of the Fermi surface

Nandini Trivedi. A central concept in 
condensed matter physics is the Fermi 
surface. It is the momentum- space locus 
of low- energy fermionic excitations 
in a metallic state. Strongly correlated 
conducting phases near a Mott insulator 
raise questions of fundamental importance: 
is there a Fermi surface in doped Mott 
insulators as there is in ordinary metals? 
Is it a large Fermi surface that obeys the 
Luttinger theorem — that the volume 
enclosed by the Fermi surface of a material is  
directly proportional to the particle density —  
and encloses all electrons? Or is it a small 
Fermi surface that counts only the carriers 
doped into the insulator? Does the small 
Fermi surface arise from reconstruction 
owing to a competing order or from an 
underlying topological order?

Quantum Monte Carlo simulations 
of the repulsive Hubbard model, the 
paradigmatic model for the Mott transition, 
have now begun to provide insights into the 
spectral function describing the low- energy 
electronic excitations. Far away from the 
Mott transition, there is a large Fermi surface 
that obeys the Luttinger theorem as expected 
in conventional metals. As the Mott 
insulator is approached, however, there is a 
dramatic change in the spectral functions, 
resulting in a smaller Fermi surface despite 
the absence of a broken symmetry, which 
our group called the ‘Luttinger breaking 
phase’3.

One of the big open questions in the 
cuprates is the nature of the metallic 
state above Tc, from which high- Tc 
superconductivity arises. An important part 
of the puzzle is to understand the linear 
temperature dependence of the resistivity, 
down to the lowest temperatures, often 
called the problem of Planckian dissipation 
in the strange metal regime (BOX!1). This 
unusual transport signature is undoubtedly 
related to the violation of Luttinger’s 
theorem in the electronic spectral function. 
In a conventional metal, the resistivity is 
proportional to the temperature squared 
at low temperatures and is indicative 
of conducting coherent quasiparticles. 

any kind of particle description fails  
because of the mutual strong quantum 
entanglement of particles, a challenge 
to the ‘particle’ picture developed in the 
twentieth century. Understanding quantum 
entanglement holds the key to discovering 
the source of high- Tc superconductivity.

For decades, a single experimental probe 
has not been able to uncover the source of 
high- Tc superconductivity, potentially owing 
to such revolutionary concepts at work. 
Now it is time to construct an integrated 
spectroscopy by collaboration of the 

Box 1 | Unconventional superconductivity

Conventionally, superconductivity in metals has been explained by the formation of Cooper pairs, 
caused by electron–phonon interactions at low temperatures. Cooper pairs follow Bose–Einstein 
statistics, which enables the pairs to condense into a stable ground state below the Fermi level  
and become phase coherent. On doing so, the resistance drops to zero and the system becomes 
superconducting. This theory is known as the Bardeen–Cooper–Schrieffer (BCS) theory of 
superconductivity and it relies on the Fermi liquid model, in which electrons are modelled as 
non- interacting, ballistic quasiparticles and the Coulomb interaction is neglected.

In 1986, superconductivity was observed in cuprates and their critical temperature (Tc) can reach 
up to 135 K. Dubbed ‘strange metals’, cuprates cannot be described by the Fermi liquid model.  
A number of features are typical of these strange metals. In normal metals, resistivity drops with 
decreasing temperature, but saturates when the mean- free path approaches the lattice constant — 
electron scattering is bounded by the atomic spacing. In the cuprates, such saturation does not 
occur and, in fact, there is no change in the slope of the resistivity as temperature decreases, 
implying that there is no change in the nature of the charge carriers even when the mean- free  
path drops below the atomic spacing. Consequently, electrons are not the effective charge carriers. 
At play here, then, is a state of matter distinct from a Fermi liquid.

Another feature of cuprates is the pseudogap phase (a gap seen only by some electrons but not 
others), which appears in the electronic bandstructure even above the Tc. One possible explanation 
for this is that Cooper pairs have formed — opening a gap near the Fermi level — but have not yet 
become phase coherent and therefore do not superconduct. The pseudogap phase appears next to 
the superconducting phase (see the figure). Varying the carrier concentration permits a complete 
mapping of the phase diagram containing numerous phases, which are antiferromagnetic (AFM), 
strange metal or have charge density wave (CDW) order. Notably, in the figure there is an asymmetry 
between electron and hole doping.

Theories have been proposed since the late 1980s to explain this peculiar behaviour using physics 
from strongly correlated systems, such as Mott insulators, which are rendered insulating by 
electron!electron interactions at low temperatures. One such theory uses the idea of resonating 
valence bonds, meaning that electrons from neighbouring atoms can form valence bonds to form 
pairs that can be doped to form a stable superconducting ground state. Another possibility is that 
fluctuations of antiferromagnetism ‘glue’ two electrons together to form Cooper pairs, much as the 
phonons do in the conventional pairing mechanism. However, many questions remain unanswered, 
with new ones arising as research continues to discover unconventional superconductors.

Doping
0n p

Temperature

Fermi 
liquid

Fermi 
liquid

Superconducting Superconducting

Pseudogap Pseudogap

AFM AFM

Strange metal Strange metal

CDW
(B = 0)

CDW
(B = 0)
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Figure 1.2: Schematic phase diagram of the cuprate superconductors as a function of both
electron doping n > 0 (left) and hole doping p > 0 (right). The n= p=0 line is a Mott
insulator with antiferromagnetic order. The pseudogap phase appears next to the supercon-
ducting phase. Varying the carrier concentration permits a complete mapping of the phase
diagram containing numerous phases, which are antiferromagnetic (AFM), strange metal, or
have charge-density-wave (CDW) order. Notably, there is an asymmetry between electron
and hole doping. Figure reproduced from Ref. [746].

where tij is the hopping matrix element between near-neighbors, U is the on-site repulsion,

and µ is the chemical potential. The deceptively simple model (1.5) harbors tremendously

rich physics [516, 572]. In particular, Sachdev [551] demonstrated that this model can host

a phase with topological order and no broken symmetries, which is also characterized by the

expulsion of topological defects, and a deconfined emergent Z2 or U(1) gauge field [554], akin

to our previous discussion.

As the example of the cuprates illustrates, in correlated quantum materials, the interactions

among constituent particles and strong quantum-mechanical effects can lead to a variety of

emergent phenomena: collective macroscopic behaviors that cannot be predicted from the

properties of the individual particles alone. However, this rich physics is a double-edged sword.

On one hand, the emergence of fascinating many-body phases that simply cannot exist without

electronic correlations provides immense opportunity for the design of new technologically

relevant quantum materials. On the other, the same interactions render models of strongly

10



Chapter 1. Introduction

correlated systems challenging to tackle theoretically. Recognizing this difficulty, Feynman

[186] proposed a complementary approach to solving these models: quantum simulation,

i.e., directly using a controllable quantum system to emulate and understand another less

accessible one. Recent advances in the coherent manipulation of quantum optical systems

have led to much progress towards building such a simulator, and today, these ultracold

atomic ensembles offer clean, tunable setups to probe several lattice models of condensed

matter physics. For instance, optical lattice platforms can now be used to simulate Fermi-

Hubbard models and explore the phase diagram of doped Mott insulators, in analogy to the

cuprates [552]. Of particular interest to us, however, in this thesis are programmable quantum

simulators based on Rydberg atom arrays which have recently emerged as versatile platforms

to realize quantum many-body phases and their dynamics (see Fig. 1.3).

1.4 Organization of this thesis

This thesis is organized as follows. In Chapter 2, we start with theories of phase transi-

tions in one-dimensional Rydberg atom arrays. The one-dimensional Rydberg chain hosts a

unique quantum phase transition (QPT) in the universality class of the Z3 chiral clock model,

which we probe using numerical and analytical techniques. We demonstrate the existence of

an underlying nonconformal critical field theory, calculate its critical exponents, and discuss

their measurement with the quantum Kibble-Zurek mechanism. Proceeding to two dimen-

sions, Chapter 3 describes the zero-temperature phase diagram of a square-lattice Rydberg

atom array, revealing several experimentally realizable density-wave-ordered phases and novel

QPTs. For a different geometry—namely, the kagome lattice—studied in Chapter 4, we iden-

tify a regime that constitutes a likely candidate for hosting a phase with long-range quantum

entanglement and topological order. Based on mappings to quantum dimer models and gauge

theories, we argue for the existence of a quantum spin liquid phase that has proved elusive in

solid-state materials. In the second half of this thesis, we focus on the paradigmatic exam-

ple of correlated quantum materials: the high-temperature cuprate superconductors. Recent

transport experiments in the pseudogap phase of several hole-doped cuprates have identified

an enhanced thermal Hall response that persists even in the undoped system. Motivated by

11
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Figure 1.3: (a) Individual 87Rb atoms are trapped using optical tweezers (vertical red beams)
and arranged into defect-free arrays. Coherent interactions Vij between the atoms (arrows)
are enabled by exciting them (horizontal blue and red beams) to a Rydberg state, with
strength Ω and detuning ∆ (inset). (b) A two-photon process couples the ground state
|g⟩ = |5S1/2, F = 2,mF = −2⟩ to the Rydberg state |r⟩ = |70S1/2, J = 1/2,mJ = −1/2⟩ via an
intermediate state |e⟩ = |6P3/2, F = 3,mF = −3⟩ with detuning δ, using circularly polarized
420 nm and 1013 nm lasers with single-photon Rabi frequencies of ΩB and ΩR, respectively.
Typical experimental values are δ ≈ 2π × 560MHz ≫ ΩB,ΩR ≈ 2π × 60, 36MHz. (c) A
schematic of the ground-state phase diagram of the Rydberg Hamiltonian displays phases with
various broken symmetries depending on the interaction range Rb/a (Rb, blockade radius; a,
trap spacing) and detuning ∆. Shaded areas indicate potential incommensurate phases. (d)
The build-up of Rydberg crystals on a 13-atom array is observed by slowly changing the
laser parameters, as indicated by the red dashed arrows in (c). The bottom panel shows a
configuration in which the atoms are a = 5.74µm apart, which results in a nearest-neighbor
interaction of Vi,i+1 = 2π×24MHz and leads to a Z2 order whereby every other atom is excited
to the Rydberg state |r⟩. The bar plot on the right displays the final position-dependent
Rydberg probability (error bars denote 68% confidence intervals). The configuration in the
middle panel (a = 3.57µm, Vi,i+1 = 2π × 414.3MHz) results in Z3 order and the top panel
(a = 2.87µm, Vi,i+1 = 2π× 1536MHz) in Z4 order. For each configuration, we show a single-
shot fluorescence image before (left) and after (right) the pulse. Red circles highlight missing
atoms, which are attributed to Rydberg excitations. Adapted from Ref. [61].
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Chapter 1. Introduction

these observations, we study the thermal Hall conductivity, κxy, of different chiral spin-liquid

ansätze on the square lattice, focusing on the contribution from neutral spinons, which can

be either bosonic or fermionic. Thereafter, moving beyond mean-field theory, we consider the

corrections due to emergent gauge fields, which yield a response of opposite sign to that of

the fermionic matter. Moreover, we consider the contribution of phonons to κxy and establish

its relation to the spinon Hall viscosity. Thermal Hall measurements also identify intriguing

fingerprints in Kitaev materials like α-RuCl3, and in this context, Chapter 6 investigates the

unquantized κxy obtained in a gapless spinon Fermi surface state. Various appendices are

listed thereafter.
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2
Quantum phase transitions of Rydberg atom arrays in (1 + 1)D

2.1 Introduction

In recent years, symmetry-breaking quantum phase transitions (QPTs) of bosons and spin

systems have been extensively studied [550], and many experimental realizations have been

found [69, 132, 220, 544]. In all the noted cases, the zero-temperature quantum critical

properties of the transitions are largely well understood.

As described in Chapter 1, a new realization of QPTs was recently found by Bernien et al.

[61] in a one-dimensional chain of trapped alkali atoms, where they observed the onset of mod-

ulation in pumped Rydberg states (see Fig. 1.3). A lattice model of “hard-core” bosons [183]

provides a good description of these experiments. Both the experiments and the theoretical

model display a QPT with period-3 ordering. When combined with the requirements of time-

reversal and spatial-inversion symmetries, the period-3 ordering implies that the QPT should

be in the universality class of the Z3 chiral clock model [23, 181, 236, 270, 288, 290, 291, 480,

756] over a set of parameters (ϕ = 0, θ ̸= 0), which will be specified below. Curiously, while

this clock model has been studied theoretically for over three decades, subtle complications

have often hindered a controlled field-theoretic description for the QPT between a gapped

Z3-ordered state and a gapped disordered state that preserves translational symmetry. This
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Chapter 2. Quantum phase transitions of Rydberg atom arrays in (1 + 1)D

chapter will present numerical and analytical results which shed light on the nature of this

novel strongly coupled QPT in 1+1 dimensions. Strong-coupling effects are evidently required

to obtain a direct order–disorder transition, which is the focus of our study.

One of the reasons for the tractability of the previously studied QPTs is that they all

have dynamical critical exponent z = 1. Indeed, their critical theories are relativistically and

conformally invariant, and this large symmetry enables much analytic progress. Our results

here clearly show that the chiral clock transition has dynamical critical exponent z ̸= 1. To

our knowledge, this transition provides the only known strongly coupled critical point for

a generic QPT between gapped states which has z ̸= 1, and so, cannot be described by a

conformal field theory. A prior example [134, 557, 719] of a strongly coupled QPT with z ̸= 1

involved the onset of Ising ferromagnetic order in a one-dimensional quantum spin system with

U(1) spin-rotation symmetry about the Ising axis; however, in this case, the phases flanking

the critical point are both gapless. Nongeneric QPTs with z ̸= 1, and Hamiltonians which

are finely tuned to obtain a known ground-state wavefunction, appear in Refs. 192, 630, 660;

these are described by fixed points which are multicritical. An instance of a generic QPT

that has z ̸= 1, but which is weakly coupled and has a gapless phase next to it, is the

Pokrovsky-Talapov transition [506, 507], with z = 2.

As argued above, generally, QPTs involving Zn (n ≥ 3) translational symmetry breaking

along one spatial direction are expected to be in the universality class of the Zn chiral clock

model [181, 236, 288, 290, 291, 480, 756]. The chirality is a consequence of the structure

of domain walls between Zn-ordered phases: when moving along a fixed spatial direction,

domain walls which move clockwise around the clock have distinct energies from those that

move anticlockwise [Fig. 2.1]. The Z3 chiral clock model (CCM) in one dimension is defined

by the Hamiltonian [181, 479]

Hccm = −f
L∑
j=1

τ †j e
−iϕ − J

L−1∑
j=1

σ†j σj+1 e
−i θ + h.c. (2.1)

acting on a chain of L spins; the Hilbert space is (C3)
⊗
L. The three-state spin operators τi
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and σi act locally on the site i, and each satisfy

τ3 = σ3 = 1 , σ τ = ω τ σ ; ω ≡ exp (2π i/3) . (2.2)

For the sake of concreteness, let us also explicitly choose the following representation of the

CCM operators

τ =


1 0 0

0 ω 0

0 0 ω2

 , σ =


0 1 0

0 0 1

1 0 0

 , (2.3)

reminiscent of the Pauli matrices that measure and shift the spin at a given site. The scalar

parameters f and J determine the on-site and nearest-neighbor couplings, while ϕ and θ

define two chiral interaction phases. For ϕ and θ both nonzero, time-reversal and spatial-

parity (inversion) symmetries are separately broken, but their product is preserved. This

asymmetry in the Hamiltonian has important ramifications: the spatial chirality (θ ̸= 0)

induces incommensurate (IC) floating phases with respect to the periodicity of the underlying

lattice [142]. For applications to spatially ordered phases, we need ϕ = 0, whereupon time

reversal and spatial parity are both symmetries of the Hamiltonian but the chirality is still

present as a purely spatial one. The initial sections of this chapter are thus restricted to the

ϕ = 0 case, with the chirality quantified by θ [Fig. 2.1(b)].

The three-state CCM also has an explicit global Z3 symmetry. Using density-matrix renor-

malization group techniques, we study the critical behavior at the direct transition between

the Z3-ordered and the gapped symmetric phase, with the aim of determining the dynamical

critical exponent z. The achiral ϕ = 0, θ = 0 model has a transition in the universality class

of the three-state Potts conformal field theory with z = 1. We find that away from the special

point θ = 0, the dynamical critical exponent z is larger than 1, indicating that there is no

emergent conformal invariance. For ϕ = 0, θ ̸= 0, our results (see Fig. 2.7) show that the

gapped symmetric phase has spatially incommensurate correlations of the Z3 order parameter.

However, the incommensurability vanishes as the transition is approached and the long-range

Z3 order is eventually commensurate. These results clarify how a direct transition is possible

between the gapped symmetric phase and Z3 order, without an intermediate gapless IC phase.
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(a)

(c)

(b)

(d) (e)

(f)

Figure 2.1: Schematic representation of (a,b) the interactions, and (c) a generic state of the
Z3 chiral clock model. The arrows connote the eigenvalue of the operator σ at each site with
σi = 1, ω, ω2 represented by the arrow pointing at 12-, 4-, and 8-o’clock, respectively. Owing
to the chirality of the couplings in Eq. (2.1), there are two distinct types of domain walls
(DW) with their associated interaction strengths illustrated in (b). (d) The Rydberg and
ground states of the two-level system defined by Eq. (2.4). The van der Waals interactions
depend on the spacing between Rydberg excitations (e) and thus a representative state (f),
once again, has two kinds of domain walls.

Turning to the recent experiments with trapped Rydberg atoms [61, 360], we consider a

model which is directly related to the microscopic physical realization but the transitions of

which are expected to be in the same universality class as in the corresponding Zn CCM. On

a microscopic level, a one-dimensional array of N atoms is described by the Hamiltonian

HRyd =

N∑
i=1

Ω

2
(|g⟩i⟨r|+ |r⟩i⟨g|)− δ |r⟩i⟨r|+

∑
i<j

V|i−j| |r⟩i⟨r| ⊗ |r⟩j⟨r| . (2.4)

Here, |g⟩i and |r⟩i denote the internal atomic ground state and a highly excited Rydberg state

of the ith atom, which together represent a spin-1/2 system [Fig. 2.1(d–f)]. The parameters

Ω and δ characterize a coherent laser driving field, while Vx = C6/x
6 quantifies the van

der Waals interactions of atoms in Rydberg states. In this study, we focus on a region in

parameter space where this system exhibits a QPT between the Z3-ordered and the gapped

symmetric phase [181] and provide numerical evidence that the critical behavior parallels that
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of the three-state CCM (2.1). We note that HRyd does not break time-reversal symmetry,

motivating our choice of ϕ = 0 in the study of the quantum clock model (2.1).

Our plan for the chapter is as follows. Beginning with the chiral clock model in Section 2.2,

we outline the approach used to determine the critical exponents of phase transitions for

both Hccm and HRyd in Section 2.2.3. Numerical results are then presented for the CCM in

Section 2.2, and the Rydberg model (which can be mapped to a system of hard-core bosons

[183, 206, 556]) in Section 2.3. The associated exponents, which we compile in Sections 2.2.3

and 2.3.1, respectively, are shown to differ rather nontrivially from the Potts exponents and

underscore the nonconformal nature of the critical field theory. We also appraise the possible

influence of long-range interactions on the nature of the chiral Z3 transition in Section 2.3.3.

Thereafter, in the remainder of the chapter, we systematically develop a field-theoretic de-

scription of this transition in Sections 2.4 to 2.8. Lastly, the experimental fingerprints of this

QPT are discussed in Section 2.9.

2.2 Numerical study of the chiral Z3 quantum phase transition

The one-dimensional Zn clock model [288, 290, 291, 480] is a straightforward generalization

of the transverse-field Ising model (TFIM) wherein one replaces the two-state Ising spin at

each site by a variable with n states. However, instead of enlarging the symmetry from Z2

to that of the permutation group Sn (which would result in the n-state Potts model), one

can construct a Hamiltonian such that the interactions are invariant under only the subgroup

Zn. Confining ourselves to n = 3 for now, this leads to the Z3 clock model [181] in Eq. (2.1),

where the three values of the spin at any site are most conveniently labeled by 1, ω, ω2. In

this representation, it is not difficult to observe that the Hamiltonian (2.1) is invariant under

a uniform rotation of all the spins as τj → τj , σj → ω σj ∀ j and thereby possesses a global

Z3 symmetry implemented by U =
∏L
j=1 τ

†
j .

This model’s recent resurgence, some forty years after its original proposal, is closely tied

to the presence of non-Abelian bound states beyond Majorana fermions, after a nonlocal

mapping of the Hilbert space to those of parafermions (described below). Both analytical

[181] and numerical [310] studies confirm this assertion: parafermionic edge zero modes can
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and do exist in this model [450] but only when the interactions are chiral; in contrast, the

more conventionally studied clock models with purely ferromagnetic or antiferromagnetic

interactions do not boast boundary zero modes.

In analogy with the TFIM, the Hamiltonian of the 1D CCM in Eq. (2.1) comprises a spin-

flip term (f > 0) and a two-site interaction term (J > 0). By continuously varying the phases

ϕ and θ, the effective interaction can be interpolated between ferromagnetic (e.g., f = J = 0.5,

and ϕ = θ = 0) and antiferromagnetic (ϕ = θ = π/3). The CCM is known to be integrable

[24, 56] for a two-parameter family of couplings [23] along the line f cos (3ϕ) = J cos (3 θ)

and at precisely ϕ = θ = π/6, it is superintegrable [11, 425]. On setting ϕ = θ = 0, it reduces

to just the quantum version of the three-state Potts model.

2.2.1 Parafermionic description

Recalling the reformulation of the TFIM in terms of Majorana fermions, it is natural to

wonder if a similar procedure could be carried out for the Z3 CCM too. As illustrated by

Fendley [181], the answer is indeed in the affirmative: the Fradkin-Kadanoff transformation

[193] maps the model onto a parafermionic chain

H3 = −f
L∑
j=1

ψ†
j χj e

−iϕ − J ω2
L−1∑
j=1

ψ†
j χj+1 e

−i θ + h.c. (2.5)

where the two basic parafermions are

χj =

(
j−1∏
k=1

τk

)
σj , ψj = ω

(
j−1∏
k=1

τk

)
σj τj . (2.6)

These operators neither square to one nor commute:

χ3
j = τ3j = 1; χ†

j = χ2
j ; ψ†

j = ψ2
j ; and χj ψj = ω ψjχj .

Additionally, due to to the inherently nonlocal nature of the duality transformation (2.6),

the parafermionic operators at different points also do not commute but instead satisfy the

algebra

χjχk = ω χkχj ; ψjψk = ω ψkψj ; χj ψk = ω ψkχj , (2.7)
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for j < k. The most striking feature that manifests itself upon this redefinition is the oc-

currence of edge zero modes characteristic of topological order [181, 182]. These zero-energy

modes, which are robust even with disordered couplings (i.e., spatially varying f and J),

require the interactions to be necessarily chiral, unlike in the usual ferromagnetic and anti-

ferromagnetic cases.

2.2.2 Phase diagram

The exact phase structure of the quantum clock model has been a subject of much debate. In-

tuitively, one expects to find a disordered (Z3-symmetric) and an ordered (symmetry-broken)

phase—as is the case with the TFIM—with a transition between the two driven by tuning

the coupling strengths from a regime where f ≫ J to one where f ≪ J . Studies on several

variants of this model, using a multitude of methods spanning from Monte Carlo simulations

to transfer matrix partial diagonalization [172, 589, 662], lent credence to this expectation.

Early analyses of finite-size effects [662] (admittedly, restricted to θ = 0) revealed an ad-

ditional IC phase absent in the TFIM with chiral interactions [480]. Incidentally, although

it was known that the model has a tricritical Lifshitz point [269, 627] at the intersection of

the three phases, its precise location in parameter space was, until quite recently, ambiguous

[271, 590].

The phase diagram of the Z3 CCM was mapped out as a function of both chiral parameters

(ϕ, θ) and couplings (f , J) by Zhuang et al. [756], who detected three distinct phases from

entanglement entropy (EE) considerations [90, 510]. We show the phase diagram for the

case with ϕ = 0 in Fig. 2.2. For large (small) values of f , the system is generically in

the disordered (ordered) state. In the parafermionic description, these can be designated

trivial and topological, respectively, the latter being characterized by a threefold ground-

state degeneracy (ergo, an EE ∼ ln 3). Both these phases are gapped and are separated by an

intermediate IC region when θ is large (≳ π/6). The disorder–IC transition is of the Kosterlitz-

Thouless type [356] while the order–IC one is a Pokrovsky-Talapov transition [506, 507]. For

small θ, our results in Section. 2.2.3 support a direct phase transition between the two gapped

phases (shown in Fig. 2.2), as proposed by earlier works [270, 271, 590, 756]. Arguments that a

gapless IC phase must intervene between the gapped phases [236] do not apply near the Potts
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Figure 2.2: The three phases of the CCM, adapted from Ref. [756], are schematically limned
in a cross-section of the three-dimensional phase diagram for ϕ = 0, J = 1 − f , and L =
100. P marks the transition point of the three-state Potts model. Blue diamonds indicate
the quantum critical points obtained from finite-size DMRG, which are listed in Table 2.1.
When overlaid with the previously found transition points (solid line), the two datasets agree
perfectly.

point at θ = 0. Little is known about the universality class of the direct Z3-symmetry-breaking

(or in parafermionic language, direct trivial–topological) transition and hence, understanding

it, in its full generality, is our desideratum in this section. What we do know, however, is

that the clock Hamiltonian (2.1) exhibits a second-order QPT at f = J when θ = ϕ = 0. The

symmetry group for the (achiral) model at this critical point is the full S3 and the underlying

critical conformal field theory is that of the three-state Potts model with central charge 4/5

[207].

Our general strategy is therefore as follows. We sweep across the phase transition, con-

strained to the subspace f = 1 − J , at several discrete values of θ for ϕ = 0. At each such

point in parameter space, the ground-state eigenvalue E0 and the energy gap to the nearest

level ∆ = E1 − E0 are recorded. Since the form of the Hamiltonian is invariant under either

of the transformations

ϕ′ → ϕ+
2mπ

3
; θ′ → θ +

2nπ

3
; ∀ m,n ∈ Z, (2.8)
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ϕ′ → −ϕ; θ′ → −θ, (2.9)

it suffices to consider only the range ϕ, θ ≤ π/3 and in particular, ϕ, θ < π/6, where a direct

transition has been confirmed [756]. Systematically examining this region enables us to find

the critical exponents of the transition as detailed below.

2.2.3 Critical exponents and finite-size scaling

Of primary interest in characterizing the nature of the Z3-symmetry-breaking phase transition

are its critical exponents. Specifically, these include the dynamical critical exponent z and

the correlation length exponent ν, which are defined by [160, 550]

∆ ∼ |f − fc|z ν ; ξ ∼ |f − fc|− ν , (2.10)

where ∆ denotes the mass gap and ξ is the correlation length that governs the decay of

G(r) ≡ ⟨Ψ(r)Ψ(0)⟩ − ⟨Ψ(r)⟩⟨Ψ(0)⟩ ∼ exp(−r/ξ) for an order parameter Ψ. In order to

numerically estimate these exponents, we use finite-size scaling (FSS) [187, 239] as described

below.

The FSS approach posits that if some thermodynamic quantity K (f) diverges in the bulk

system as K (f) ∼ |f − fc|−κ as f → fc, then, at criticality, it scales as K (fc) ∼ Lκ/ν on

a lattice of L sites. The exponent κ/ν can therefore be directly determined by plotting K

against the system size. The FSS procedure now hinges on appropriate choices of the variable

K. For instance, near the quantum critical point (QCP), one can assume that the gap obeys

a scaling ansatz of the functional form

∆ = L−z F
(
L1/ν (f − fc)

)
, (2.11)

with F some universal scaling function. In addition, from a technical perspective, it is also

helpful to define the Callan-Symanzik β function [241]:

β (f) =
∆ (f)

∆ (f)− 2
∂∆(f)

∂ ln f

. (2.12)
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Figure 2.3: (a) Scaling of the energy gap ∆ as a function of f for individual system sizes
with ϕ = 0 and θ = π/8. With z = 1.229, all the curves intersect right at the critical point.
The finesse of the crossing depends crucially on the z chosen: on zooming in, the contrast in
sharpness between z = 1 (b) and z = 1.229 (c) is vivid.

From Eqs. (2.11) and (2.12), it follows that these two quantities scale as −z and −1/ν,

respectively, at the QCP thus giving us access to the required exponents.

Alternatively, starting from successive values of K on a sequence of finite lattices of increas-

ing size, one can estimate the ratio κ/ν from the sequence

RK,L =
L [KL(fc)−KL−2(fc)]

2KL−2(fc)
, (2.13)

which converges to κ/ν as L → ∞ if there are no other higher-order or offset corrections.

Under this assumption, Eq. (2.13) asserts that in the limit L→∞, R∆,L → −z. On a finite

lattice, however, this limit is approached only asymptotically, necessitating further extrapo-

lation techniques [240] to accelerate the convergence of the sequences (2.13) and to improve

the estimates of the critical parameters. In this work, wherever applicable, we employ the

BST [87, 256] algorithm to this end.

Our numerical calculations in this section are based on the density-matrix renormalization
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group (DMRG) algorithm [157, 481, 500, 540, 684, 685]. We use finite-system DMRG [579,

580] with a bond dimension m = 150 for a chain of up to L = 100 three-state spins with open

boundary conditions; the first and second energy levels are individually targeted. The energy

eigenvalues were found to be reasonably converged within three sweeps to an accuracy of one

part in 1010.

First of all, let us inspect the QPT at the Potts point, ϕ = θ = 0 and fc = 0.5. Using

Eq. (2.13) recursively, we compute R∆,100 = 0.9881, whereupon extrapolation to its infinite-

lattice value yields z = 0.9959. Next, we consider the scaling of the Callan-Symanzik β

function [Eq. (2.12), Fig. 2.5] in connection with extracting the correlation length exponent.

Evaluating the slope of a log-log plot against L, we find that for ϕ = θ = 0, ν−1 = 1.201±0.001

or, in other words, ν = 5/6 as is known independently for the three-state Potts model. It is

to be noted that both values are in excellent agreement with the universality hypothesis [12]

that the three-state Potts model and Baxter’s “hard-hexagon” model [53] should have the

same critical exponents. Reassured by these familiar exponents, we now look into the critical

parameters for nonzero chiral angles.

In the remainder of this section, we focus on the Z3-symmetry-breaking transition for a

broad range of values of θ, which we adjust here between 0 ≤ θ < π/6 in steps of π/48.

Constrained by the lack of preexisting information about z, we pinpoint the location of the

QPT by plotting Lz∆L against the tuning parameter f for various lattice sizes (ranging from

L = 60 to L = 100) and values of z [see Fig. 2.17(a)]. Precisely at the QCP f = fc, Eq. (2.11)

predicts that the quantity Lz∆ is independent of the length of the system L. In other words,

with the correct choice of z, all the curves for Lz∆ should cross at fc for different values of

L. This allows us to both locate the QCP fc and estimate the value of z simultaneously.

By scanning successively smaller intervals, we are able to determine the intersection point of

the curves for different lengths to an accuracy of 10−4. Figure 2.17 displays an example of

this method for θ = π/8. The variation of the crossing points with θ is noted in Table 2.1;

the positions of the QPT calculated in this fashion are in exact agreement with the phase

boundaries reported by Ref. 756.

Although the abovementioned approach kills two birds with one stone, one could worry
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Figure 2.4: Log-log plot of the gap ∆ against the lattice size L at the critical point f = fc.
As previously, ϕ = 0, and the different values of θ are labeled. For sufficiently large systems,
the dependence is exactly linear as expected. For reference, the curve for the Potts transition
is indicated by a solid line.

about sensitivity to the range of system lengths over which FSS is applied. To carefully

investigate any such effects, we now turn our attention to the scaling of the mass gap at

precisely f = fc: the gap is presented as a function of the system size in Fig. 2.4. The

deviations from a pure power-law scaling bespeak the presence of corrections that become

important for small spin chains. In order to incorporate corrections to FSS for the datasets,

we use the ansatz

∆(L) = c0 L
−z(1 + c1 L

−ζ); (ζ > z), (2.14)

that was originally argued for the three-state quantum Potts chain on the premise of conformal

invariance [533, 663]. The coefficients ci as well as the exponents z and ζ are treated as free

parameters for the fit. The values of z thus obtained are enlisted in Table 2.1, which shows

that z > 1 for θ > 0, implying that the underlying field theory breaks Lorentz invariance

and (as hinted at in Section 2.3 as well) is not conformally invariant. Hence, for θ ̸= 0, the

QPT is not in the same universality class as the ordinary order–disorder transition in the

three-state Potts model. Earlier examples of strongly coupled quantum critical theories with

z ̸= 1 are limited to quantum critical metals [378] and the onset of Ising ferromagnetism in

one-dimensional metals [134, 557, 719]. Interestingly, even for the classical asymmetric clock

model in two dimensions, spatial rotational symmetry is not recovered in the scaling limit
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Figure 2.5: The Callan-Symanzik β function plotted on a logarithmic scale against the system
size for ϕ = 0. The slopes of the curves in the linear region, corresponding to large lattices,
give us the respective values of −1/ν for each choice of θ.

(and consequently, it cannot be described by a conformal field theory) [255].

Table 2.1 also lists the correlation length exponents observed for different angles. It is

perhaps not altogether surprising [103] that ν varies continuously with the parameter θ; in

this case, it ranges between 5/6 and (roughly) 5/7, which is in consonance with the exponents

of the Rydberg array model studied in the following section. The robustness of all these

exponents can be independently verified by yet another method. Equation (2.11) stipulates

that on graphing Lz∆ as a function of the combined scaling variable (f − fc)L1/ν , all the

data for different values of f and L should collapse onto a single curve [62, 65, 362]. Using the

values of z and ν from Table 2.1, we obtain excellent data collapse as established by Fig. 2.6.

Altogether, the analysis presented here offers strong evidence for a direct second-order

transition from the disordered to the commensurate Z3-ordered phase. Then, a natural ques-

tion as regards scaling is whether the direct transition is described by a single fixed point

with a universal set of critical exponents and scaling functions, or whether these exponents

vary continuously. The overwhelming majority of second-order transitions are known to be of

the former kind, with fixed exponents. All familiar examples of the latter are related to the

Kosterlitz-Thouless transition and unfortunately, based on our data, this category cannot be

conclusively ruled out. On the contrary, the variation in the values of z and ν could also be
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θ fc z z ζ 1/ν

π/48 0.4990 1.003 1.00(7) 1.20(9)

π/24 0.4961 1.021 1.01(8) 1.21(8)

π/16 0.4913 1.022 1.02(1) 1.22(3)

π/12 0.4842 1.078 1.07(6) 1.25(1)

5π/48 0.4748 1.135 1.13(3) 1.27(7)

π/8 0.4627 1.229 1.22(7) 1.32(4)

7π/48 0.4475 1.368 1.36(6) 1.38(2)

Table 2.1: Calculated dynamical and correlation length critical exponents for ϕ = 0. Two
independent sets of values of z are distinguished: the first series is our estimate from the
crossing points (Fig. 2.17) whereas the second (designated by the subscript ζ) is for the values
after correcting for finite-size effects, as determined from a nonlinear fit to Eq. (2.14). The
evolution of the exponents with θ is quite smooth.

an artifact stemming from finite-size effects.

In order to obtain some further insight into the nature of this phase transition, we probe

the correlation properties of the ground states near the critical point by performing infinite-

system DMRG (iDMRG) [426, 427] calculations. More specifically, we sequentially optimize

the ground-state wavefunction assuming an infinite-size matrix product state (iMPS) that

is invariant under two-site translations, with bond dimensions of up to m = 300. Once the

wavefunction converges1, we compute the two-site transfer matrix T [see Fig. 2.7(a)] and its

eigenvalues λi with i ∈ 0, 1, 2, . . .. The largest eigenvalue λ0 = 1 dictates the normalization

condition for the wavefunction while subsequent ones characterize any correlations in the

ground state. In particular, the second-largest eigenvalue λ1 encodes the length of the longest

correlations and its wavenumber via the relation

λ1 = exp

[
2

(
−1

ξ
+ i k

)]
. (2.15)

1Our convergence criterion is based on the overlap between the optimized and predicted local wavefunctions
as suggested in Ref. 427. We assume that a wavefunction has converged when the overlap either becomes
smaller than 10−14 or reaches the truncation error.
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Figure 2.6: Data collapse for six different chiral angles based on the critical exponents z
and ν recorded in Table 2.1. The data consists of three different sets, one for each value of
δf ≡ f − fc. Every dataset is, in turn, comprised of 31 points for the differing system lengths
L ranging from 40 to 100, in steps of 2. All the data collapse perfectly onto a single line.

This relation can be explicitly seen by considering the diagram in Fig. 2.7(b): this translates to

any two-point correlator of the form C (2d) = ⟨OiOi+2d+1⟩ = (L|O T dO|R), where (L| and |R)

are the left and right eigenvectors of T for the largest eigenvalue λ0, and O corresponds to the

expectation value of an operator O with respect to a local tensor in the MPS representation.

Since any correlation decays as ∼ λdi , at sufficiently large distances, it is dominated by λ1.

Proceeding along these lines, Fig. 2.7(c) shows the variation of the correlation length ξ

with the parameter f along the two specific cuts L1 (θ = π/16) and L2 (θ = π/8) marked in

Fig. 2.2. In consistency with our previous phase diagram, ξ diverges near the expected critical

points. A particularly interesting feature is captured by Fig. 2.7(d), which plots 2 k (mod 2π)

against the inverse correlation length 2/ξ. For both the lines L1 and L2, the wavevector k

remains nontrivial even close to the critical point, although it eventually approaches zero as

the correlation length diverges. We fit this data to k ∼ (1/ξ)ℓ and find the best fits ℓ ≈ 0.77

(θ = π/16) and ℓ ≈ 0.64 (θ = π/8) for ξ < 100 [Fig. 2.7(d), inset], whereafter it appears

that the effect of finite bond dimensions becomes significant. The variations in ℓ are likely

a consequence of the proximity of the Potts critical point (which has k = 0), and we do

not appear to have captured the ultimate scaling behavior. Nonetheless, the implications of

this variation in k are twofold. First, they corroborate that the QPT from the disordered
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Figure 2.7: Numerical simulations using iDMRG. Diagrammatic representations of (a) two-
site-translation invariant matrix product states and two-site transfer matrix T , and (b) the
two-point correlation function. (c) Correlation lengths ξ along the two lines L1 (θ = π/16)
and L2 (θ = π/8,) indicated in the inset of Fig. 2.2, for three different bond dimensions.
The divergence of the correlation lengths signal the onset of the QPT. (d) The wavevector k,
defined in Eq. (2.15), tends to zero as ξ →∞. However, the scaling form upon approaching the
critical point is different for different chiral angles. Note that the points at the bottom, along
the x-axis, correspond to values of λ1 inside the symmetry-broken phase; the concomitant
momenta are exactly zero.

to the commensurate Z3-ordered phase is indeed a direct transition and Fig. 2.7 succinctly

highlights why this is possible: the period of the incommensuration (≡ p ∼ 1/k) diverges as the

correlation length does. Secondly, these observations signify that the diverging correlations in

the vicinity of the critical points may exhibit nontrivial spatial structures such as modulations.

2.3 Rydberg array and constrained hard-boson model

As mentioned in Section 2.1, the universal behavior of the Z3 CCM is also reflected in the

phase diagram of an array of Rydberg atoms described by Eq. (2.4). To see this, we consider

the case when V1 ≫ |Ω|, |δ|, that is, nearest-neighbor interactions are so strong that effectively

no two neighboring atoms can simultaneously be in the Rydberg state. Further, owing to the

rapidly decaying form of the interactions Vx = C6/x
6, we can approximate the Hamiltonian

by neglecting couplings beyond the third-nearest neighbor: Vx ≈ 0 for x ≥ 3. With this

truncation, we arrive at a toy model of the form

HRyd =
N∑
i=1

Ω

2
(|g⟩i⟨r|+ |r⟩i⟨g|)− δ |r⟩i⟨r|+ V2 |r⟩i⟨r| ⊗ |r⟩i+2⟨r| (2.16)
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with the constraint |r⟩i⟨r| ⊗ |r⟩i+1⟨r| = 0. This model, which also appears in studies of

ultracold atoms in tilted optical lattices [220], has been analyzed in the literature in the

context of interacting bosons [183, 206, 556]. The mapping to bosons (with annihilation

operators bi and number operators ni = b†ibi ) is apparent on identifying the state where the

atom at site i is in the internal state |g⟩ with a vacuum state of a bosonic mode, and the state

with the atom in |r⟩ with the presence of a boson. In the hard-core limit, where no more than

one boson can occupy a single site, the above Hamiltonian can be rewritten as [183, 556]

Hb =

N∑
i=1

−w (b†i + bi ) + Uni + V nini+2, (2.17)

supplemented with the constraint

ni ni+1 = 0. (2.18)

This condition, that prohibits two bosons from occupying neighboring sites, is referred to

as the one-site blockade constraint. In this work, we refer to this system as the U-V model

for obvious reasons. In order to connect this to previous literature, it is useful to note the

correspondence Ω = −2w, δ = −U , and V2 = V . The equilibrium phase diagram of the

Hamiltonian (2.17) was studied as a function of its parameters in Refs. [183, 206]. Depending

on the couplings, the ground state can exhibit several different kinds of order. For example, if

the chemical potential favors creating particles (U < 0) and there is an attractive (repulsive)

next-nearest neighbor potential set by V < 0 (V > 0), the ground state maximizes the density

of bosons by having a particle on every second (third) site and the consequent ordered phase

spontaneously breaks a Z2 (Z3) translational symmetry. More careful considerations show

that when the energies of the two kinds of ordered states are comparable, there also exists a

gapless IC phase [183], similar to the CCM.

In the following discussion, we concentrate on few special points in this phase diagram.

Expressly, we also examine the limiting case V → ∞, which further implies that all states
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obey the two-site blockade constraint

ni ni+2 = 0. (2.19)

2.3.1 Phase diagram

Transition from disorder to Z2 order

Let us momentarily review the physics when V = 0. In this case, we expect a second-order

QPT from the disordered phase to the Z2-ordered phase as u = U/w is varied from positive to

negative values. As sketched earlier, we determine the location of the phase transition and its

nature from the aforementioned FSS analysis by numerically computing the gap as a function

of u for varying N , upon which, we find Uc/w = 1.308 and z = 1. Similarly, from previous

data collapse arguments, we know that on plotting N z∆ against N1/ν(u− uc), the resulting

curves should ideally merge into a single one for different system sizes; this occurs for a value

of ν = 1. Ipso facto, this phase transition unequivocally belongs to the Ising universality

class.

Transition from disorder to Z3 order

For finite V/w > 0, we expect a QPT from the gapped disordered state, characterized by

a featureless, low density state at large positive U/w, to the Z3-ordered phase, which is

a density-wave state of period three at large negative U/w. However, as we demonstrate

below, the transition to this phase with spontaneously broken Z3 symmetry can be of two

fundamentally distinct types. This was originally argued for by Fendley et al. [183] in their

proposal for a continuum quantum field theory description for the onset of Potts order. The

most general effective action for such a theory, constructed in terms of a period-3 density-

wave order parameter field, Ψ, is permitted by symmetry to include a linear derivative term

iαΨ∗ ∂xΨ, which induces a chirality: as in Fig. 2.1(f), with α ̸= 0, there are two inequivalent

domain wall configurations. For α = 0, the transition is in the conformal three-state Potts

class, as we demonstrate in Section 2.3.2. At the Potts point, α is a relevant perturbation

[97, 183] with scaling dimension 1/5. Consequently, for small nonzero α, the transition turns
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Figure 2.8: [Upper panel]: FSS analysis of the QPT from the disordered to the Z3-ordered
phase, across the integrable line w2 = U V + V 2, based on exact diagonalization of the
Hamiltonian (2.17). (a) Plot of the energy gap ∆, rescaled by N−z with z = 1, as a function
of U/w for different system sizes N . The sharp intersection of the different curves at U/w =
−3.029 determines the QCP and conveys that z = 1. The location of the QCP agrees exactly
with the analytically known result Uc/w ≈ −3.0299 [Eq. (2.21)]. (b) Scaling plot of the energy
gap for different system sizes; perfect data collapse is achieved for ν = 5/6. [Lower panel]:
Same as above but in the limit V → ∞. FSS now betokens U/w = −1.949, z ≈ 4/3, and
ν ≈ 5/7.

into the direct chiral Z3 transition with z ̸= 1, as we will see below.

In the phase diagram of Fig. 1 in Ref. 183, a narrow IC phase was indicated immediately on

one side of the Potts critical point, with a direct chiral Z3 transition between gapped phases

on the other. We do not believe the IC phase extends all the way to the Potts point. For

small α ̸= 0, the physics should be the same for both signs of α and hence, the Potts point

should be flanked on both sides by direct chiral transitions from the gapped symmetric phase

to a commensurate Z3-ordered phase. The latter scenario is the same as that in Fig. 2(a) of

Ref. 290, which indicated immediate direct chiral Z3 transitions on both sides of the Potts

point.
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2.3.2 Critical exponents

Potts criticality on the integrable line

There are two special parameter-space lines in the phase diagram of the U-V model, defined

by

w2 = U V + V 2, (2.20)

along which the system is integrable [53–55, 57, 58, 183, 289]. Along each of these, there is a

quantum (multi)critical point at

V

w
= ±

(√
5 + 1

2

)5/2

. (2.21)

Our interest lies in the point at positive V/w, which separates the disordered phase from

the Z3-ordered phase, and is known to be a multicritical point in the universality class of

the three-state Potts model. The same FSS arguments as above confirm the location of this

multicritical point with very high accuracy and the critical exponents, moving across this

integrable line, are found to be z = 1 and ν = 5/6, as expected [see Fig. 2.8(a–b)].

Chiral transition in the two-site blockade limit

The transition away from the integrable line, however, does not belong to the Potts univer-

sality class. In this regard, the more interesting case that we now turn to is the limit V →∞,

|U | ≪ V , where the two-site blockade constraint is enforced. As depicted in Fig. 2.8, the

scaling of the gap once again tells us about the critical point and exponents. With these

parameters, we establish uc = −1.949, z ≈ 1.33, and 1/ν ≈ 1.40. Thus, we indeed recover

(within numerical error estimates) the same critical exponents as for the chiral clock model in

Section 2.2.3. The discrepancies between the two are reasonable given that these models are

equivalent only in the sense of universality (without the requirement of a one-to-one mapping

of their Hilbert spaces).
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Figure 2.9: (a) Phase boundary between the disordered and the Z3-ordered state above the
Potts critical point [Eq. (2.21)] with nearest-neighbor/next-nearest-neighbor couplings only
(U-V-model, blue) and long-range Rydberg interactions (red). In the latter case, the inter-
action strength between two spins separated by x sites is given by Vx = C6/x

6. To plot the
phase boundary on the same scale, we identify V2 = V . (b) The dynamical critical exponent z
when crossing this phase boundary in the U-V model, obtained from FSS with up to N = 21
sites (blue). At the Potts point (green), we find z = 1 as expected. Away from the Potts
point, z increases and for V → ∞, we reckon an asymptotic value of z ≈ 1.33; the crossover
in z between these limits is likely a finite-size effect. The inset shows the analogously ex-
tracted value of z for the Rydberg Hamiltonian. Here also, we find that z increases with the
interaction strength, starting from a value close to one—this is consistent with the presence
of a Potts point in the Rydberg model as well. Note that in contrast to the U-V model, here,
increasing V would eventually lead to the appearance of the Z4 phase, which is not discussed
in this work. The FSS analysis for the Rydberg model is limited to comparatively smaller
systems, of up to 18 atoms, owing to the sizeably larger Hilbert space.

Finite-size scaling along the chiral phase boundary

One can iterate the same procedure for all values of V/w in the interval
(
(
√
5 + 1)/2)5/2,∞

]
and numerically extract the critical parameters and exponents; the results of such a calculation

are showcased in Fig. 2.9. In this fashion, we recover the schematic phase boundary proposed

in Ref. 183. Akin to the CCM in Section 2.2.3, the FSS analysis yields critical exponents that

vary monotonically from z ≈ 1.33 at V →∞ (i.e., far away from the Potts point) to 1 at the

Potts critical point.
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2.3.3 Effect of long-range interactions

Unlike the idealized models (2.16) and (2.17) considered above, in realistic experiments with

trapped Rydberg atoms [61, 304, 339, 360, 674, 692], the interactions between excited states

have nonzero tails, decaying as Vx = C6/x
6. In order to probe the physics behind the QPTs

in these systems, one needs to understand the influence of these long-range couplings—it is

not a priori clear whether these corrections to the interactions could change the nature of the

transition or even the topology of the phase diagram. Indeed, for sufficiently large C6 and

|δ| ≫ Ω, it has been previously suggested that the ground states of the Rydberg Hamiltonian

HRyd display a series of new phases with distinct spatial symmetry breaking [505, 588] such

as Z4, Z5 and the like, in which the Rydberg atoms are arranged regularly across every fourth

or fifth site on the array; this is in contrast to both the CCM and U-V models.

Nevertheless, from numerical simulations combining exact diagonalization and FSS anal-

ogous to Section 2.2.3, we find that the system continues to exhibit a direct transition from

the disordered to the Z3-ordered phase in certain parameter regimes. While both the Potts

and chiral Z3 transitions still persist, the associated phase boundaries and critical exponents

are nontrivially altered as can be seen in Fig. 2.9. In the presence of C6/x
6 couplings, the

critical points are shifted to larger values of U—this is understandable since the long tails

tend to energetically favor the disordered state [309]. Note, however, that in the Rydberg

model, reaching arbitrarily large values of V/w becomes difficult due to the onset of the Z4-

ordered phase, which has no counterpart in the U-V model. Likewise, the dynamical critical

exponent z is modified in that it attains its saturation value for smaller V/w. Qualitatively,

this is because the long-range interactions enhance the inequivalence between the two kinds

of domain walls (thereby rendering the system “more chiral” in some sense), which, crudely,

translates to a faster deviation from the Potts exponent. Remarkably, these chiral critical

exponents can actually be observed in the quench dynamics of ultracold atomic systems—such

as Rydberg quantum simulators—through the Kibble-Zurek mechanism [337, 338, 761–763],

which gives one access to the combination ν/(1 + z ν), as illustrated in Section 2.9 below.
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2.4 Towards a quantum field theory for the chiral clock transition

To summarize our discussion so far, we have seen that there has been much theoretical and

numerical work on ZN chiral clock models, both as quantum models in one spatial dimension

(d), and as classical models in two spatial dimensions [11, 23, 23, 24, 56, 97, 142, 181, 236,

270, 288, 290, 291, 425, 480, 562, 756]. These models exhibit a complex phase diagram with

three types of phases:

(i) a gapped phase with long-range ZN order (this phase was referred to as “topological” in

a parafermionic formulation [181, 756]),

(ii) a gapped phase with no broken symmetry and exponentially decaying ZN correlations,

and

(iii) a gapless phase with incommensurate ZN correlations decaying as a power-law.

It is important to note, however, that many of the previous studies are under conditions in

which the Hamiltonian does not preserve time-reversal and/or spatial-inversion symmetries.

Imposing time-reversal and spatial-inversion symmetries will be crucial for our theoretical

analysis, and indeed, such symmetries are present in the Rydberg atom realization [61]. With

these symmetries imposed, we will now examine the direct transition between the two gapped

phases noted above, without an intermediate incommensurate phase. The possibility of such

a direct transition was already noted in early work [288], but was questioned subsequently

[236] (see Appendix A.5). However, the numerical evidence points to a direct transition for

N = 3 [562, 756], as demonstrated in the previous section. The following sections will provide

a field-theoretic renormalization-group analysis of the direct transition, along with additional

numerical density-matrix renormalization group (DMRG) results. Our main theoretical tool

will be a duality mapping of the chiral clock model transition in d = 1 onto that of a Bose gas,

involving the onset of a single-boson condensate in the background of a higher-dimensional

N -boson condensate [143].

We begin by writing down a possible field theory for period-N ordering [183]. Let Φ be the

density wave order parameter, so that Φ→ e2πin/NΦ under translation by n lattice spacings,

where n is a positive or negative integer. Using translational and time-reversal symmetries
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<latexit sha1_base64="Mp9EpgmTO2Wn8mVfqOj3TFJvFOg=">AAAB7XicbZBNSwMxEIZn61etX1WPXoJF8FR2RdBj0YvHCvYD2qVk02kbm02WJCuUpf/BiwdFvPp/vPlvTNs9aOsLgYd3ZsjMGyWCG+v7315hbX1jc6u4XdrZ3ds/KB8eNY1KNcMGU0LpdkQNCi6xYbkV2E400jgS2IrGt7N66wm14Uo+2EmCYUyHkg84o9ZZTdPr1ke8V674VX8usgpBDhXIVe+Vv7p9xdIYpWWCGtMJ/MSGGdWWM4HTUjc1mFA2pkPsOJQ0RhNm822n5Mw5fTJQ2j1pydz9PZHR2JhJHLnOmNqRWa7NzP9qndQOrsOMyyS1KNnio0EqiFVkdjrpc43MiokDyjR3uxI2opoy6wIquRCC5ZNXoXlRDRzfX1ZqN3kcRTiBUziHAK6gBndQhwYweIRneIU3T3kv3rv3sWgtePnMMfyR9/kDbrKPBQ==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Mp9EpgmTO2Wn8mVfqOj3TFJvFOg=">AAAB7XicbZBNSwMxEIZn61etX1WPXoJF8FR2RdBj0YvHCvYD2qVk02kbm02WJCuUpf/BiwdFvPp/vPlvTNs9aOsLgYd3ZsjMGyWCG+v7315hbX1jc6u4XdrZ3ds/KB8eNY1KNcMGU0LpdkQNCi6xYbkV2E400jgS2IrGt7N66wm14Uo+2EmCYUyHkg84o9ZZTdPr1ke8V674VX8usgpBDhXIVe+Vv7p9xdIYpWWCGtMJ/MSGGdWWM4HTUjc1mFA2pkPsOJQ0RhNm822n5Mw5fTJQ2j1pydz9PZHR2JhJHLnOmNqRWa7NzP9qndQOrsOMyyS1KNnio0EqiFVkdjrpc43MiokDyjR3uxI2opoy6wIquRCC5ZNXoXlRDRzfX1ZqN3kcRTiBUziHAK6gBndQhwYweIRneIU3T3kv3rv3sWgtePnMMfyR9/kDbrKPBQ==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Mp9EpgmTO2Wn8mVfqOj3TFJvFOg=">AAAB7XicbZBNSwMxEIZn61etX1WPXoJF8FR2RdBj0YvHCvYD2qVk02kbm02WJCuUpf/BiwdFvPp/vPlvTNs9aOsLgYd3ZsjMGyWCG+v7315hbX1jc6u4XdrZ3ds/KB8eNY1KNcMGU0LpdkQNCi6xYbkV2E400jgS2IrGt7N66wm14Uo+2EmCYUyHkg84o9ZZTdPr1ke8V674VX8usgpBDhXIVe+Vv7p9xdIYpWWCGtMJ/MSGGdWWM4HTUjc1mFA2pkPsOJQ0RhNm822n5Mw5fTJQ2j1pydz9PZHR2JhJHLnOmNqRWa7NzP9qndQOrsOMyyS1KNnio0EqiFVkdjrpc43MiokDyjR3uxI2opoy6wIquRCC5ZNXoXlRDRzfX1ZqN3kcRTiBUziHAK6gBndQhwYweIRneIU3T3kv3rv3sWgtePnMMfyR9/kDbrKPBQ==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Mp9EpgmTO2Wn8mVfqOj3TFJvFOg=">AAAB7XicbZBNSwMxEIZn61etX1WPXoJF8FR2RdBj0YvHCvYD2qVk02kbm02WJCuUpf/BiwdFvPp/vPlvTNs9aOsLgYd3ZsjMGyWCG+v7315hbX1jc6u4XdrZ3ds/KB8eNY1KNcMGU0LpdkQNCi6xYbkV2E400jgS2IrGt7N66wm14Uo+2EmCYUyHkg84o9ZZTdPr1ke8V674VX8usgpBDhXIVe+Vv7p9xdIYpWWCGtMJ/MSGGdWWM4HTUjc1mFA2pkPsOJQ0RhNm822n5Mw5fTJQ2j1pydz9PZHR2JhJHLnOmNqRWa7NzP9qndQOrsOMyyS1KNnio0EqiFVkdjrpc43MiokDyjR3uxI2opoy6wIquRCC5ZNXoXlRDRzfX1ZqN3kcRTiBUziHAK6gBndQhwYweIRneIU3T3kv3rv3sWgtePnMMfyR9/kDbrKPBQ==</latexit>

h�i = 0
Gapped

<latexit sha1_base64="ybiGRiDYh48Ugn2aHmZ5yv2MKrc=">AAACKnicbZDLSgMxFIYz9VbHW9Wlm2AruCoz3ehGqLrQZQVbC00pmcxpG5rJDElGKEOfx42v4qYLpbj1QUwvgrYeCHz5z/lJzh8kgmvjeRMnt7a+sbmV33Z3dvf2DwqHRw0dp4pBncUiVs2AahBcQt1wI6CZKKBRIOApGNxO+0/PoDSP5aMZJtCOaE/yLmfUWKlTuCYB9LjMGEgDauSWiKCyJwCTWp9jouaXK+yVCHHvaJJAaIGADH8snULRK3uzwqvgL6CIFlXrFMYkjFkaWTsTVOuW7yWmnVFlOBMwckmqIaFsQHvQsihpBLqdzVYd4TOrhLgbK3ukwTP1tyOjkdbDKLCTETV9vdybiv/1WqnpXrYzLpPUgGTzh7qpwCbG09xwyBUwI4YWKFPc/hWzPlWU2Qy0a0Pwl1dehUal7Ft+qBSrN4s48ugEnaJz5KMLVEX3qIbqiKEX9Ibe0Yfz6oydifM5H805C88x+lPO1zflBaZO</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="ybiGRiDYh48Ugn2aHmZ5yv2MKrc=">AAACKnicbZDLSgMxFIYz9VbHW9Wlm2AruCoz3ehGqLrQZQVbC00pmcxpG5rJDElGKEOfx42v4qYLpbj1QUwvgrYeCHz5z/lJzh8kgmvjeRMnt7a+sbmV33Z3dvf2DwqHRw0dp4pBncUiVs2AahBcQt1wI6CZKKBRIOApGNxO+0/PoDSP5aMZJtCOaE/yLmfUWKlTuCYB9LjMGEgDauSWiKCyJwCTWp9jouaXK+yVCHHvaJJAaIGADH8snULRK3uzwqvgL6CIFlXrFMYkjFkaWTsTVOuW7yWmnVFlOBMwckmqIaFsQHvQsihpBLqdzVYd4TOrhLgbK3ukwTP1tyOjkdbDKLCTETV9vdybiv/1WqnpXrYzLpPUgGTzh7qpwCbG09xwyBUwI4YWKFPc/hWzPlWU2Qy0a0Pwl1dehUal7Ft+qBSrN4s48ugEnaJz5KMLVEX3qIbqiKEX9Ibe0Yfz6oydifM5H805C88x+lPO1zflBaZO</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="ybiGRiDYh48Ugn2aHmZ5yv2MKrc=">AAACKnicbZDLSgMxFIYz9VbHW9Wlm2AruCoz3ehGqLrQZQVbC00pmcxpG5rJDElGKEOfx42v4qYLpbj1QUwvgrYeCHz5z/lJzh8kgmvjeRMnt7a+sbmV33Z3dvf2DwqHRw0dp4pBncUiVs2AahBcQt1wI6CZKKBRIOApGNxO+0/PoDSP5aMZJtCOaE/yLmfUWKlTuCYB9LjMGEgDauSWiKCyJwCTWp9jouaXK+yVCHHvaJJAaIGADH8snULRK3uzwqvgL6CIFlXrFMYkjFkaWTsTVOuW7yWmnVFlOBMwckmqIaFsQHvQsihpBLqdzVYd4TOrhLgbK3ukwTP1tyOjkdbDKLCTETV9vdybiv/1WqnpXrYzLpPUgGTzh7qpwCbG09xwyBUwI4YWKFPc/hWzPlWU2Qy0a0Pwl1dehUal7Ft+qBSrN4s48ugEnaJz5KMLVEX3qIbqiKEX9Ibe0Yfz6oydifM5H805C88x+lPO1zflBaZO</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="ybiGRiDYh48Ugn2aHmZ5yv2MKrc=">AAACKnicbZDLSgMxFIYz9VbHW9Wlm2AruCoz3ehGqLrQZQVbC00pmcxpG5rJDElGKEOfx42v4qYLpbj1QUwvgrYeCHz5z/lJzh8kgmvjeRMnt7a+sbmV33Z3dvf2DwqHRw0dp4pBncUiVs2AahBcQt1wI6CZKKBRIOApGNxO+0/PoDSP5aMZJtCOaE/yLmfUWKlTuCYB9LjMGEgDauSWiKCyJwCTWp9jouaXK+yVCHHvaJJAaIGADH8snULRK3uzwqvgL6CIFlXrFMYkjFkaWTsTVOuW7yWmnVFlOBMwckmqIaFsQHvQsihpBLqdzVYd4TOrhLgbK3ukwTP1tyOjkdbDKLCTETV9vdybiv/1WqnpXrYzLpPUgGTzh7qpwCbG09xwyBUwI4YWKFPc/hWzPlWU2Qy0a0Pwl1dehUal7Ft+qBSrN4s48ugEnaJz5KMLVEX3qIbqiKEX9Ibe0Yfz6oydifM5H805C88x+lPO1zflBaZO</latexit>

Incommensurate
density wave
h�i ⇠ eikIx

Gapless
<latexit sha1_base64="GwHUSh5bkgguXAAyDwvHqfXjPgc="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="GwHUSh5bkgguXAAyDwvHqfXjPgc="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="GwHUSh5bkgguXAAyDwvHqfXjPgc="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="GwHUSh5bkgguXAAyDwvHqfXjPgc="></latexit>

ZN density wave
h�i 6= 0
Gapped

<latexit sha1_base64="LFui3dFREUxieKuD2a229W210zs="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="LFui3dFREUxieKuD2a229W210zs="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="LFui3dFREUxieKuD2a229W210zs="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="LFui3dFREUxieKuD2a229W210zs="></latexit>

S�, d > 1
<latexit sha1_base64="e35P4r2kzbbKUSrP8Mo2Wo9DGfc=">AAACHnicbVDLSgMxFM34rOOr6tJNsBVcSJkpiK6k6MZlRfuATimZzG0bmskMSUYoQ/0RN/6KGxeKCK70b8y0FbT1QOBwzrnk3uPHnCntOF/WwuLS8spqbs1e39jc2s7v7NZVlEgKNRrxSDZ9ooAzATXNNIdmLIGEPoeGP7jM/MYdSMUicauHMbRD0hOsyyjRRurkTzwfekykFIQGObKLXkh0nxKe3ow6XrXPju8DfI7dou2BCH5inXzBKTlj4HniTkkBTVHt5D+8IKJJaMYpJ0q1XCfW7ZRIzSiHke0lCmJCB6QHLUMFCUG10/F5I3xolAB3I2me0His/p5ISajUMPRNMltezXqZ+J/XSnT3rJ0yEScaBJ181E041hHOusIBk0A1HxpCqGRmV0z7RBJqOlC2KcGdPXme1Msl1/DrcqFyMa0jh/bRATpCLjpFFXSFqqiGKHpAT+gFvVqP1rP1Zr1PogvWdGYP/YH1+Q2PZqIX</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="e35P4r2kzbbKUSrP8Mo2Wo9DGfc=">AAACHnicbVDLSgMxFM34rOOr6tJNsBVcSJkpiK6k6MZlRfuATimZzG0bmskMSUYoQ/0RN/6KGxeKCK70b8y0FbT1QOBwzrnk3uPHnCntOF/WwuLS8spqbs1e39jc2s7v7NZVlEgKNRrxSDZ9ooAzATXNNIdmLIGEPoeGP7jM/MYdSMUicauHMbRD0hOsyyjRRurkTzwfekykFIQGObKLXkh0nxKe3ow6XrXPju8DfI7dou2BCH5inXzBKTlj4HniTkkBTVHt5D+8IKJJaMYpJ0q1XCfW7ZRIzSiHke0lCmJCB6QHLUMFCUG10/F5I3xolAB3I2me0His/p5ISajUMPRNMltezXqZ+J/XSnT3rJ0yEScaBJ181E041hHOusIBk0A1HxpCqGRmV0z7RBJqOlC2KcGdPXme1Msl1/DrcqFyMa0jh/bRATpCLjpFFXSFqqiGKHpAT+gFvVqP1rP1Zr1PogvWdGYP/YH1+Q2PZqIX</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="e35P4r2kzbbKUSrP8Mo2Wo9DGfc=">AAACHnicbVDLSgMxFM34rOOr6tJNsBVcSJkpiK6k6MZlRfuATimZzG0bmskMSUYoQ/0RN/6KGxeKCK70b8y0FbT1QOBwzrnk3uPHnCntOF/WwuLS8spqbs1e39jc2s7v7NZVlEgKNRrxSDZ9ooAzATXNNIdmLIGEPoeGP7jM/MYdSMUicauHMbRD0hOsyyjRRurkTzwfekykFIQGObKLXkh0nxKe3ow6XrXPju8DfI7dou2BCH5inXzBKTlj4HniTkkBTVHt5D+8IKJJaMYpJ0q1XCfW7ZRIzSiHke0lCmJCB6QHLUMFCUG10/F5I3xolAB3I2me0His/p5ISajUMPRNMltezXqZ+J/XSnT3rJ0yEScaBJ181E041hHOusIBk0A1HxpCqGRmV0z7RBJqOlC2KcGdPXme1Msl1/DrcqFyMa0jh/bRATpCLjpFFXSFqqiGKHpAT+gFvVqP1rP1Zr1PogvWdGYP/YH1+Q2PZqIX</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="e35P4r2kzbbKUSrP8Mo2Wo9DGfc=">AAACHnicbVDLSgMxFM34rOOr6tJNsBVcSJkpiK6k6MZlRfuATimZzG0bmskMSUYoQ/0RN/6KGxeKCK70b8y0FbT1QOBwzrnk3uPHnCntOF/WwuLS8spqbs1e39jc2s7v7NZVlEgKNRrxSDZ9ooAzATXNNIdmLIGEPoeGP7jM/MYdSMUicauHMbRD0hOsyyjRRurkTzwfekykFIQGObKLXkh0nxKe3ow6XrXPju8DfI7dou2BCH5inXzBKTlj4HniTkkBTVHt5D+8IKJJaMYpJ0q1XCfW7ZRIzSiHke0lCmJCB6QHLUMFCUG10/F5I3xolAB3I2me0His/p5ISajUMPRNMltezXqZ+J/XSnT3rJ0yEScaBJ181E041hHOusIBk0A1HxpCqGRmV0z7RBJqOlC2KcGdPXme1Msl1/DrcqFyMa0jh/bRATpCLjpFFXSFqqiGKHpAT+gFvVqP1rP1Zr1PogvWdGYP/YH1+Q2PZqIX</latexit>

s 
<latexit sha1_base64="9AX0K1audrBJivL/lmziEz3YYsg=">AAAB7XicbZBNSwMxEIZn61etX1WPXoJF8FR2RdBj0YvHCvYD2qVk02wbm02WZFYopf/BiwdFvPp/vPlvTNs9aOsLgYd3ZsjMG6VSWPT9b6+wtr6xuVXcLu3s7u0flA+PmlZnhvEG01KbdkQtl0LxBgqUvJ0aTpNI8lY0up3VW0/cWKHVA45THiZ0oEQsGEVnNW2vW7eiV674VX8usgpBDhXIVe+Vv7p9zbKEK2SSWtsJ/BTDCTUomOTTUjezPKVsRAe841DRhNtwMt92Ss6c0yexNu4pJHP398SEJtaOk8h1JhSHdrk2M/+rdTKMr8OJUGmGXLHFR3EmCWoyO530heEM5dgBZUa4XQkbUkMZuoBKLoRg+eRVaF5UA8f3l5XaTR5HEU7gFM4hgCuowR3UoQEMHuEZXuHN096L9+59LFoLXj5zDH/kff4Af2mPEA==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="9AX0K1audrBJivL/lmziEz3YYsg=">AAAB7XicbZBNSwMxEIZn61etX1WPXoJF8FR2RdBj0YvHCvYD2qVk02wbm02WZFYopf/BiwdFvPp/vPlvTNs9aOsLgYd3ZsjMG6VSWPT9b6+wtr6xuVXcLu3s7u0flA+PmlZnhvEG01KbdkQtl0LxBgqUvJ0aTpNI8lY0up3VW0/cWKHVA45THiZ0oEQsGEVnNW2vW7eiV674VX8usgpBDhXIVe+Vv7p9zbKEK2SSWtsJ/BTDCTUomOTTUjezPKVsRAe841DRhNtwMt92Ss6c0yexNu4pJHP398SEJtaOk8h1JhSHdrk2M/+rdTKMr8OJUGmGXLHFR3EmCWoyO530heEM5dgBZUa4XQkbUkMZuoBKLoRg+eRVaF5UA8f3l5XaTR5HEU7gFM4hgCuowR3UoQEMHuEZXuHN096L9+59LFoLXj5zDH/kff4Af2mPEA==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="9AX0K1audrBJivL/lmziEz3YYsg=">AAAB7XicbZBNSwMxEIZn61etX1WPXoJF8FR2RdBj0YvHCvYD2qVk02wbm02WZFYopf/BiwdFvPp/vPlvTNs9aOsLgYd3ZsjMG6VSWPT9b6+wtr6xuVXcLu3s7u0flA+PmlZnhvEG01KbdkQtl0LxBgqUvJ0aTpNI8lY0up3VW0/cWKHVA45THiZ0oEQsGEVnNW2vW7eiV674VX8usgpBDhXIVe+Vv7p9zbKEK2SSWtsJ/BTDCTUomOTTUjezPKVsRAe841DRhNtwMt92Ss6c0yexNu4pJHP398SEJtaOk8h1JhSHdrk2M/+rdTKMr8OJUGmGXLHFR3EmCWoyO530heEM5dgBZUa4XQkbUkMZuoBKLoRg+eRVaF5UA8f3l5XaTR5HEU7gFM4hgCuowR3UoQEMHuEZXuHN096L9+59LFoLXj5zDH/kff4Af2mPEA==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="9AX0K1audrBJivL/lmziEz3YYsg=">AAAB7XicbZBNSwMxEIZn61etX1WPXoJF8FR2RdBj0YvHCvYD2qVk02wbm02WZFYopf/BiwdFvPp/vPlvTNs9aOsLgYd3ZsjMG6VSWPT9b6+wtr6xuVXcLu3s7u0flA+PmlZnhvEG01KbdkQtl0LxBgqUvJ0aTpNI8lY0up3VW0/cWKHVA45THiZ0oEQsGEVnNW2vW7eiV674VX8usgpBDhXIVe+Vv7p9zbKEK2SSWtsJ/BTDCTUomOTTUjezPKVsRAe841DRhNtwMt92Ss6c0yexNu4pJHP398SEJtaOk8h1JhSHdrk2M/+rdTKMr8OJUGmGXLHFR3EmCWoyO530heEM5dgBZUa4XQkbUkMZuoBKLoRg+eRVaF5UA8f3l5XaTR5HEU7gFM4hgCuowR3UoQEMHuEZXuHN096L9+59LFoLXj5zDH/kff4Af2mPEA==</latexit>

h i = 0
Gapped

<latexit sha1_base64="j6mMJe7sNNYGRkWlOAfSFTOj3Dw=">AAACKnicbZDLSgMxFIYz9VbHW9Wlm2AruCoz3ehGqLrQZQVbC00pmcxpG5rJDElGKEOfx42v4qYLpbj1QUwvgrYeCHz5z/lJzh8kgmvjeRMnt7a+sbmV33Z3dvf2DwqHRw0dp4pBncUiVs2AahBcQt1wI6CZKKBRIOApGNxO+0/PoDSP5aMZJtCOaE/yLmfUWKlTuCYB9LjMGEgDauSWiKCyJwCTmuaYqPnlCnslQtw7miQQWiAgwx9Lp1D0yt6s8Cr4CyiiRdU6hTEJY5ZG1s4E1brle4lpZ1QZzgSMXJJqSCgb0B60LEoagW5ns1VH+MwqIe7Gyh5p8Ez97chopPUwCuxkRE1fL/em4n+9Vmq6l+2MyyQ1INn8oW4qsInxNDcccgXMiKEFyhS3f8WsTxVlNgPt2hD85ZVXoVEp+5YfKsXqzSKOPDpBp+gc+egCVdE9qqE6YugFvaF39OG8OmNn4nzOR3POwnOM/pTz9Q33U6ZZ</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="j6mMJe7sNNYGRkWlOAfSFTOj3Dw=">AAACKnicbZDLSgMxFIYz9VbHW9Wlm2AruCoz3ehGqLrQZQVbC00pmcxpG5rJDElGKEOfx42v4qYLpbj1QUwvgrYeCHz5z/lJzh8kgmvjeRMnt7a+sbmV33Z3dvf2DwqHRw0dp4pBncUiVs2AahBcQt1wI6CZKKBRIOApGNxO+0/PoDSP5aMZJtCOaE/yLmfUWKlTuCYB9LjMGEgDauSWiKCyJwCTmuaYqPnlCnslQtw7miQQWiAgwx9Lp1D0yt6s8Cr4CyiiRdU6hTEJY5ZG1s4E1brle4lpZ1QZzgSMXJJqSCgb0B60LEoagW5ns1VH+MwqIe7Gyh5p8Ez97chopPUwCuxkRE1fL/em4n+9Vmq6l+2MyyQ1INn8oW4qsInxNDcccgXMiKEFyhS3f8WsTxVlNgPt2hD85ZVXoVEp+5YfKsXqzSKOPDpBp+gc+egCVdE9qqE6YugFvaF39OG8OmNn4nzOR3POwnOM/pTz9Q33U6ZZ</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="j6mMJe7sNNYGRkWlOAfSFTOj3Dw=">AAACKnicbZDLSgMxFIYz9VbHW9Wlm2AruCoz3ehGqLrQZQVbC00pmcxpG5rJDElGKEOfx42v4qYLpbj1QUwvgrYeCHz5z/lJzh8kgmvjeRMnt7a+sbmV33Z3dvf2DwqHRw0dp4pBncUiVs2AahBcQt1wI6CZKKBRIOApGNxO+0/PoDSP5aMZJtCOaE/yLmfUWKlTuCYB9LjMGEgDauSWiKCyJwCTmuaYqPnlCnslQtw7miQQWiAgwx9Lp1D0yt6s8Cr4CyiiRdU6hTEJY5ZG1s4E1brle4lpZ1QZzgSMXJJqSCgb0B60LEoagW5ns1VH+MwqIe7Gyh5p8Ez97chopPUwCuxkRE1fL/em4n+9Vmq6l+2MyyQ1INn8oW4qsInxNDcccgXMiKEFyhS3f8WsTxVlNgPt2hD85ZVXoVEp+5YfKsXqzSKOPDpBp+gc+egCVdE9qqE6YugFvaF39OG8OmNn4nzOR3POwnOM/pTz9Q33U6ZZ</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="j6mMJe7sNNYGRkWlOAfSFTOj3Dw=">AAACKnicbZDLSgMxFIYz9VbHW9Wlm2AruCoz3ehGqLrQZQVbC00pmcxpG5rJDElGKEOfx42v4qYLpbj1QUwvgrYeCHz5z/lJzh8kgmvjeRMnt7a+sbmV33Z3dvf2DwqHRw0dp4pBncUiVs2AahBcQt1wI6CZKKBRIOApGNxO+0/PoDSP5aMZJtCOaE/yLmfUWKlTuCYB9LjMGEgDauSWiKCyJwCTmuaYqPnlCnslQtw7miQQWiAgwx9Lp1D0yt6s8Cr4CyiiRdU6hTEJY5ZG1s4E1brle4lpZ1QZzgSMXJJqSCgb0B60LEoagW5ns1VH+MwqIe7Gyh5p8Ez97chopPUwCuxkRE1fL/em4n+9Vmq6l+2MyyQ1INn8oW4qsInxNDcccgXMiKEFyhS3f8WsTxVlNgPt2hD85ZVXoVEp+5YfKsXqzSKOPDpBp+gc+egCVdE9qqE6YugFvaF39OG8OmNn4nzOR3POwnOM/pTz9Q33U6ZZ</latexit>

Single boson condensate
h i 6= 0
Gapped
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Figure 2.10: Zero-temperature phase diagrams of SΦ [Eq. (2.22)] and SΨ [Eq. (2.23)] in spatial
dimensions d > 1. This work studies the transition in SΨ in an expansion in (2−d). In d > 1,
SΦ and SΨ describe distinct physical phenomena, and are expected to have different phase
diagrams and transitions.

(described in more detail below), we obtain an action defined on continuous d = 1 space (x)

and imaginary time (τ):

SΦ =

∫
dx dτ

[
|∂τΦ|2 + |∂xΦ|2 + iαxΦ

∗∂xΦ+ sΦ|Φ|2 + u|Φ|4 + λ
(
ΦN + (Φ∗)N

) ]
. (2.22)

We show the phase diagram of SΦ in d > 1 in Fig. 2.10, and in d = 1 in Fig. 2.11. The

field theory SΦ also applies to the chiral clock model with order parameter Φ, in which case

Φ → e2πin/NΦ is an internal symmetry of the clock model, without combining with spatial

translations. So in the clock model, a state with ⟨Φ⟩ ̸= 0 has a spatially uniform condensate,

while this state has period N ordering in the boson model of Ref. 183. The term proportional

to the real number αx is crucial, and is responsible for the chirality in both models. A

nonzero αx yields an inverse propagator for Φ which has a minimum at a nonzero wavevector

kI = αx/2, and hence induces incommensurate order parameter correlations. When treated

perturbatively in u and λ, SΦ will lead to condensation of Φ at kI , and hence a to state

with long-range incommensurate order. Taking Φ ∼ eikIx, we see that the phase-locking term

proportional to λ spatially averages to zero. Consequently, although SΦ has only a discrete
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ZN order in  
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s 
<latexit sha1_base64="9AX0K1audrBJivL/lmziEz3YYsg=">AAAB7XicbZBNSwMxEIZn61etX1WPXoJF8FR2RdBj0YvHCvYD2qVk02wbm02WZFYopf/BiwdFvPp/vPlvTNs9aOsLgYd3ZsjMG6VSWPT9b6+wtr6xuVXcLu3s7u0flA+PmlZnhvEG01KbdkQtl0LxBgqUvJ0aTpNI8lY0up3VW0/cWKHVA45THiZ0oEQsGEVnNW2vW7eiV674VX8usgpBDhXIVe+Vv7p9zbKEK2SSWtsJ/BTDCTUomOTTUjezPKVsRAe841DRhNtwMt92Ss6c0yexNu4pJHP398SEJtaOk8h1JhSHdrk2M/+rdTKMr8OJUGmGXLHFR3EmCWoyO530heEM5dgBZUa4XQkbUkMZuoBKLoRg+eRVaF5UA8f3l5XaTR5HEU7gFM4hgCuowR3UoQEMHuEZXuHN096L9+59LFoLXj5zDH/kff4Af2mPEA==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="9AX0K1audrBJivL/lmziEz3YYsg=">AAAB7XicbZBNSwMxEIZn61etX1WPXoJF8FR2RdBj0YvHCvYD2qVk02wbm02WZFYopf/BiwdFvPp/vPlvTNs9aOsLgYd3ZsjMG6VSWPT9b6+wtr6xuVXcLu3s7u0flA+PmlZnhvEG01KbdkQtl0LxBgqUvJ0aTpNI8lY0up3VW0/cWKHVA45THiZ0oEQsGEVnNW2vW7eiV674VX8usgpBDhXIVe+Vv7p9zbKEK2SSWtsJ/BTDCTUomOTTUjezPKVsRAe841DRhNtwMt92Ss6c0yexNu4pJHP398SEJtaOk8h1JhSHdrk2M/+rdTKMr8OJUGmGXLHFR3EmCWoyO530heEM5dgBZUa4XQkbUkMZuoBKLoRg+eRVaF5UA8f3l5XaTR5HEU7gFM4hgCuowR3UoQEMHuEZXuHN096L9+59LFoLXj5zDH/kff4Af2mPEA==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="9AX0K1audrBJivL/lmziEz3YYsg=">AAAB7XicbZBNSwMxEIZn61etX1WPXoJF8FR2RdBj0YvHCvYD2qVk02wbm02WZFYopf/BiwdFvPp/vPlvTNs9aOsLgYd3ZsjMG6VSWPT9b6+wtr6xuVXcLu3s7u0flA+PmlZnhvEG01KbdkQtl0LxBgqUvJ0aTpNI8lY0up3VW0/cWKHVA45THiZ0oEQsGEVnNW2vW7eiV674VX8usgpBDhXIVe+Vv7p9zbKEK2SSWtsJ/BTDCTUomOTTUjezPKVsRAe841DRhNtwMt92Ss6c0yexNu4pJHP398SEJtaOk8h1JhSHdrk2M/+rdTKMr8OJUGmGXLHFR3EmCWoyO530heEM5dgBZUa4XQkbUkMZuoBKLoRg+eRVaF5UA8f3l5XaTR5HEU7gFM4hgCuowR3UoQEMHuEZXuHN096L9+59LFoLXj5zDH/kff4Af2mPEA==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="9AX0K1audrBJivL/lmziEz3YYsg=">AAAB7XicbZBNSwMxEIZn61etX1WPXoJF8FR2RdBj0YvHCvYD2qVk02wbm02WZFYopf/BiwdFvPp/vPlvTNs9aOsLgYd3ZsjMG6VSWPT9b6+wtr6xuVXcLu3s7u0flA+PmlZnhvEG01KbdkQtl0LxBgqUvJ0aTpNI8lY0up3VW0/cWKHVA45THiZ0oEQsGEVnNW2vW7eiV674VX8usgpBDhXIVe+Vv7p9zbKEK2SSWtsJ/BTDCTUomOTTUjezPKVsRAe841DRhNtwMt92Ss6c0yexNu4pJHP398SEJtaOk8h1JhSHdrk2M/+rdTKMr8OJUGmGXLHFR3EmCWoyO530heEM5dgBZUa4XQkbUkMZuoBKLoRg+eRVaF5UA8f3l5XaTR5HEU7gFM4hgCuowR3UoQEMHuEZXuHN096L9+59LFoLXj5zDH/kff4Af2mPEA==</latexit>

ZN order in �
h i = 0
h�i 6= 0
Gapped

<latexit sha1_base64="3mZ/liKOjxUH0bsZFbFSJDUOb4g="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="3mZ/liKOjxUH0bsZFbFSJDUOb4g="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="3mZ/liKOjxUH0bsZFbFSJDUOb4g="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="3mZ/liKOjxUH0bsZFbFSJDUOb4g="></latexit>

ZN order in  
h i 6= 0
h�i = 0
Gapped

<latexit sha1_base64="gfZcN7PtmR/aGETnahNKn6aP9aU="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="gfZcN7PtmR/aGETnahNKn6aP9aU="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="gfZcN7PtmR/aGETnahNKn6aP9aU="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="gfZcN7PtmR/aGETnahNKn6aP9aU="></latexit>

PT<latexit sha1_base64="sdmFb6yrLfAJwlylPjiXWhIQNMA=">AAACB3icbVDLSgMxFM3UVx1foy4FCRbBVZnpRpdFNy4r9AWdoWQyd9rQTGZIMkIZunPjr7hxoYhbf8Gdf2P6ELT1QODknHtI7gkzzpR23S+rtLa+sblV3rZ3dvf2D5zDo7ZKc0mhRVOeym5IFHAmoKWZ5tDNJJAk5NAJRzdTv3MPUrFUNPU4gyAhA8FiRok2Ut859UMYMFFQEBrkxG40bR9E9HPvOxW36s6AV4m3IBW0QKPvfPpRSvPExCknSvU8N9NBQaRmlMPE9nMFGaEjMoCeoYIkoIJitscEnxslwnEqzREaz9TfiYIkSo2T0EwmRA/VsjcV//N6uY6vgoKJLNcg6PyhOOdYp3haCo6YBKr52BBCJTN/xXRIJKGmA2WbErzllVdJu1b1DL+rVerXizrK6ASdoQvkoUtUR7eogVqIogf0hF7Qq/VoPVtv1vt8tGQtMsfoD6yPbx36mXM=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="sdmFb6yrLfAJwlylPjiXWhIQNMA=">AAACB3icbVDLSgMxFM3UVx1foy4FCRbBVZnpRpdFNy4r9AWdoWQyd9rQTGZIMkIZunPjr7hxoYhbf8Gdf2P6ELT1QODknHtI7gkzzpR23S+rtLa+sblV3rZ3dvf2D5zDo7ZKc0mhRVOeym5IFHAmoKWZ5tDNJJAk5NAJRzdTv3MPUrFUNPU4gyAhA8FiRok2Ut859UMYMFFQEBrkxG40bR9E9HPvOxW36s6AV4m3IBW0QKPvfPpRSvPExCknSvU8N9NBQaRmlMPE9nMFGaEjMoCeoYIkoIJitscEnxslwnEqzREaz9TfiYIkSo2T0EwmRA/VsjcV//N6uY6vgoKJLNcg6PyhOOdYp3haCo6YBKr52BBCJTN/xXRIJKGmA2WbErzllVdJu1b1DL+rVerXizrK6ASdoQvkoUtUR7eogVqIogf0hF7Qq/VoPVtv1vt8tGQtMsfoD6yPbx36mXM=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="sdmFb6yrLfAJwlylPjiXWhIQNMA=">AAACB3icbVDLSgMxFM3UVx1foy4FCRbBVZnpRpdFNy4r9AWdoWQyd9rQTGZIMkIZunPjr7hxoYhbf8Gdf2P6ELT1QODknHtI7gkzzpR23S+rtLa+sblV3rZ3dvf2D5zDo7ZKc0mhRVOeym5IFHAmoKWZ5tDNJJAk5NAJRzdTv3MPUrFUNPU4gyAhA8FiRok2Ut859UMYMFFQEBrkxG40bR9E9HPvOxW36s6AV4m3IBW0QKPvfPpRSvPExCknSvU8N9NBQaRmlMPE9nMFGaEjMoCeoYIkoIJitscEnxslwnEqzREaz9TfiYIkSo2T0EwmRA/VsjcV//N6uY6vgoKJLNcg6PyhOOdYp3haCo6YBKr52BBCJTN/xXRIJKGmA2WbErzllVdJu1b1DL+rVerXizrK6ASdoQvkoUtUR7eogVqIogf0hF7Qq/VoPVtv1vt8tGQtMsfoD6yPbx36mXM=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="sdmFb6yrLfAJwlylPjiXWhIQNMA=">AAACB3icbVDLSgMxFM3UVx1foy4FCRbBVZnpRpdFNy4r9AWdoWQyd9rQTGZIMkIZunPjr7hxoYhbf8Gdf2P6ELT1QODknHtI7gkzzpR23S+rtLa+sblV3rZ3dvf2D5zDo7ZKc0mhRVOeym5IFHAmoKWZ5tDNJJAk5NAJRzdTv3MPUrFUNPU4gyAhA8FiRok2Ut859UMYMFFQEBrkxG40bR9E9HPvOxW36s6AV4m3IBW0QKPvfPpRSvPExCknSvU8N9NBQaRmlMPE9nMFGaEjMoCeoYIkoIJitscEnxslwnEqzREaz9TfiYIkSo2T0EwmRA/VsjcV//N6uY6vgoKJLNcg6PyhOOdYp3haCo6YBKr52BBCJTN/xXRIJKGmA2WbErzllVdJu1b1DL+rVerXizrK6ASdoQvkoUtUR7eogVqIogf0hF7Qq/VoPVtv1vt8tGQtMsfoD6yPbx36mXM=</latexit>

Gapless
Luttinger
liquid

<latexit sha1_base64="yGUqAV9t65WjJYZpoG4jruh9Mz4=">AAACIXicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV42vqks3g0VwVZJu7LLoQhcuKtgHNKFMJjft0MkkzkyEEvorbvwVNy4U6U78GacPQVsPDBzOOZc79wQpZ0o7zqdVWFvf2Nwqbts7u3v7B6XDo5ZKMkmhSROeyE5AFHAmoKmZ5tBJJZA44NAOhldTv/0IUrFE3OtRCn5M+oJFjBJtpF6p5gXQZyKnIDTIsX1NUg5KeZ59m2nNRB+k52HOHjIW2h6I8CfZK5WdijMDXiXugpTRAo1eaeKFCc1iM045UarrOqn2cyI1oxzGtpcpSAkdkj50DRUkBuXnswvH+MwoIY4SaZ7QeKb+nshJrNQoDkwyJnqglr2p+J/XzXRU83Mm0kyDoPNFUcaxTvC0LhwyCVTzkSGESmb+iumASEJNB8o2JbjLJ6+SVrXiGn5XLdcvF3UU0Qk6RefIRReojm5QAzURRU/oBb2hd+vZerU+rMk8WrAWM8foD6yvb8xgpII=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="yGUqAV9t65WjJYZpoG4jruh9Mz4=">AAACIXicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV42vqks3g0VwVZJu7LLoQhcuKtgHNKFMJjft0MkkzkyEEvorbvwVNy4U6U78GacPQVsPDBzOOZc79wQpZ0o7zqdVWFvf2Nwqbts7u3v7B6XDo5ZKMkmhSROeyE5AFHAmoKmZ5tBJJZA44NAOhldTv/0IUrFE3OtRCn5M+oJFjBJtpF6p5gXQZyKnIDTIsX1NUg5KeZ59m2nNRB+k52HOHjIW2h6I8CfZK5WdijMDXiXugpTRAo1eaeKFCc1iM045UarrOqn2cyI1oxzGtpcpSAkdkj50DRUkBuXnswvH+MwoIY4SaZ7QeKb+nshJrNQoDkwyJnqglr2p+J/XzXRU83Mm0kyDoPNFUcaxTvC0LhwyCVTzkSGESmb+iumASEJNB8o2JbjLJ6+SVrXiGn5XLdcvF3UU0Qk6RefIRReojm5QAzURRU/oBb2hd+vZerU+rMk8WrAWM8foD6yvb8xgpII=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="yGUqAV9t65WjJYZpoG4jruh9Mz4=">AAACIXicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV42vqks3g0VwVZJu7LLoQhcuKtgHNKFMJjft0MkkzkyEEvorbvwVNy4U6U78GacPQVsPDBzOOZc79wQpZ0o7zqdVWFvf2Nwqbts7u3v7B6XDo5ZKMkmhSROeyE5AFHAmoKmZ5tBJJZA44NAOhldTv/0IUrFE3OtRCn5M+oJFjBJtpF6p5gXQZyKnIDTIsX1NUg5KeZ59m2nNRB+k52HOHjIW2h6I8CfZK5WdijMDXiXugpTRAo1eaeKFCc1iM045UarrOqn2cyI1oxzGtpcpSAkdkj50DRUkBuXnswvH+MwoIY4SaZ7QeKb+nshJrNQoDkwyJnqglr2p+J/XzXRU83Mm0kyDoPNFUcaxTvC0LhwyCVTzkSGESmb+iumASEJNB8o2JbjLJ6+SVrXiGn5XLdcvF3UU0Qk6RefIRReojm5QAzURRU/oBb2hd+vZerU+rMk8WrAWM8foD6yvb8xgpII=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="yGUqAV9t65WjJYZpoG4jruh9Mz4=">AAACIXicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV42vqks3g0VwVZJu7LLoQhcuKtgHNKFMJjft0MkkzkyEEvorbvwVNy4U6U78GacPQVsPDBzOOZc79wQpZ0o7zqdVWFvf2Nwqbts7u3v7B6XDo5ZKMkmhSROeyE5AFHAmoKmZ5tBJJZA44NAOhldTv/0IUrFE3OtRCn5M+oJFjBJtpF6p5gXQZyKnIDTIsX1NUg5KeZ59m2nNRB+k52HOHjIW2h6I8CfZK5WdijMDXiXugpTRAo1eaeKFCc1iM045UarrOqn2cyI1oxzGtpcpSAkdkj50DRUkBuXnswvH+MwoIY4SaZ7QeKb+nshJrNQoDkwyJnqglr2p+J/XzXRU83Mm0kyDoPNFUcaxTvC0LhwyCVTzkSGESmb+iumASEJNB8o2JbjLJ6+SVrXiGn5XLdcvF3UU0Qk6RefIRReojm5QAzURRU/oBb2hd+vZerU+rMk8WrAWM8foD6yvb8xgpII=</latexit>

This
paper

<latexit sha1_base64="ybbtYDS/J5fvJR5U2AtWVn/3FuM=">AAACEXicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV42vqEs3g0XoqiTd6LLoxmWFvqAJZTK5bYdOJmFmIpTQX3Djr7hxoYhbd+78G6dtBG09MHA45x7u3BOmnCntul9WaWNza3unvGvv7R8cHjnHJx2VZJJCmyY8kb2QKOBMQFszzaGXSiBxyKEbTm7mfvcepGKJaOlpCkFMRoINGSXaSAOn6ocwYiKnIDTImd0aM+X7dkpSkLYPIvpxBk7FrbkL4HXiFaSCCjQHzqcfJTSLTZxyolTfc1Md5ERqRjnMbD9TkBI6ISPoGypIDCrIFxfN8IVRIjxMpHlC44X6O5GTWKlpHJrJmOixWvXm4n9eP9PDqyBnIs00CLpcNMw41gme14MjJoFqPjWEUMnMXzEdE0mo6UDZpgRv9eR10qnXPMPv6pXGdVFHGZ2hc1RFHrpEDXSLmqiNKHpAT+gFvVqP1rP1Zr0vR0tWkTlFf2B9fAPbYJ2l</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="ybbtYDS/J5fvJR5U2AtWVn/3FuM=">AAACEXicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV42vqEs3g0XoqiTd6LLoxmWFvqAJZTK5bYdOJmFmIpTQX3Djr7hxoYhbd+78G6dtBG09MHA45x7u3BOmnCntul9WaWNza3unvGvv7R8cHjnHJx2VZJJCmyY8kb2QKOBMQFszzaGXSiBxyKEbTm7mfvcepGKJaOlpCkFMRoINGSXaSAOn6ocwYiKnIDTImd0aM+X7dkpSkLYPIvpxBk7FrbkL4HXiFaSCCjQHzqcfJTSLTZxyolTfc1Md5ERqRjnMbD9TkBI6ISPoGypIDCrIFxfN8IVRIjxMpHlC44X6O5GTWKlpHJrJmOixWvXm4n9eP9PDqyBnIs00CLpcNMw41gme14MjJoFqPjWEUMnMXzEdE0mo6UDZpgRv9eR10qnXPMPv6pXGdVFHGZ2hc1RFHrpEDXSLmqiNKHpAT+gFvVqP1rP1Zr0vR0tWkTlFf2B9fAPbYJ2l</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="ybbtYDS/J5fvJR5U2AtWVn/3FuM=">AAACEXicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV42vqEs3g0XoqiTd6LLoxmWFvqAJZTK5bYdOJmFmIpTQX3Djr7hxoYhbd+78G6dtBG09MHA45x7u3BOmnCntul9WaWNza3unvGvv7R8cHjnHJx2VZJJCmyY8kb2QKOBMQFszzaGXSiBxyKEbTm7mfvcepGKJaOlpCkFMRoINGSXaSAOn6ocwYiKnIDTImd0aM+X7dkpSkLYPIvpxBk7FrbkL4HXiFaSCCjQHzqcfJTSLTZxyolTfc1Md5ERqRjnMbD9TkBI6ISPoGypIDCrIFxfN8IVRIjxMpHlC44X6O5GTWKlpHJrJmOixWvXm4n9eP9PDqyBnIs00CLpcNMw41gme14MjJoFqPjWEUMnMXzEdE0mo6UDZpgRv9eR10qnXPMPv6pXGdVFHGZ2hc1RFHrpEDXSLmqiNKHpAT+gFvVqP1rP1Zr0vR0tWkTlFf2B9fAPbYJ2l</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="ybbtYDS/J5fvJR5U2AtWVn/3FuM=">AAACEXicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV42vqEs3g0XoqiTd6LLoxmWFvqAJZTK5bYdOJmFmIpTQX3Djr7hxoYhbd+78G6dtBG09MHA45x7u3BOmnCntul9WaWNza3unvGvv7R8cHjnHJx2VZJJCmyY8kb2QKOBMQFszzaGXSiBxyKEbTm7mfvcepGKJaOlpCkFMRoINGSXaSAOn6ocwYiKnIDTImd0aM+X7dkpSkLYPIvpxBk7FrbkL4HXiFaSCCjQHzqcfJTSLTZxyolTfc1Md5ERqRjnMbD9TkBI6ISPoGypIDCrIFxfN8IVRIjxMpHlC44X6O5GTWKlpHJrJmOixWvXm4n9eP9PDqyBnIs00CLpcNMw41gme14MjJoFqPjWEUMnMXzEdE0mo6UDZpgRv9eR10qnXPMPv6pXGdVFHGZ2hc1RFHrpEDXSLmqiNKHpAT+gFvVqP1rP1Zr0vR0tWkTlFf2B9fAPbYJ2l</latexit>

Larger N , d = 1
<latexit sha1_base64="TEJng+sVhUu3a4jXIkBHQfFR1Gg=">AAACFnicbVDLSgMxFM3UVx1foy7dBDuCCy0z3ehGKLpxIVLBPqAtJZO5bUMzmSHJCGXoV7jxV9y4UMStuPNvTB+CVg8EDufcw809QcKZ0p73aeUWFpeWV/Kr9tr6xuaWs71TU3EqKVRpzGPZCIgCzgRUNdMcGokEEgUc6sHgYuzX70AqFotbPUygHZGeYF1GiTZSxzluBdBjIqMgNMiRfUVkDyR2r90j7IZnvmu3QITfdscpeEVvAvyX+DNSQDNUOs5HK4xpGpk45USppu8lup0RqRnlMLJbqYKE0AHpQdNQQSJQ7Wxy1ggfGCXE3ViaJzSeqD8TGYmUGkaBmYyI7qt5byz+5zVT3T1tZ0wkqQZBp4u6Kcc6xuOOcMgkUM2HhhAqmfkrpn0iCTUdKNuU4M+f/JfUSkXfK/o3pUL5fFZHHu2hfXSIfHSCyugSVVAVUXSPHtEzerEerCfr1XqbjuasWWYX/YL1/gXQDZ3e</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="TEJng+sVhUu3a4jXIkBHQfFR1Gg=">AAACFnicbVDLSgMxFM3UVx1foy7dBDuCCy0z3ehGKLpxIVLBPqAtJZO5bUMzmSHJCGXoV7jxV9y4UMStuPNvTB+CVg8EDufcw809QcKZ0p73aeUWFpeWV/Kr9tr6xuaWs71TU3EqKVRpzGPZCIgCzgRUNdMcGokEEgUc6sHgYuzX70AqFotbPUygHZGeYF1GiTZSxzluBdBjIqMgNMiRfUVkDyR2r90j7IZnvmu3QITfdscpeEVvAvyX+DNSQDNUOs5HK4xpGpk45USppu8lup0RqRnlMLJbqYKE0AHpQdNQQSJQ7Wxy1ggfGCXE3ViaJzSeqD8TGYmUGkaBmYyI7qt5byz+5zVT3T1tZ0wkqQZBp4u6Kcc6xuOOcMgkUM2HhhAqmfkrpn0iCTUdKNuU4M+f/JfUSkXfK/o3pUL5fFZHHu2hfXSIfHSCyugSVVAVUXSPHtEzerEerCfr1XqbjuasWWYX/YL1/gXQDZ3e</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="TEJng+sVhUu3a4jXIkBHQfFR1Gg=">AAACFnicbVDLSgMxFM3UVx1foy7dBDuCCy0z3ehGKLpxIVLBPqAtJZO5bUMzmSHJCGXoV7jxV9y4UMStuPNvTB+CVg8EDufcw809QcKZ0p73aeUWFpeWV/Kr9tr6xuaWs71TU3EqKVRpzGPZCIgCzgRUNdMcGokEEgUc6sHgYuzX70AqFotbPUygHZGeYF1GiTZSxzluBdBjIqMgNMiRfUVkDyR2r90j7IZnvmu3QITfdscpeEVvAvyX+DNSQDNUOs5HK4xpGpk45USppu8lup0RqRnlMLJbqYKE0AHpQdNQQSJQ7Wxy1ggfGCXE3ViaJzSeqD8TGYmUGkaBmYyI7qt5byz+5zVT3T1tZ0wkqQZBp4u6Kcc6xuOOcMgkUM2HhhAqmfkrpn0iCTUdKNuU4M+f/JfUSkXfK/o3pUL5fFZHHu2hfXSIfHSCyugSVVAVUXSPHtEzerEerCfr1XqbjuasWWYX/YL1/gXQDZ3e</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="TEJng+sVhUu3a4jXIkBHQfFR1Gg=">AAACFnicbVDLSgMxFM3UVx1foy7dBDuCCy0z3ehGKLpxIVLBPqAtJZO5bUMzmSHJCGXoV7jxV9y4UMStuPNvTB+CVg8EDufcw809QcKZ0p73aeUWFpeWV/Kr9tr6xuaWs71TU3EqKVRpzGPZCIgCzgRUNdMcGokEEgUc6sHgYuzX70AqFotbPUygHZGeYF1GiTZSxzluBdBjIqMgNMiRfUVkDyR2r90j7IZnvmu3QITfdscpeEVvAvyX+DNSQDNUOs5HK4xpGpk45USppu8lup0RqRnlMLJbqYKE0AHpQdNQQSJQ7Wxy1ggfGCXE3ViaJzSeqD8TGYmUGkaBmYyI7qt5byz+5zVT3T1tZ0wkqQZBp4u6Kcc6xuOOcMgkUM2HhhAqmfkrpn0iCTUdKNuU4M+f/JfUSkXfK/o3pUL5fFZHHu2hfXSIfHSCyugSVVAVUXSPHtEzerEerCfr1XqbjuasWWYX/YL1/gXQDZ3e</latexit>

N = 2, 3, d = 1
<latexit sha1_base64="fPNmmVrTdAqD1nDoEwFRdji9c20=">AAACE3icbVDLSgMxFM34rONr1KWbYCuIlDJTF7opFN24kgr2AW0pmcxtG5rJDElGKEP/wY2/4saFIm7duPNvTB+Cth4IHM65h5t7/JgzpV33y1paXlldW89s2Jtb2zu7zt5+TUWJpFClEY9kwycKOBNQ1UxzaMQSSOhzqPuDq7FfvwepWCTu9DCGdkh6gnUZJdpIHee05UOPiZSC0CBHdu6mVMyf5fI4F5S8nN0CEfx4HSfrFtwJ8CLxZiSLZqh0nM9WENEkNHHKiVJNz411OyVSM8phZLcSBTGhA9KDpqGChKDa6eSmET42SoC7kTRPaDxRfydSEio1DH0zGRLdV/PeWPzPaya6e9FOmYgTDYJOF3UTjnWExwXhgEmgmg8NIVQy81dM+0QSajpQtinBmz95kdSKBc8teLfFbPlyVkcGHaIjdII8dI7K6BpVUBVR9ICe0At6tR6tZ+vNep+OLlmzzAH6A+vjG5PHnBE=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="fPNmmVrTdAqD1nDoEwFRdji9c20=">AAACE3icbVDLSgMxFM34rONr1KWbYCuIlDJTF7opFN24kgr2AW0pmcxtG5rJDElGKEP/wY2/4saFIm7duPNvTB+Cth4IHM65h5t7/JgzpV33y1paXlldW89s2Jtb2zu7zt5+TUWJpFClEY9kwycKOBNQ1UxzaMQSSOhzqPuDq7FfvwepWCTu9DCGdkh6gnUZJdpIHee05UOPiZSC0CBHdu6mVMyf5fI4F5S8nN0CEfx4HSfrFtwJ8CLxZiSLZqh0nM9WENEkNHHKiVJNz411OyVSM8phZLcSBTGhA9KDpqGChKDa6eSmET42SoC7kTRPaDxRfydSEio1DH0zGRLdV/PeWPzPaya6e9FOmYgTDYJOF3UTjnWExwXhgEmgmg8NIVQy81dM+0QSajpQtinBmz95kdSKBc8teLfFbPlyVkcGHaIjdII8dI7K6BpVUBVR9ICe0At6tR6tZ+vNep+OLlmzzAH6A+vjG5PHnBE=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="fPNmmVrTdAqD1nDoEwFRdji9c20=">AAACE3icbVDLSgMxFM34rONr1KWbYCuIlDJTF7opFN24kgr2AW0pmcxtG5rJDElGKEP/wY2/4saFIm7duPNvTB+Cth4IHM65h5t7/JgzpV33y1paXlldW89s2Jtb2zu7zt5+TUWJpFClEY9kwycKOBNQ1UxzaMQSSOhzqPuDq7FfvwepWCTu9DCGdkh6gnUZJdpIHee05UOPiZSC0CBHdu6mVMyf5fI4F5S8nN0CEfx4HSfrFtwJ8CLxZiSLZqh0nM9WENEkNHHKiVJNz411OyVSM8phZLcSBTGhA9KDpqGChKDa6eSmET42SoC7kTRPaDxRfydSEio1DH0zGRLdV/PeWPzPaya6e9FOmYgTDYJOF3UTjnWExwXhgEmgmg8NIVQy81dM+0QSajpQtinBmz95kdSKBc8teLfFbPlyVkcGHaIjdII8dI7K6BpVUBVR9ICe0At6tR6tZ+vNep+OLlmzzAH6A+vjG5PHnBE=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="fPNmmVrTdAqD1nDoEwFRdji9c20=">AAACE3icbVDLSgMxFM34rONr1KWbYCuIlDJTF7opFN24kgr2AW0pmcxtG5rJDElGKEP/wY2/4saFIm7duPNvTB+Cth4IHM65h5t7/JgzpV33y1paXlldW89s2Jtb2zu7zt5+TUWJpFClEY9kwycKOBNQ1UxzaMQSSOhzqPuDq7FfvwepWCTu9DCGdkh6gnUZJdpIHee05UOPiZSC0CBHdu6mVMyf5fI4F5S8nN0CEfx4HSfrFtwJ8CLxZiSLZqh0nM9WENEkNHHKiVJNz411OyVSM8phZLcSBTGhA9KDpqGChKDa6eSmET42SoC7kTRPaDxRfydSEio1DH0zGRLdV/PeWPzPaya6e9FOmYgTDYJOF3UTjnWExwXhgEmgmg8NIVQy81dM+0QSajpQtinBmz95kdSKBc8teLfFbPlyVkcGHaIjdII8dI7K6BpVUBVR9ICe0At6tR6tZ+vNep+OLlmzzAH6A+vjG5PHnBE=</latexit>

KT<latexit sha1_base64="63XQ4U2vQsDMMJD40oSFDNFC0bo=">AAACB3icbVDLSgMxFM34rONr1KUgwSK4KjPd6LLoRnBToS/oDCWTuW1DM5khyQhl6M6Nv+LGhSJu/QV3/o1pO4K2HgicnHMPyT1hypnSrvtlrayurW9slrbs7Z3dvX3n4LClkkxSaNKEJ7ITEgWcCWhqpjl0UgkkDjm0w9H11G/fg1QsEQ09TiGIyUCwPqNEG6nnnPghDJjIKQgNcmLfNmwfRPRz7zllt+LOgJeJV5AyKlDvOZ9+lNAsNnHKiVJdz011kBOpGeUwsf1MQUroiAyga6ggMaggn+0xwWdGiXA/keYIjWfq70ROYqXGcWgmY6KHatGbiv953Uz3L4OciTTTIOj8oX7GsU7wtBQcMQlU87EhhEpm/orpkEhCTQfKNiV4iysvk1a14hl+Vy3Xroo6SugYnaJz5KELVEM3qI6aiKIH9IRe0Kv1aD1bb9b7fHTFKjJH6A+sj28WIJlu</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="63XQ4U2vQsDMMJD40oSFDNFC0bo=">AAACB3icbVDLSgMxFM34rONr1KUgwSK4KjPd6LLoRnBToS/oDCWTuW1DM5khyQhl6M6Nv+LGhSJu/QV3/o1pO4K2HgicnHMPyT1hypnSrvtlrayurW9slrbs7Z3dvX3n4LClkkxSaNKEJ7ITEgWcCWhqpjl0UgkkDjm0w9H11G/fg1QsEQ09TiGIyUCwPqNEG6nnnPghDJjIKQgNcmLfNmwfRPRz7zllt+LOgJeJV5AyKlDvOZ9+lNAsNnHKiVJdz011kBOpGeUwsf1MQUroiAyga6ggMaggn+0xwWdGiXA/keYIjWfq70ROYqXGcWgmY6KHatGbiv953Uz3L4OciTTTIOj8oX7GsU7wtBQcMQlU87EhhEpm/orpkEhCTQfKNiV4iysvk1a14hl+Vy3Xroo6SugYnaJz5KELVEM3qI6aiKIH9IRe0Kv1aD1bb9b7fHTFKjJH6A+sj28WIJlu</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="63XQ4U2vQsDMMJD40oSFDNFC0bo=">AAACB3icbVDLSgMxFM34rONr1KUgwSK4KjPd6LLoRnBToS/oDCWTuW1DM5khyQhl6M6Nv+LGhSJu/QV3/o1pO4K2HgicnHMPyT1hypnSrvtlrayurW9slrbs7Z3dvX3n4LClkkxSaNKEJ7ITEgWcCWhqpjl0UgkkDjm0w9H11G/fg1QsEQ09TiGIyUCwPqNEG6nnnPghDJjIKQgNcmLfNmwfRPRz7zllt+LOgJeJV5AyKlDvOZ9+lNAsNnHKiVJdz011kBOpGeUwsf1MQUroiAyga6ggMaggn+0xwWdGiXA/keYIjWfq70ROYqXGcWgmY6KHatGbiv953Uz3L4OciTTTIOj8oX7GsU7wtBQcMQlU87EhhEpm/orpkEhCTQfKNiV4iysvk1a14hl+Vy3Xroo6SugYnaJz5KELVEM3qI6aiKIH9IRe0Kv1aD1bb9b7fHTFKjJH6A+sj28WIJlu</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="63XQ4U2vQsDMMJD40oSFDNFC0bo=">AAACB3icbVDLSgMxFM34rONr1KUgwSK4KjPd6LLoRnBToS/oDCWTuW1DM5khyQhl6M6Nv+LGhSJu/QV3/o1pO4K2HgicnHMPyT1hypnSrvtlrayurW9slrbs7Z3dvX3n4LClkkxSaNKEJ7ITEgWcCWhqpjl0UgkkDjm0w9H11G/fg1QsEQ09TiGIyUCwPqNEG6nnnPghDJjIKQgNcmLfNmwfRPRz7zllt+LOgJeJV5AyKlDvOZ9+lNAsNnHKiVJdz011kBOpGeUwsf1MQUroiAyga6ggMaggn+0xwWdGiXA/keYIjWfq70ROYqXGcWgmY6KHatGbiv953Uz3L4OciTTTIOj8oX7GsU7wtBQcMQlU87EhhEpm/orpkEhCTQfKNiV4iysvk1a14hl+Vy3Xroo6SugYnaJz5KELVEM3qI6aiKIH9IRe0Kv1aD1bb9b7fHTFKjJH6A+sj28WIJlu</latexit>

Figure 2.11: The common zero-temperature phase diagrams of SΦ [Eq. (2.22)] and SΨ
[Eq. (2.23)] in spatial dimension d = 1. There is a Kramers-Wannier duality between SΦ
and SΨ in d = 1, and so the two actions have the same phases and transitions. For larger N
(possibly all N ≥ 4) there is an intermediate gapless phase, while for N = 2, 3 there can be a
direct transition between gapped phases. This thesis describes the direct transition between
gapped phases for N = 3. The transitions out of the gapless Luttinger liquid are in the
Kosterlitz-Thouless [356] (KT) and Pokrovsky-Talapov [506, 507] (PT) classes.

ZN symmetry, the low-energy theory of the incommensurate state has an emergent U(1)

symmetry which leads to a gapless “phason” mode [228] (note that this argument applies also

in spatial dimensions d > 1, as illustrated in Fig. 2.10). This is the reason for the difficulty

in obtaining a theory for the direct transition in the chiral model from a gapped disordered

phase, to a commensurate ZN -ordered phase: the perturbative analysis of the field theory in

Eq. (2.22) implies that such a direct transition does not exist, and there is an intermediate

gapless incommensurate phase. On the other hand, there is ample evidence from numerical

studies for the existence of a direct transition [562, 756] in d = 1.

One of our main results will be an exact duality between models described by SΦ in d = 1,

and a theory of the condensation of a nonrelativistic Bose gas in d = 1. Specifically, we

consider a Bose gas, with Bose field Ψ, which undergoes a condensation transition in the

presence of a higher-dimensional background condensate of a “molecule” of N bosons. This

implies that we always have ⟨ΨN ⟩ ̸= 0. The continuum theory for the onset of a single-boson
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condensate in the presence of a N -boson condensate is [143]

SΨ =

∫
dx dτ

[
|∂τΨ|2 + |∂xΨ|2 + ατΨ

∗∂τΨ+ sΨ|Ψ|2 + u|Ψ|4 + λ(ΨN + (Ψ∗)N )
]
, (2.23)

where ατ (and all other couplings) are real; note that there is no direct relationship between the

values of sΨ,Φ, u, λ between SΦ and SΨ. At first glance, it might appear that the relationship

between SΦ and SΨ is trivial, and they are related simply by a Wick rotation which exchanges

space (x) and imaginary time (τ). However, that is not the case. There is a crucial difference

in a factor of i between the first-order derivative terms in Eqs. (2.22) and (2.23), and this

difference is required by the unitarity of both theories. A Wick rotation relationship would

imply that the dynamical critical exponent z of SΦ is the inverse of the z of SΨ, and that

the scaling dimensions of Φ and Ψ are equal. The actual relationship between the theories is

a Kramers-Wannier type duality between the Φ and Ψ fields, and one is the ‘disorder’ field

of the other. Furthermore, unlike the N = 2 Ising case, the duality is not a self-duality for

N > 2; consequently the scaling dimensions of Φ and Ψ are not equal to each other for N ̸= 2.

Finally, because the duality does not actually involve a Wick rotation, the values of z of

the theories SΦ and SΨ are equal to each other, as are the values of their correlation length

exponents ν.

The advantage of working with SΨ is that it allows a perturbative study (near two spatial

dimensions) of a direct transition between a phase with ⟨Ψ⟩ = 0, to a phase with a uniform

condensate ⟨Ψ⟩ ̸= 0 (see Fig. 2.10). Under the duality mapping in d = 1, these phases corre-

spond to clock model states with ⟨Φ⟩ ̸= 0 (and spatially uniform) and ⟨Φ⟩ = 0, respectively

(see Fig. 2.11). Note that with a spatially uniform Ψ condensate, the λ term in Eq. (2.23)

does not average to zero, and so there is no emergent U(1) symmetry and the Ψ-condensed

phase is also gapped. A gapless phase of SΨ can appear only in d = 1, and requires nonper-

turbative effects which are special to d = 1 [316]. The Bose gas formulation of SΨ is naturally

set up to provide a perturbative theory of a transition between two gapped phases, without

an intermediate gapless phase. We shall present a renormalization-group analysis of such a

transition, building upon the analysis in Ref. 143, which examined SΨ in an expansion in

2− d.
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We reiterate (as illustrated in Figs. 2.10 and 2.11) that the duality mapping between SΦ

and SΨ applies only in d = 1, and their global phase diagrams are expected to coincide only

in d = 1; SΦ can have a gapless incommensurate phase for d ≥ 1, while SΨ has no gapless

phase for d > 1. We will use the direct transition between gapped phases of SΨ, present for

d ≥ 1, to obtain a 2− d expansion for the transition in d = 1; then, we will employ duality to

map it onto the direct transition of SΦ in d = 1.

The outline of the next few sections is as follows. Section 2.5 first defines the N -state

lattice chiral clock model for generic integers N , and analyzes its symmetries and duality

properties. Section 2.6 contains further discussion of the duality in the context of models

which can be connected to the continuum quantum field theories; we also present a general

discussion on the nature of phases and phase transitions for different values of N . Our

main results on the renormalization-group analysis of SΨ in a (2 − d) expansion appear in

Section 2.7. In Section 2.8, we also examine a lattice discretization of the Bose gas model

SΨ, and determine the exponents of its transition. The appendices contain various technical

details. In particular, Appendix A.4.1 contains further numerical DMRG results: we extend

the above-described numerical results of Ref. 562 on the chiral clock model, and compare

critical exponents between the transitions of the θ ̸= 0, ϕ = 0 and θ = 0, ϕ ̸= 0 models,

which are related by the duality transformation. We also present DMRG results on the CCM

along the self-dual line ϕ = θ; note that this case does not have the requisite parity and

time-reversal symmetries unlike the models studied in the body of this chapter. Here, we find

numerical evidence for an intermediate incommensurate phase.

2.5 ZN chiral clock models for N ≥ 3

2.5.1 Definition of the model

Building upon the Z3 CCM introduced in Eq. (2.1), here, we consider its generalization to

a chiral clock model with N ≥ 3 states. The quantum chiral clock model in d = 1 spatial

dimensions may be defined on an open chain of M sites by [181]

H = −f
M∑
j=1

(
τj e

iϕ + τ †j e
−iϕ
)
− J

M−1∑
j=1

(
σjσ

†
j+1e

iθ + σ†jσj+1e
−iθ
)
, (2.24)
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where we conventionally take f, J > 0. As before, the operators τ and σ commute on each

site and obey the algebra

τN = σN = I, τ † = τ−1, σ† = σ−1, σ τ = ω τ σ, (2.25)

where ω = e2πi/N . An explicit matrix representation of these operators is

σ =



1 0 0 · · · 0

0 ω 0 · · · 0

0 0 ω2 · · · 0
...

...
... . . . ...

0 0 0 · · · ωN−1


, τ =



0 0 0 · · · 0 1

1 0 0 · · · 0 0

0 1 0 · · · 0 0
...

...
... . . . ...

...
0 0 0 · · · 1 0


. (2.26)

Here, σ measures where on the “clock” the state is, while τ rotates the state clockwise through

the discrete angle 2π/N . This model has a global ZN symmetry implemented by the unitary

operator

G =
M∏
j=1

τj , (2.27)

which acts as G†σjG = ωσj and G†τjG = τj .

For generic values of θ, ϕ, and N , the phase diagram of this model is very intricate and not

well understood. For small values of θ and ϕ, where the interaction is always ferromagnetic,

there will be a disordered ground state with ⟨σi⟩ = 0 in the J ≪ f limit and a commensurate

ordered ground state with ⟨σi⟩ ̸= 0 in the J ≫ f limit. For intermediate values of J/f , then

depending on the precise values of θ, ϕ, and N , these two phases may be separated by an

intermediate gapless phase or a direct continuous transition2. In addition, for large enough

angles θ and ϕ, this model has incommensurate gapless phases persisting for the entire region

0 ≤ J/f ≤ ∞.

In this chapter, we will largely be interested in the cases (θ ̸= 0, ϕ = 0) and (θ = 0, ϕ ̸= 0),

where the model has both time-reversal and spatial-inversion symmetries. Our goal will be to

exploit the duality in this microscopic model (reviewed below) to map out the critical theories
2For this particular model there are no first-order transitions, but in models with the same symmetry and

different microscopic interactions, a first-order transition between the ordered and disordered phases is possible
[96].
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for these transitions, and thus gain a better understanding of criticality in all systems in the

same universality class. To this end, we review the important symmetries of this model.

2.5.2 Discrete symmetries

We now introduce the operators C, P , and T [756]. Charge conjugation is a unitary operator

defined by the relations

CσjC = σ†j , CτjC = τ †j , C2 = I. (2.28)

The operator C can be explicitly represented in the basis of Eq. (2.26) as C =
∏
j Cj , where

Cj acts at each site as

C =



1 0 0 · · · 0 0

0 0 0 · · · 0 1

0 0 0 · · · 1 0
...

...
... . . . ...

...
0 1 0 · · · 0 0


. (2.29)

Parity is a unitary operator defined as

PσjP = σ−j , P τjP = τ−j , P 2 = 1, (2.30)

and time-reversal is an anti-unitary defined as

TσjT = σ†j , T τj T = τj , T 2 = I. (2.31)

In the particular basis (2.26), we have T = K, where K is complex conjugation.

Considering all three of these transformations, we see that our Hamiltonian in Eq. (2.24)

transforms as

CH(ϕ, θ)C = H(−ϕ,−θ), PH(ϕ, θ)P = H(ϕ,−θ), TH(ϕ, θ)T = H(−ϕ, θ). (2.32)

For θ = ϕ = 0, all three of these discrete transformations are symmetries, and this is the usual
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(achiral) clock model. If θ = 0, we have the discrete symmetries

(CT )−1H(ϕ, 0)CT = H(ϕ, 0), P−1H(ϕ, 0)P = H(ϕ, 0), (2.33)

while if ϕ = 0, we have

T−1H(0, θ)T = H(0, θ), (CP )−1H(0, θ)CP = H(0, θ). (2.34)

Therefore, both Hamiltonians H(ϕ, 0) and H(0, θ) have separate time-reversal and parity

symmetries, though their explicit definitions are different because they must be combined

with C in different ways. In contrast, for both ϕ ̸= 0 and θ ̸= 0, it is not possible to define

separate T and P symmetries. The only discrete spacetime symmetry is CPT :

(CPT )−1H(ϕ, θ)CPT = H(ϕ, θ), (2.35)

which involves a simultaneous reversal of space and time.

2.5.3 Duality

The reason for our specific choice of the microscopic Hamiltonian of Eq. (2.24) is the existence

of an exact microscopic duality in the thermodynamic limit. Similarly to the Kramers-Wannier

duality in the one-dimensional transverse-field Ising model [350], the duality transformation

proceeds by defining a “disorder operator” σ̃ which creates domain walls. Explicitly, we define

a set of operators on the links of the chain by

τ̃j+1/2 = σjσ
†
j+1, τ̃M+1/2 = σM , σ̃j+1/2 =

j∏
k=1

τ †k , (2.36)

which satisfy the same algebra as the original τ and σ. Here, we parametrize the position of

the dual variable σ̃ on the link connecting sites j and j + 1 by σ̃j+1/2, and similarly for τ̃ .

From Eq. (2.36), the operator σ̃j+1/2 twists all of the states from j = 1, ..., j counterclock-

wise by an angle 2π/N , creating a domain wall at the link j+1/2. In terms of these operators,
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the Hamiltonian takes the form

H = −J
M−1∑
j=1

(
τ̃j+1/2e

iθ + τ̃ †j+1/2e
−iθ
)
− f

M−1∑
j=1

(
σ̃j+1/2σ̃

†
j+3/2e

iϕ + σ̃†j+1/2σ̃j+3/2e
−iϕ
)

− f
(
σ̃†3/2e

iϕ + σ̃3/2e
−iϕ
)
. (2.37)

This is the same form as our original Hamiltonian, except that the first term does not include

the operator τ̃M+1/2, and the last term acts as an external field acting on the first link of

the chain. Ignoring these boundary effects, the bulk part of this model is dual under the

simultaneous transformation

ϕ←→ θ, J ←→ f. (2.38)

This duality will be used in the following sections to obtain quantum field theories for the

critical chiral clock model where the fundamental continuum field represents the disorder

variable σ̃, which will give new insight into these transitions.

We note that the order and disorder operators, σ and σ̃, are both local and will have non-

trivial scaling dimensions at criticality. Since the mapping between them is highly nonlocal,

there is no simple relation between the scaling dimensions of these operators for generic θ and

ϕ. An exception is along the self-dual line θ = ϕ, where the two operators must have identical

anomalous dimensions.

2.6 Chiral clock duality in quantum field theory

This section is split into two parts. In Section 2.6.1, we give a heuristic argument for the

duality described in the introduction and then give an overview of the duality in several

cases of interest. Section 2.6.2 contains an explicit derivation of the duality directly from the

microscopic chiral clock model for N = 3 by mapping to a Euclidean lattice field theory. The

more complicated construction for general N is presented in Appendix A.1, which also fills in

some other technical details in constructing the critical continuum field theory.
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2.6.1 General discussion of the duality

We motivate the field-theoretic statement of the duality by considering a family of anisotropic

quantum rotor models whose phase transitions and critical field theories are well-understood.

The derivation of these models from the microscopic Hamiltonian (2.24) will contain some

suspect arguments, but the final critical theories can be rigorously related to the microscopic

model using the methods of Section 2.6.2 and Appendix A.1. This simpler setting is intended

to give an intuitive outline of the duality, after which we make some general statements and

conjectures about the critical behavior of the CCM for various values of θ, ϕ, and N .

We begin by softening the discrete nature of the order parameter, replacing the Hilbert

space of each site by a rotor degree of freedom:

σj |ζi ⟩ = eiζj |ζj ⟩, (2.39)

where the eigenvalue of ζi can be any real number, but with a 2π redundancy. With this

alteration, the spatial part of the CCM is unchanged,

σjσ
†
j+1e

iθ + h.c. = cos
(
ζj − ζj+1 + θ

)
. (2.40)

Now recall that τ rotates the eigenvalue of σj by an angle 2π/N . Therefore, we can write

τj = e−
2πi
N
Lj , (2.41)

where Lj generates infinitesimal rotations of ζj ; e.g., in the ζ basis,

Lj = −i
∂

∂ζj
. (2.42)

Then, the remainder of the CCM can be written as

τj e
iϕ + h.c. = cos

(
−2π

N
Lj + ϕ

)
. (2.43)
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At this point, we replace this operator by the first term in its power series:

cos

(
−2π

N
Lj + ϕ

)
−→ const.− (2π/N)2

2
L2
j + hϕLj , (2.44)

where hϕ ∝ ϕ. One may attempt to justify this step by appealing to a large-N limit where Nϕ

remains small, although we will consider all N ≥ 3 below. Alternatively, one may argue that

the term on the right-hand side will have the same disordering effect on the ζ field. In either

case, we may always appeal to the more technical derivation below to justify our conclusions.

Our final rotor representation for the CCM will be

H =
f ′

2

∑
j

L2
j − J

∑
j

cos
(
ζj − ζj+1 + θ

)
+ hϕ

∑
j

Lj − hN
∑
j

cos
(
Nζj

)
. (2.45)

Here, in addition to the terms described above, we have also added an anisotropic external

field proportional to hN which breaks the U(1) symmetry of the model back down to ZN .

The statement of duality is that the critical properties of this Hamiltonian for (ϕ = 0, θ ̸= 0)

and (ϕ ̸= 0, θ = 0) map onto each other. Such a duality can only be valid at hN > 0, where a

phase with ZN order exists and a corresponding disorder operator can be defined. The action

of the discrete symmetries of the CCM are implemented as

G : ζj → ζj +
2π

N
, Lj → Lj ,

C : ζj → −ζj , Lj → −Lj ,

P : ζj → ζ−j , Lj → L−j ,

T : ζj → ζj , Lj → −Lj , (2.46)

and T is still anti-unitary, T i T = −i.

Our reason for introducing this model is to utilize the well-known results mapping critical

quantum rotors to quantum field theories [550]. For θ = ϕ = hN = 0, we have a U(1) rotor,

whose critical field theory is the Lorentz and U(1)-invariant theory for a complex field Φ:

S1 =
∫
dx dτ

[
|∂τΦ|2 + |∂xΦ|2 + sΦ|Φ|2 + u|Φ|4 + · · ·

]
, (2.47)
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where the ellipsis denotes all other allowed terms. The main effect of the anisotropic coupling

hN will be to break the U(1) symmetry down to ZN , so we expect the critical theory will be

altered to

S2 =
∫
dx dτ

[
|∂τΦ|2 + |∂xΦ|2 + sΦ|Φ|2 + u|Φ|4 + λ

(
ΦN + (Φ∗)N

)
+ · · ·

]
, (2.48)

where the ellipsis now also includes all real terms invariant under Φ→ e2πi/NΦ. The actions

S1 and S2 are not very useful starting points for studying the critical U(1) rotor model and

achiral clock models in one dimension, where we expect these field theories to be very strongly

coupled, but the critical points of these models have been understood using other methods

(their behavior is reviewed below).

If we add a nonzero θ, we only change the couplings in the spatial direction. In particular,

since θ ̸= 0 breaks parity symmetry, we expect that we should add odd spatial derivative

terms [183]:

SΦ =

∫
dx dτ

[
|∂τΦ|2+ |∂xΦ|2+ iαxΦ∗∂xΦ+ sΦ|Φ|2+u|Φ|4+λ

(
ΦN + (Φ∗)N

)
+ · · ·

]
. (2.49)

Finally, we consider the effect of ϕ ̸= 0 and θ = 0, which we have argued should describe the

critical field theory for the disorder operator Ψ that is dual to the clock order parameter Φ

experiencing the chiral transition in Eq. (2.49). From Eq. (2.45), this is equivalent to adding

an external field coupled to the conserved charge Q =
∑

j Lj associated with U(1) rotations

of the theory. We do not need to perform a detailed derivation of the field theory in this case;

we simply need to find the corresponding U(1) Noether charge of the action S1 to find the

operator which couples to hϕ. This is equivalent to replacing ∂τ −→ ∂τ + hϕ, and we obtain

the theory

SΨ =

∫
dx dτ

[
|∂τΨ|2 + |∂xΨ|2 +ατΨ

∗∂τΨ+ sΨ|Ψ|2 + u|Ψ|4 + λ(ΨN + (Ψ∗)N ) + · · ·
]

(2.50)

as claimed in the introduction.
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Achiral clock model: ϕ = θ = 0

Setting ϕ = θ = 0 in either Eqs. (2.24) or (2.45), we expect the phase diagram to have the

same general structure as the phases mapped out for the discrete planar models studied in

Refs. 167 and 96, which also discuss duality in these and related models. We review these

results, which are useful for what follows. Here, we describe the possible behavior for all

models with the same symmetries as the specific models we gave above.

We first recall the properties of the U(1)-symmetric limit, hN → 0, which has relevance

for the critical properties of the large-N clock models. At hN = 0, the system undergoes a

Kosterlitz-Thouless (KT) transition between a disordered gapped phase and a gapless critical

phase (which we call a KT phase) [356]. The critical phase may be described by a free

bosonic field theory, and the scaling dimensions of physical operators vary continuously with

the couplings. For small hN , the gapless critical phase is always unstable to a gapped phase

with ZN order for small enough f ′/J . The critical behavior for various values of N are as

follows:

N = 3 : The U(1)-symmetric fixed point is unstable to the perturbation h3 [316]. The Z3

clock model is identical to the three-state Potts model, which realizes the full S3 permutation

symmetry, and there is a direct continuous transition between the disordered and ordered

phases. The critical point is described by the c = 4
5 conformal field theory, and the scaling

dimension of every operator is known exactly [154].

N = 4 : There is a direct transition between the Z4-ordered phase and the disordered phase.

The critical points are in the Ashkin-Teller (AT) universality class, which is really a family

of universality classes. The AT model may be defined as two copies of the Ising
(
c = 1

2

)
conformal field theory which are coupled together by their energy operators. This coupling

is exactly marginal, and the resulting AT model describes a line of fixed points with central

charge c = 1. This line passes through the four-state Potts fixed point, and eventually meets

the U(1)-symmetric Kosterlitz-Thouless point at h4 = 0 [316, 318].
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N ≥ 5 : In this case, the phase transition will either be first-order or there will be an interme-

diate KT phase. For these larger values of N , we may use intuition from the U(1)-symmetric

limit when describing transitions into this KT phase, where thermodynamic variables diverge

with an essential singularity. We note that the scaling dimension of the order parameter at

the KT transitions will not coincide with the U(1) value ∆σ = 1/8.

Chiral clock model: θ ̸= 0

We now consider the expected critical theories for ϕ = 0 and θ ̸= 0, along with the dual

formulations obtained by applying the θ ↔ ϕ duality.

First, we consider the hN → 0 limit. Although the duality between these theories only

holds at finite N , for N large enough, one expects that the leading operators ΦN + c.c. will

be irrelevant compared to the U(1) invariant part of the action, leading to enlarged U(1)

symmetry in the critical regime (we discuss this point further below). We note that the

N ≥ 5 CCM is expected to always have an incommensurate KT phase separating the ordered

regions of the phase diagram [480].

Using the ϕ ↔ θ duality, we expect that the phase transition from the commensurate

ZN -ordered phase to the incommensurate phase (the C–IC transition) can be described by

SΨ,U(1) =

∫
dx dτ

[
|∂τΨ|2 + |∂xΨ|2 + ατΨ

∗∂τΨ+ sΨ|Ψ|2 + u|Ψ|4 + · · ·
]
, (2.51)

where Ψ creates a domain wall in the ZN -ordered state. Interestingly, the disorder operator

condenses at zero momentum. This is the same critical theory which describes the Bose

superfluid–Mott insulator transition at variable density [550].

In fact, the identification of SΨ,U(1) as a description of the C–IC transition could be argued

along completely different lines. Schulz [583] has shown that the critical Pokrovsky-Talapov

(PT) theory of the C–IC transition can be mapped to that of a one-dimensional spinless

fermion at the bottom of a quadratic band, undergoing an insulator–Luttinger liquid transition

[506, 507]. The equivalence of this theory with the critical theory SΨ,U(1) has also been well

established [558]. Our present derivation of the relation between SΨ and the PT transition

completes this circle of dualities, and gives an interesting interpretation of the field Ψ as the
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operator which creates domain walls in the commensurate phase.

For N = 3, it is known that θ couples to an operator with scaling dimension 9/5, so it

is a relevant perturbation. Recent numerical progress [562, 756] has provided evidence that

the N = 3 theory flows to a new fixed point where there is a direct continuous transition

between the two phases for intermediate θ; for other small values of N , less is known in the

literature. As with the achiral models, it would be interesting to establish a critical value Nc

above which these models cross over to U(1)-symmetric behavior.

As stressed in the introduction, the theory of Eq. (2.49) cannot perturbatively describe

the onset of ZN order at zero momentum, while the dual theory SΨ admits a perturbative

expansion in 2− d and 4−N . In doing so, we envision a scenario where the U(1)-symmetric

transition of Eq. (2.51) in d < 2 dimensions is unstable to the addition of the operator

ΨN + c.c., and the theory flows to a fixed point which is smoothly connected to the CCM in

d = 1. However, the precise nature of the renormalization-group flow of these field theories

for general N at d = 1 cannot be addressed by our methods; we cannot rule out the possibility

that our perturbative fixed point is unstable, and the CCM fixed point of interest does not

smoothly connect to the d = 2, N = 4 case where we apply perturbation theory.

If we assume that the critical CCM is smoothly connected to the perturbative fixed point

considered below, we may make some predictions for the value of Nc where the critical CCM

crosses over to a U(1)-symmetric theory. Damle & Sachdev [143] computed the scaling dimen-

sion of the operator ΨN +c.c. at the U(1) symmetric fixed point of Eq. (2.51) in an expansion

in 2 − d. Extrapolating their results to d = 1 gave the unusual result that the operator was

relevant for N ≲ 2.6 and N ≳ 5.4, and irrelevant for N between these values. As pointed

out in that work, the predictions for large N are certainly an artifact of the expansion (in

particular, the expansion predicts unphysical negative scaling dimensions for N ≥ 6). In

Section 2.7, we obtain equivalent results to those in Ref. 143 truncated at small 4−N . There,

we find that the operator ΨN + c.c. is relevant for N < Nc and irrelevant for N > Nc, where

Nc ≈ 3.6. (2.52)

Here, we have extrapolated to d = 1 and arbitrary N , but Nc is close enough to N = 4 that
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this may be a quantitatively accurate estimate.

Throughout this chapter, we have ignored the N = 2 case. From Eq. (2.24), it is clear that

the lattice CCM reduces to the transverse-field Ising model in this case, and that nonzero

angles θ and ϕ are simply redefinitions of the constants f and J . At the level of our field-

theory duality, we can see this by the fact that our order parameter can be chosen to be real, so

that the couplings Φ∂xΦ and Ψ∂τΨ are total derivatives and do not contribute to the action.

Then, the duality between SΦ and SΨ reduces to the ordinary Kramers-Wannier self-duality

of the Ising model [350]. The exact computations of Ref. 143 show that SΨ flows to the Ising

fixed point for the N = 2 case, which serves as an added verification of our assumption for

the RG flows of these models.

2.6.2 Explicit derivation of the duality for N = 3

We now consider the explicit mapping of the one-dimensional quantum model (2.24) to a

Euclidean lattice field theory using transfer-matrix methods [350]. In this section, we treat

the simplest case, N = 3, and leave the more technically complicated but conceptually similar

N > 3 case for Appendix A.1. We write the partition function as

Z = Tr exp (−βH) = lim
a→0

lim
Mτ→∞

Tr
(
e−aH

)Mτ
, (2.53)

where aMτ = β. This represents Mτ products of a 3M × 3M transfer matrix e−aH . We first

decompose this into a product,

e−aH = T1T2 +O(a2), (2.54)

where

T1 = exp

aβf M∑
j

τje
iϕ + h.c.

 , T2 = exp

aβJ M∑
j

σjσ
†
j+1e

iθ + h.c.

 . (2.55)
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We now insert a complete set of states between each factor of the transfer matrix. For the

3M -dimensional Hilbert space defined in the problem, we use the basis |nj⟩ where

σj |nj⟩ = e2πinj/3|nj⟩ (2.56)

with possible eigenvalues nj = 0, 1, ..., 2. The partition function becomes

Z =
∑

{nj(ℓ)}

Mτ∏
ℓ=1

⟨{nj(ℓ)}|T1T2|{nj(ℓ+ 1)}⟩ . (2.57)

The sum is over the 3MMτ values of nj(ℓ). The matrix elements of T2 are trivial,

T2|{nj(ℓ)}⟩ = exp

2aβJ
M∑
j

cos

[
2π

3

(
nj(ℓ)− nj+1(ℓ)

)
+ θ

] |{nj(ℓ)}⟩, (2.58)

and it remains to evaluate the matrix elements

T1(n, n
′) ≡

⟨
n|T1|n′

⟩
. (2.59)

For this, we write the eigenbasis |n⟩ in terms of the eigenbasis of τ :

τ |ω⟩ = e2πiω/3|ω⟩, (2.60)

where ω = 0, 1, ..., 2. These bases are related by

|n⟩ = 1√
3

2∑
ω=0

e2πiωn/3|ω⟩. (2.61)

Using the above equations, we can evaluate the matrix elements in Eq. (2.57), obtaining an

expression resembling a classical partition function defined on a 2D lattice:

Z =
1

3Mτ

∑
{nj(ℓ)}

exp

2aβJ

Mτ∑
ℓ=1

M∑
j=1

cos

[
2π

3

(
nj(ℓ)− nj+1(ℓ)

)
+ θ

]
×
Mτ∏
ℓ=1

M∏
j=1

2∑
ω=0

exp

(
2aβf cos

[
2π

N
ω + ϕ

])
exp

(
−2πiω

3

(
nj(ℓ)− nj(ℓ+ 1)

))
.(2.62)
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Our next step is to evaluate the sum over ω, and then rewrite the resulting terms as a

single exponential. Explicitly, we can write

S3(∆n) ≡
2∑

ω=0

exp

(
2aβf cos

[
2π

N
ω + ϕ

]
− 2πiω

3

(
nj(ℓ)− nj(ℓ+ 1)

))

= A exp

[
B(ϕ) cos

(
2π

3
∆n

)]
exp

[
iφ(ϕ)

2√
3
sin

(
2π

3
∆n

)]
(2.63)

with the definitions

A =
[
e2aβf cosϕ + 2e−aβf cosϕ cosh

(√
3aβf sinϕ

)]
e−B(ϕ),

B(ϕ) =
1

3
log

[ (
e3aβf cosϕ + 2 cosh

(√
3aβf sinϕ

))2
e6aβf cosϕ − 2e3aβf cosϕ cosh

(√
3aβf sinϕ

)
+ 2 cosh

(
2
√
3aβf sinϕ

)
− 1

]
,

tanφ(ϕ) =

√
3 sinh

(√
3aβf sinϕ

)
e3aβf cosϕ − cosh

(√
3aβf sinϕ

) . (2.64)

For small a, φ(ϕ) = ϕ; we take this as a strict equality from now on. We can also show that

B(ϕ) ≈ −2

3
log a (2.65)

for small a, so the ϕ-dependence disappears from the B(ϕ) term.

From this analysis, we expect that the critical behavior of the quantum model is equivalent

to the Euclidean lattice field theory obtained by the partition function

Z = C
∑

{nx,τ}

e−S (2.66)

with the action

−S = Kx

∑
x,τ

cos

[
2π

3
(nx,τ − nx+1,τ ) + θ

]
+Kτ

∑
x,τ

cos

[
2π

3
(nx,τ − nx,τ+1)

]
+

2iϕ√
3

∑
x,τ

sin

[
2π

3
(nx,τ − nx,τ+1)

]
. (2.67)
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Here, the quantum model is obtained in the limit Kx → 0, Ky → ∞ such that Kxe
3Ky/2 is

finite and tuned to the phase transition. We have Kx ∼ aβJ and Ky ∼ B = B(a, βf), but

choose the Kx and Ky as tuning parameters instead of J and f .

For ϕ = 0, the action (2.67) is equivalent to the two-dimensional classical chiral clock model

[290, 480], and this mapping has been known for a long time [103, 270, 271]. For ϕ ̸= 0, there

is a purely quantum term proportional to ϕ contributing complex Boltzmann weights. This

term was noticed in Ref. 270, but the proper interpretation of the term as describing the

Euclidean path integral of a quantum field theory was overlooked. The coefficient of ϕ is such

that each term in the partition sum contributes phases of 1 and e±iϕ, so the model still has

an exact 2π periodicity in ϕ as required. The original θ ↔ ϕ duality of the microscopic model

is invisible here; it is a nontrivial infrared self-duality of the theory which also involves some

nontrivial transformation on Kx and Kτ . The global symmetries of the original quantum

model are now implemented as

G : nx,τ → nx,τ + 1,

T : nx,τ → nx,−τ ,

C : nx,τ → −nx,τ ,

P : nx,τ → n−x,τ . (2.68)

In Appendix A.1 we derive an equivalent field theory for this model in the scaling limit in

terms of a complex field Φ(x, τ), which acts as an order parameter of the spins σ. Our final

field theory in terms of this continuum complex field is

S ′ =
∫
dτ dx

(
iαxΦ

∗∂xΦ+ αxx|∂xΦ|2 + ατΦ
∗∂τΦ+ αττ |∂τΦ|2

+ sΦ|Φ|2 + λ
(
Φ3 +Φ∗3)+ u|Φ|4 + · · ·

)
, (2.69)

where αx goes to zero for θ = 0, and ατ goes to zero for ϕ = 0. The symmetries of the original

model are now implemented by

G : Φ(x, τ)→ e2πi/3Φ(x, τ),
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T : Φ(x, τ)→ Φ(x,−τ),

C : Φ(x, τ),→ Φ∗(x, τ)

P : Φ(x, τ)→ Φ(−x, τ). (2.70)

From Eq. (2.69), we can see that specializing to the case {θ ̸= 0, ϕ = 0} gives the action SΦ

of Eq. (2.22). Then, after applying the duality of Section 2.5.3, and following the same steps

for the disorder parameter Ψ ∼ σ̃, we obtain the dual action SΨ of Eq. (2.23), completing our

proof.

2.7 Renormalization group analysis of the ZN dilute Bose gas

In this section, we will study the renormalization-group (RG) properties of the ZN dilute Bose

gas (DBG) starting from the action

SB =

∫
dτ ddx

[
Ψ∗∂τΨ+ |∇Ψ|2 + s|Ψ|2 + u

2
|Ψ|4 + λ0

N !

(
ΨN +Ψ†N

)]
. (2.71)

Here, we have generalized the action SΨ to d spatial dimensions, and truncated the action to

the most relevant terms. We drop the subscript on the “mass” term, sΨ, in the remainder of

this section. The units in the space and imaginary time directions have been chosen such that

the coefficients of the first two terms are unity. At the free theory, u = λ0 = 0, the dynamical

critical exponent is given by z = 2, and the scaling dimensions of the couplings in units of

momentum or inverse length are

dim(s) = 2, dim(u) = 2− d, dim(λ0) = 2 + d−Nd/2. (2.72)

Close to the free theory, s is always relevant, identifying it as the coupling which tunes through

the phase transition. We will hereafter always assume this coupling is tuned to criticality,

and define it to vanish at this value: s = sc = 0. The couplings u and λ are both marginal

for d = 2 and N = 4, and there are no additional relevant or marginal operators allowed by

symmetry. This suggests an expansion in both ϵ = 2 − d and δ = 4 − N , so that we may

exhibit a flow to an interacting fixed point which remains perturbatively accessible. We may
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Figure 2.12: The interaction vertices in the diagrammatic expansion of the ZN DBG. Both
of the λ0 vertices have a total of N propagators attached to them.

then perform a diagrammatic expansion on this model, where the free propagator is

G(ω, k) =
1

−iω + k2
, (2.73)

and the interaction vertices are pictured in Fig. 2.12.

We now define renormalized fields and couplings,

τ =
Zτµ

−2

Z
τR, ψ = Z1/2ψR, u =

Zgµ
2−d

ZZτSd
g, λ0 =

Zλµ
2+d−Nd/2

ZN/2−1ZτS
N/2−1
d

λ, (2.74)

where Sd = (4π)−d/2 is a dimensional factor defined to simplify future expressions. We have

also introduced an arbitrary momentum scale, µ, which renders the renormalized couplings

dimensionless. We renormalize the theory by first computing correlation functions in bare

perturbation theory using the action SB for arbitrary ϵ and δ. These correlation functions

will be divergent in some dimension-one manifold of the ϵ − δ plane, including at the point

ϵ = δ = 0. We then express these correlation functions in terms of the renormalized fields

and couplings specified in Eq. (2.74), and choose the renormalization constants Zi such that

the correlation functions of the renormalized fields are regular in a finite neighborhood of the

origin of the ϵ− δ plane when expressed in terms of the renormalized couplings.

In particular, if we consider the one-particle irreducible (1PI) vertex of n fields in momen-

tum and frequency space, the bare and renormalized quantities are related by

Γ
(n)
R ({ωRi, ki}, g, λ, µ) = Zn/2

(
Zτ
Z

)
Γ(n)({ωi, ki}, u0, λ0), (2.75)
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where we have defined ωR = Zτµ
−2ω/Z in congruence with Eq. (2.74), and these vertex

functions are defined without overall delta functions enforcing momentum and frequency

conservation. By the renormalizability of our theory, the constants Zi may be specified by

computing the three 1PI vertices displayed in Fig. 2.13.

Once we have obtained the renormalization constants, we may consider the dependence

of the interaction couplings on our arbitrary momentum scale µ by defining the usual beta

functions,

βg = µ
dg

dµ
, βλ = µ

dλ

dµ
. (2.76)

These may be computed directly from the definitions of g and λ in Eq. (2.74). Introducing

the convenient shorthand

Zg ≡ log

(
Zg
ZZτ

)
, Zλ ≡ log

(
Zλ

ZN/2−1Zτ

)
,

hg ≡ 2− d = ϵ, hλ ≡ 2 + d−Nd/2 = ϵ+ δ − ϵδ/2, (2.77)

we can write the beta functions as

βg =
−hgg − hggλdZλ

dλ + hλgλ
dZg

dλ

1 + g
dZg

dg + λdZλ
dλ + gλ

dZg

dg
dZλ
dλ − gλ

dZg

dλ
dZλ
dg

,

βλ =
−hλλ− hλgλdZg

dg + hggλ
dZλ
dg

1 + g
dZg

dg + λdZλ
dλ + gλ

dZg

dg
dZλ
dλ − gλ

dZg

dλ
dZλ
dg

. (2.78)

The critical points of the system are given by solving βg = βλ = 0.

Once we obtain a fixed point, we compute critical exponents. For example, the scaling of

the dimensionless renormalized coupling τR determines the scaling of the time dimension with

respect to momentum, which gives the dynamical critical exponent z:

µ
dτR
dµ
≡ zτR ⇒ z = 2− βg

d

dg
log

(
Zτ
Z

)
− βλ

d

dλ
log

(
Zτ
Z

)
. (2.79)

All other critical exponents are related to the scaling dimensions of operators. For example,
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by renormalizing the two-point function, we have effectively computed the scaling dimension

∆Ψ associated with the operator Ψ:

∆Ψ =
d

2
+

1

2
βg

d

dg
logZ +

1

2
βλ

d

dλ
logZ. (2.80)

Similarly, by renormalizing the interaction vertices, we have effectively computed the scaling

dimensions of the operators ΨN + c.c. and |Ψ|4. We will find below that these operators will

generically mix at the interacting fixed point, as they have the same scaling dimension at

ϵ = δ = 0, and they transform identically under the symmetries of SB when λ ̸= 0. The

eigenoperators under dilatations will have scaling dimensions given by

∆Ψ4
±
= 2d+ z + ω± with det

 ∂βg
∂g

∂βg
∂λ

∂βλ
∂g

∂βλ
∂λ

− ω± I

 = 0, (2.81)

i.e., the two numbers ω± are the two eigenvalues associated with the matrix formed by lin-

earizing the beta functions at the critical couplings. The eigenvectors of this matrix determine

the precise nature of the operator mixing.

The last operator we are interested in is the leading relevant operator, |Ψ|2. Since this does

not appear in our action at criticality, we need to define a new renormalization constant,

|Ψ|2 = Z2

Zτ

(
|Ψ|2

)
R
, (2.82)

where Z2 is chosen to cancel divergences upon insertion of this composite operator. With this

particular definition, the 1PI vertex with n insertions of Ψ or Ψ∗ and m insertions of |Ψ|2 is

renormalized as

Γ
(n,m)
R ({ωRi, ki}, g, λ, µ) = Zn/2−1Z1−m

τ Zm2 Γ(n,m)({ωi, ki}, u0, λ0). (2.83)

We will calculate Z2 by renormalizing the vertex Γ(2,1), pictured in Fig. 2.14. With this

definition, the scaling dimension of |Ψ|2 is

∆|Ψ|2 ≡ d+ βg
d

dg
log

(
Z2

Zτ

)
+ βλ

d

dλ
log

(
Z2

Zτ

)
. (2.84)
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After computing these scaling dimensions, we will obtain the critical exponents of SB.

However, because the field Ψ is the disorder operator of the CCM, many of the critical

exponents will not have a simple relation to the critical exponents associated with the CCM

order parameter Φ, which is a nonlocal operator in this theory. We do expect that |Ψ|2, as the

lone relevant operator allowed by symmetry at the critical point, will map to the corresponding

relevant operator in the CCM transition. This implies that the critical exponent ν will coincide

at the ZN CCM and DBG critical points. Furthermore, the dynamical critical exponent z is

a property of the exact low-energy dispersion of the quantum critical point rather than any

particular operator, and therefore it should also be the same in both theories.

2.7.1 Diagrammatic expansion

We now outline the diagrammatic expansion for renormalizing SB. The diagrams needed

to renormalize the interactions are pictured in Fig. 2.13. We can immediately identify the

main technical challenge, which is that the loop diagrams are only defined for integer N .

For example, the first correction to Γ(2) pictured in Fig. 2.13 is an (N − 1)-loop diagram,

and a given loop diagram only makes sense for an integer number of loops. However, we are

interested in an analytic expansion in the theory in small δ = 4 − N . This requires finding

an expression for these diagrams for all integers N , analytically continuing this expression to

arbitrary values of N , and then performing the expansion in N = 4−δ. The method by which

we compute and analytically continue these diagrams is outlined in Appendix A.2, which also

contains derivations of the integrals needed.

Using the expressions for I(M)
1−4 given in Appendix A.2, the bare 1PI vertices pictured in

Figures 2.13 and 2.14 are given by

Γ(2)(ω, k) =− iω + k2 − λ20
Γ(N)

I
(N−2)
1 (ω, k) +

uλ20
2Γ(N − 2)

I
(N−1)
2 (ω, k)

+
2uλ20

Γ(N − 1)
I
(N−1)
3 (ω, k), (2.85)

Γ(4) =− 2u+ 2u2I
(1)
1 (p1 + p2) +

λ20
Γ(N − 1)

I
(N−3)
1 (p1 + p2)

− 2u3I
(1)
1 (p1 + p2)

2 − 2uλ20
Γ(N − 1)

[
I
(1)
1 (p1 + p2)I

(N−3)
1 (p1 + p2)

]
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Figure 2.13: Diagrams contributing to the 1PI vertices (top) Γ(2), (middle) Γ(4), (bottom)
Γ(N). The ellipses represent the insertion of propagators required so that each λ0 vertex has
a total of N lines attached.

− uλ20
2Γ(N − 3)

I
(N−2)
2 (p1 + p2)−

uλ20
Γ (N − 2)

[
I
(N−2)
3 (p1 + p2, p3) + 3 perms.

]
− 2uλ20

Γ(N − 1)

[
I
(N−2)
4 (p1, p3) + 3 perms.

]
, (2.86)

Γ(N)(ωi, ki) =− λ0 + λ0u
N∑
i<j

I
(1)
1 (pi + pj)− λ0u2

N∑
i<j

I
(1)
1 (pi + pj)

2 (2.87)

− λ0u
2
∑

i<j<k<ℓ

[
I
(1)
1 (pi + pj)I

(1)
1 (pk + pℓ) + I

(1)
1 (pi + pj)I

(1)
1 (pk + pℓ)

+ I
(1)
1 (pi + pj)I

(1)
1 (pk + pℓ)

]
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Figure 2.14: Diagrams contributing to the renormalization of Γ(2,1).

− 2λ0u
2(N − 2)

N∑
i<j

I
(2)
3 (pi + pj)−

λ2

N !

⌊N2 ⌋∑
n=2

(
N

n

)
I
(n−1)
1 (pi)I

(N−n−1)
1 (−pi),

Γ(2,1)(ωi, ki) =1 +
λ20

Γ (N − 1)
I
(N−2)
4 (p1, p1 + p2). (2.88)

Here, the terms labeled “perm.” denote the same integrals with permutations of the labeled

external momenta. We then apply the renormalization conditions of Eqs. (2.75) and (2.83):

Γ
(2)
R (ω, k) = Zτ Γ

(2)(ω, k),

Γ
(4)
R (ω, k) = Z Zτ Γ

(4)(ω, k),

Γ
(N)
R (ω, k) = ZN/2−1 Zτ Γ

(N)(ω, k),

Γ
(2,1)
R (ω, k) = Z2 Γ

(2,1)(ω, k). (2.89)

Finally, we express the bare couplings appearing on the right-hand side of the equation in terms

of the renormalized 1PI couplings defined in Eq. (2.74), and then choose the renormalization

constants to render these functions finite near ϵ = δ = 0.

Using the above expressions, we will renormalize the theory to second order in the couplings.

We have also obtained the renormalized vertex Γ(2) to third order in the couplings; because

this vertex does not have a contribution at first order, knowing the fixed point to second order

is sufficient to obtain Zτ and Z (and therefore z and ∆ψ) to third order. The third-order

calculation does not involve any extra difficulty because the diagrams appearing in Γ(2) at

third order involve no new integrals compared to those needed to renormalize the interaction

vertices at second order.
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From the expressions for I1−4, the bare 1PI vertices have divergences in the form of poles

in the ϵ − δ plane. For example, in the 1PI four-point function we find simple poles of the

form

Γ
(4)
R = Zg +

f1(ϵ, δ)

ϵ
+

f2(ϵ, δ)

ϵ/2 + δ − ϵδ/2
+ reg. (2.90)

at leading order, where the fi(ϵ, δ) are complicated functions and “reg.” indicates finite con-

tributions. As usual, there is a large ambiguity in defining the Zg to subtract these poles, and

this ambiguity will not affect universal quantities at the critical point. If we only had simple

poles in ϵ, a common choice is to subtract the poles in ϵ without subtracting any finite part

of the bare vertices. This is the modified minimal subtraction scheme, MS, where “modified”

refers to the extra factors of Sd inserted in the definitions of our couplings in Eq. (2.74).

However, is it not possible to subtract the pole 1/(ϵ/2 + δ − ϵδ/2) without retaining some of

the ϵ or δ dependence in the numerator. One may choose to subtract the pole with the entire

function f2(ϵ, δ) in the numerator, but instead we have chosen

Zg = 1− f1(0, 0)

ϵ
− f2(ϵ1(δ), δ)

ϵ/2 + δ − ϵδ/2
, where ϵ1(δ) ≡ −

2δ

1− δ
. (2.91)

One may check that this choice renders Eq. (2.90) a regular function of ϵ and δ wherever the

fi remain regular. Our reason for this choice is that it reduces exactly to the MS scheme in

the δ = 0 limit, allowing us to check the renormalization constants against those of the N = 4

theory in the MS scheme, which are much easier to obtain.

At second order, we find a more complicated pole structure in the ϵ − δ plane, but we

continue to renormalize the theory by demanding that our renormalization scheme reduces to

MS for δ = 0. For example, we find a contribution of the form

Zg +
f3(ϵ, δ)

ϵ(ϵ/2 + δ − ϵδ/2)
. (2.92)

We renormalize this by choosing

Zg = 1− f3(0, δ)

ϵδ
+
f3(ϵ1(δ), δ)

δ(ϵ− ϵ1(δ))
, (2.93)
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which satisfies the two conditions that (i) the resulting expression is regular for all ϵ and δ,

and (ii) the δ → 0 limit of Zg reduces to the MS scheme if we work exactly at N = 4.

2.7.2 RG results and critical exponents

The renormalization constants are tabulated in Appendix A.3. One may check that with

these choices, the ΓR are finite functions of external frequency and momentum for small ϵ and

δ and arbitrary ϵ/δ. We can obtain the beta functions to second order in the couplings using

Eqs. (2.77) and (2.78), and then truncate the resulting expressions by assuming that ϵ and δ

are of the same order as g and λ. The resulting beta functions are

βg = −ϵg + g2 +
λ2

4
(1 + α1δ)− gλ2

(
38

27
+ ln

4

3

)
,

βλ = − (ϵ+ δ − δϵ/2)λ+ 6λg(1− 7δ/12)− 12g2λ ln
4

3
− 2

27
λ3. (2.94)

Here, α1=2− γE − ln 2. We may obtain higher-order dependence on ϵ and δ using our ob-

tained renormalization constants, but this will not contribute to the perturbative fixed point

to the order that we are working.

Similarly, we can calculate the quantities z, ∆Ψ, and ∆|Ψ|2 directly from Eqs. (2.79), (2.80),

and (2.84), obtaining

z = 2− 4λ2

27
(1 + αzδ) +

4 ln 2

9
gλ2, (2.95)

∆Ψ =
d

2
− λ2

18
(1 + αΨδ) +

ln 2

6
gλ2, (2.96)

∆|Ψ|2 = d+
8λ2

27
, (2.97)

where αz = 9
4 − γE −

1
2 ln 3 and αΨ = 13

6 − γE −
1
2 ln 3.

We now consider solutions to the equations βg = βλ = 0. We find the U(1)-symmetric fixed

point at (g∗, λ∗) = (ϵ, 0). Computing the stability of this fixed point to λ perturbations, we

have:

dim(λ) = δ − 5ϵ+ 3ϵδ + 12 log(4/3)ϵ2, (g, λ) = (ϵ, 0). (2.98)
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This equation also follows from Eq. (4) in Ref. 143. The U(1) fixed point is stable for small

values of ϵ and δ, but it becomes unstable if we tune them to be large enough. The properties

of this fixed point have been studied in detail, see, e.g., Ref. 550.

For λ ̸= 0, we have the following weak-coupling fixed point:

g∗ =
1

6
(ϵ+ δ) +

40ϵ2 + 559δ2 + 113ϵδ + 324 ln(4/3)(ϵ+ δ)2

5832
,

λ∗ =
1

3

√
(ϵ+ δ) (5ϵ− δ) + 2360ϵ3 − 1015δ3 + 4290δϵ2 + 2373δ2ϵ+ 324(7ϵ− 2δ)(δ + ϵ)2 ln(4/3)

2916
√
(ϵ+ δ) (5ϵ− δ)

− α1δ

6

√
(ϵ+ δ) (5ϵ− δ). (2.99)

This fixed point only exists when δ < 5ϵ. We first discuss the stability of this fixed point, and

the possibility that it is a stable endpoint from the free or U(1)-symmetric fixed points. The

condition for stability is that ω+ and ω−, defined by Eq. (2.81), are both positive. Computing

these at the fixed point, we find the two eigenvalues to be

ω± =
1

6
(δ − 2ϵ)± 1

6

√
64ϵ2 − 11δ2 + 44ϵδ (2.100)

+
1063δ2 − 2480ϵ2 − 1903ϵδ − 648(2ϵ− δ)(ϵ+ δ) log 4

3

5832

±
4960ϵ3 − 2339δ3 − 13740δϵ2 − 5001ϵδ2 − 648(ϵ+ δ)(14ϵ2 − δ2 + 22ϵδ) log 4

3

5832
√
64ϵ2 − 11δ2 + 44ϵδ

.

To leading order, we find that there is no region where this fixed point exists and is stable.

This is the primary reason we have carried out the present computation to second order.

Using the full expression, we find that there is a region where where the fixed point is stable

and both eigenvalues ω± are positive, although this region does not include ϵ = δ = 1; see

Fig. 2.15. However, we note that the exact results of Ref. 143 imply that for ϵ = 1, δ = 2,

the U(1)-symmetric fixed point flows to the transverse-field Ising fixed point, so this region of

stability presumably continues to increase at higher orders. Therefore, this prediction of an

unstable fixed point may be a failure of our expansion in obtaining quantitatively accurate
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Figure 2.15: Region in ϵ − δ space where the ZN fixed point is stable, evaluated to second
order in an expansion in ϵ = 2 − d and δ = 4 −N . The eigenvalue ω+ is zero along the full
line, and the eigenvalue ω− is zero along the dashed line. The shaded region between these
two lines is the region where both eigenvalues are positive, representing the region of stability
of the fixed point. The dotted line is δ = 5ϵ; the fixed point only exists in the region δ < 5ϵ.

values of the ω±. In what follows, we assume that the region of stability extends to ϵ = δ = 1,

the primary case of interest.

Evaluating z, ∆Ψ, and ∆|Ψ|2 at this fixed point, we find

z = 2− 4(ϵ+ δ)(5ϵ− δ)
243

(2.101)

+

(
−4720− 4536 log 4

3 + 2430 log 2
)
ϵ3 +

(
2273 + 1782 log 4

3 − 486 log 2
)
δ3

59049

+

(
−3265− 3402 log 4

3 + 1458 log 2
)
δϵ2 −

(
1906 + 1296 log 4

3 − 486 log 2
)
δ2ϵ

19683
,

∆ψ =
2− ϵ
2
− (ϵ+ δ)(5ϵ− δ)

162
(2.102)

+

(
−2360− 2268 log 4

3 + 1215 log 2
)
ϵ3 +

(
1096 + 891 log 4

3 − 243 log 2
)
δ3

78732

+

(
−1565− 1701 log 4

3 + 729 log 2
)
δϵ2 −

(
899 + 648 log 4

3 − 243 log 2
)
δ2ϵ

26244
,
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Exponent Leading order Next-to-leading order

z 1.87 1.57

ν 0.60 N/A

η 0.03 0.11

Table 2.2: Critical exponents predicted for the Z3 DBG in one dimension to leading order
and next-to-leading order. The exponents z and ν of the one-dimensional DBG coincide with
those for the one-dimensional CCM.

∆|ψ|2 = 2− ϵ+ 8(ϵ+ δ)(5ϵ− δ)
243

. (2.103)

These expressions are simply related to the critical exponents of the theory. As noted above,

the exponent ν, defined as the exponent characterizing the divergence of the correlation length,

will coincide with the exponent ν for the CCM in one dimension. This exponent is given by

ν−1 = d+ z −∆|Ψ|2 . (2.104)

We also give the anomalous dimension of the field Ψ, defined as

η = 2∆Ψ + 2− d− z. (2.105)

This anomalous dimension will characterize the correlations of the domain walls of the CCM

rather than the order parameter.

We note that all of these exponents lie between those for the one-dimensional 3-state Potts

model and the U(1)-symmetric DBG model. In those cases, the exponents are known exactly:

(z, ν, η) = (2, 1/2, 0) U(1) DBG,

(z, ν, η) = (1, 5/6, 4/15) 3 - state Potts, (2.106)

(since the one-dimensional 3-state Potts model is self-dual, the exponent η for Φ and Ψ

coincide). The second-order correction to the exponents z and η is rather large, which may

indicate that the series is already diverging and may require resummation at higher order.
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Finally, we may also compare these results with those recently obtained using exact di-

agonalization on a lattice boson model in the same universality class as the Z3 CCM [562],

z ≈ 1.33, ν ≈ 0.71. (2.107)

Our field-theoretic results do not give precise quantitative matches with these results, but we

do find that the exponents shift in the correct direction for agreement with the CCM.

2.8 Lattice model for the dilute Bose gas

The renormalization-group analysis of the ZN dilute Bose gas (2.71) is complemented by our

DMRG numerics in this section, which focus exclusively on the case N =3. To this end,

we study a lattice Hamiltonian, which is a variation upon the usual Bose-Hubbard model,

described by a hopping strength t, a chemical potential µ, and an onsite repulsion U . The

only addition is a point-split perturbation which breaks the symmetry down to Z3. Explicitly,

H = −t
∑
⟨i,j⟩

(
b†i bj + bi b

†
j

)
−µ

∑
i

b†i bi+U
∑
i

b†i bi

(
b†i bi − 1

)
+λ
∑
i

(
bi bi+1 bi+2 + b†i b

†
i+1 b

†
i+2

)
,

where bi and b†i are the bosonic annihilation and creation operators, respectively. Taking the

limit U → ∞ imposes a hard-boson constraint, i.e., each site can be occupied by no more

than one boson. With this constraint implicit hereafter, the Hamiltonian reduces to

H = −t
∑
⟨i,j⟩

(
b†i bj + bi b

†
j

)
− µ

∑
i

ni + λ
∑
i

(
bi bi+1 bi+2 + b†i b

†
i+1 b

†
i+2

)
; ni ≤ 1, (2.108)

where we have introduced the number operator ni = b†i bi for notational clarity.

With λ = 0, this system exhibits a U(1)-symmetry-breaking QPT: this is the usual Bose

gas transition between a Mott-insulating ground state (t≪ µ) and a superfluid phase (t≫ µ),

in which the U(1) symmetry is spontaneously broken. The more interesting case, which we

now turn to, is the ground state of the system for λ > 0; without loss of generality, we set

t = 1 . For |µ/λ| ≫ 1, the ground state is unique and tends towards being entirely empty or

entirely filled depending on the sign of µ. On the other hand, for |µ/λ| ≪ 1, one is in the Z3-
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FIG. 8. (a) The central-cut entanglement entropy as a function of µ and � for a chain of length L = 100.

The EE decreases sharply from O(ln 3) to zero on moving across the phase transition from the ordered to

the disordered phase. (b) Cross-section of (a) along the line �/t = 1, greatly zoomed in to the QCP, for

three di↵erent system sizes. The transition point corresponding to the jump tends to the actual critical

point for an infinite lattice as we move to progressively larger systems.

DBG fixed points. The latter scenario is consistent with the small region of stability found in our

RG calculation; this explanation amounts to the claim that the point ✏ = � = 1 lies close to the

boundary of the region of stability in Figure ?? in the exact theory.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

The phase transitions of the quantum (classical) ZN chiral clock model in one (two) spatial

dimensions have been the subject of a number of theoretical and numerical studies [? ? ? ?

? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ]. The phase structure of this model in the case where

N = 3, and the model has separate time-reversal and spatial inversion symmetry, was debated

in the early literature: some studies favored a direct transition between a disordered phase and a

gapped phase with broken Z3 symmetry [? ? ], while others predicted the appearance of a gapless

incommensurate phase separating the two gapped ones [? ] (we review the arguments of Ref. ?

in Appendix ??). Recent numerical work gives strong evidence for the first scenario [? ? ] but a

quantum field theory describing the direct transition was lacking. These questions have recently

become relevant for experimental studies of trapped ultracold Rydberg atoms [? ].

In this paper, we have presented a quantum field theory for the critical ZN chiral clock model,

which is capable of describing the direct transition described above. Interestingly, the field theory

is written in terms of the ‘disorder parameter’  (which creates domain walls in the ordered phase)

rather than the order parameter of the clock degrees of freedom, �. The field theory for  also

Figure 2.16: (a) The central-cut entanglement entropy as a function of µ and λ for a chain of
length L = 100. The EE decreases sharply from O(ln 3) to zero on moving across the phase
transition from the ordered to the disordered phase. (b) Cross-section of (a) along the line
λ/t = 1, greatly zoomed in to the QCP, for three different system sizes. The transition point
corresponding to the jump tends to the actual critical point for an infinite lattice as we move
to progressively larger systems.

ordered phase, where three states with different fillings mod 3 (each of which is individually

Z3-symmetric) are degenerate, and the system can break the Z3 symmetry by choosing a

linear combination of the three states. Both the disordered and the Z3-ordered phase are

gapped, provided λ/t is sufficiently large.

A convenient metric to characterize the phases and observe the transition between them

is the spatial entanglement entropy (EE) [90, 343, 383]. Formally, if a system is partitioned

into two regions, say, A and B, then the reduced density matrix of region A is obtained

by tracing over the degrees of freedom of region B as ρa ≡ Trb ρ; the EE is then defined

as S ≡ −Tr(ρa ln ρa). We set t = 1 and numerically calculate the EE using DMRG with

m = 100 to detect the QPT and the (approximate) phase boundaries in the (µ, λ) parameter

space. Figure 2.16 shows a sharp increase in the central-cut EE, which saturates to a value

∼ O(ln 3), as µ is varied across the phase transition. Furthermore, both the EE and the

energy gap ∆ are symmetric under µ ↔ −µ, which implies that the system undergoes the
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FIG. 9. Finite-size scaling analysis of the Z3 dilute Bose gas. (a) Scaling of the variable Lz� as a function

of µ for individual system sizes. With z = 1.779, all the curves intersect right at the critical point. The

finesse of the crossing depends crucially on the correct choice of z: on zooming in, the contrast in sharpness

between z = 1.779 (b) and z = 2 (c) is vivid. (d) The Callan-Symanzik � function plotted on a logarithmic

scale against the system size. The slopes of the curves in the linear region, corresponding to large lattices,

give us the respective values of �1/⌫.

describes the onset of a condensate in a dilute Bose gas, in the background of a static, higher-

dimensional N boson condensate. We performed a perturbative renormalization group analysis of

this field theory for small ✏ = 2 � d and � = 4 � N , where we found a weak-coupling fixed point

describing a direct transition with ZN symmetry breaking. We give the first analytical predictions

for the critical exponents of this transition, obtaining ⌫ ⇡ 0.60 and z ⇡ 1.57.

We also performed a numerical DMRG study of a lattice boson model the order parameter of

which,  , is described directly by our field theory. This study contains strong evidence for a direct

transition between a gapped disordered phase and a gapped phase with broken Z3 symmetry. The

critical exponents obtained numerically do not appear to have fully converged to their universal

values in the finite system sizes studied, but their flow is consistent with our field-theoretic results.

We also presented additional DMRG results on the Z3 clock model, going beyond those in Ref. ?

: these results confirm the duality properties, and yield exponents similar to those for the lattice

boson model.

In the future, the field-theoretic advances presented here could be extended to nonequilibrium

dynamics, and so could address corresponding experimental studies on Rydberg atoms.

Note added: We learnt of numerical studies [? ] on large systems which also find a direct transition

Figure 2.17: Finite-size scaling analysis of the Z3 dilute Bose gas. (a) Scaling of the variable
Lz∆ as a function of µ for individual system sizes. With z = 1.779, all the curves intersect
right at the critical point. The finesse of the crossing depends crucially on the correct choice of
z: on zooming in, the contrast in sharpness between z = 1.779 (b) and z = 2 (c) is vivid. (d)
The Callan-Symanzik β function plotted on a logarithmic scale against the system size. The
slopes of the curves in the linear region, corresponding to large lattices, give us the respective
values of −1/ν.

same phase transition at (µc, λc) and (−µc, λc).

In order to precisely pinpoint the QCP, we use the same finite-size scaling considerations

as in Section A.4. At each fixed value of λ, we systematically tune µ to drive the phase

transition and note the intersection point of the curves of Lz∆ for L varying between 60 to

100. For instance, Fig. 2.17(a) displays an example of this method for λ = 1, from which

we extract the critical point µc = 1.7970, and the associated exponent z = 1.779. Repeating

this procedure over several discrete values of λ leads to the phase diagram illustrated in

Fig. 2.18(a). Similarly, FSS arguments based on the scaling of the Callan-Symanzik β function

(2.12) can yield the correlation length exponent ν. Accordingly, we fit the β function, displayed

in Fig. 2.5, to an ansatz of the form

β (L) = c0 L
−1/ν (1 + c1 L

−ζ);

(
ζ >

1

ν

)
, (2.109)
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λ µc z ν−1

0.2 1.9904 1.956± 0.003 1.963(8)

0.4 1.9625 1.894± 0.010 1.900(5)

0.6 1.9186 1.887± 0.002 1.899(3)

0.8 1.8622 1.847± 0.037 1.86(5)

1.0 1.7970 1.779± 0.034 1.798(3)

1.5 1.6156 1.641± 0.042 1.683(1)

2.0 1.4329 1.511± 0.052 1.57(4)

2.5 1.2638 1.387± 0.064 1.484(7)

3.0 1.1129 1.272± 0.071 1.405(2)

Table 2.3: Numerically calculated dynamical and correlation length critical exponents for the
Z3 dilute Bose gas with t = 1. Upon turning on λ, the exponents start deviating nontrivially
from the values of z = 2, ν = 1/2 of the U(1)-symmetry-breaking transition. The extracted
value of z depends slightly on the range of system sizes considered in the FSS procedure.
Denoting the exponent obtained from FSS over the interval L = a to L = b by za,b, we take
z ≡ z60,100, and the uncertainty estimate ε ≡ max(|z60,80 − z|, |z80,100 − z|).

allowing for subleading corrections to ensure a more robust fit. The values of ν thus obtained

are compiled in Table 2.3 together with the corresponding exponents for z.

We find that the exponents move in the direction of those for the 3-state Potts model (where

z=1 and ν−1 = 6/5), in consistency with our RG results. Over the range of couplings we have

accessed, the critical exponents appear to vary continuously. A rather unlikely explanation of

these results, which we cannot rule out, is that λ is exactly marginal, leading to a critical line

with varying exponents. A more generic (and likely) explanation is that the scaling dimension

of λ is parametrically small, and these results are due to crossover behavior between the U(1)

and Z3 DBG fixed points. The latter scenario is consistent with the small region of stability

found in our RG calculation; this explanation amounts to the claim that the point ϵ = δ = 1

lies close to the boundary of the region of stability in Fig. 2.15 in the exact theory.
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FIG. 10. (a) Schematic phase diagram of the Z3 dilute Bose gas obtained from DMRG and FSS calculations.

For � = 0, the QPT involves U(1) symmetry breaking whereas for nonzero �, the symmetry broken is Z3.

The phase diagram is symmetric upon reflection about µ = 0. (b) Both phases are gapped. To see this, the

di↵erence in energies between the ground state and the first three excited states, is plotted for a system of

size L = 50 and � = t = 1. In the ordered phase, the ground state is threefold degenerate in the infinite-

volume limit. However, in a finite chain, there is always a splitting between them and therefore DMRG can

probe and distinguish the states within this (ideally) degenerate manifold. Contrarily, on the disordered

side, there exists a unique ground state.

field theory to the continuum quantum field theory of a complex order parameter field.

Following the derivation in Section ??, the steps until Eq. (??) generalize to arbitrary N in an

obvious way, and we obtain the expression for the partition function
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In this expression, the integers nj(`) are defined modulo N , and live on a rectangular lattice

parametrized by j = 1, 2, ..., M and ` = 1, 2, ..., M⌧ .

We now consider the sum over !, which has the form
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We wish to write this in the form SN (�n) ⇠ ef(�n) so that we may combine it with the other

Figure 2.18: (a) Schematic phase diagram of the Z3 dilute Bose gas obtained from DMRG and
FSS calculations. For λ = 0, the QPT involves U(1) symmetry breaking whereas for nonzero
λ, the symmetry broken is Z3. The phase diagram is symmetric upon reflection about µ = 0.
(b) Both phases are gapped. To see this, the difference in energies between the ground state
and the first three excited states, is plotted for a system of size L = 50 and λ = t = 1. In the
ordered phase, the ground state is threefold degenerate in the infinite-volume limit. However,
in a finite chain, there is always a splitting between them and therefore, DMRG can probe and
distinguish the states within this (ideally) degenerate manifold. Contrarily, on the disordered
side, there exists a unique ground state.

2.9 Quantum Kibble-Zurek mechanism

While time-dependent phenomena associated with classical, thermally driven phase transitions

have been extensively studied in systems ranging from the early universe to Bose-Einstein con-

densates [93, 337, 469, 761], understanding critical real-time dynamics in isolated, nonequi-

librium quantum systems is an outstanding challenge [509]. In this section, we report on the

use of a Rydberg atom quantum simulator with programmable interactions to experimen-

tally study the quantum critical dynamics associated with several distinct QPTs, including

the Z3-symmetry-breaking transition addressed at length above. By studying the growth of

spatial correlations while crossing the QPT, these experiments verify the quantum Kibble-

Zurek mechanism (QKZM) [161, 508, 764] for an Ising-type QPT, explore scaling universality,

and observe corrections beyond QKZM predictions. This approach is subsequently used to

measure the critical exponents associated with chiral clock models [290, 480]

The celebrated Kibble-Zurek mechanism [337, 761] describes nonequilibrium dynamics and

the formation of topological defects in a second-order phase transition driven by thermal
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fluctuations, and has been experimentally verified in a wide variety of physical systems [93,

469]. Recently, the concepts underlying the Kibble-Zurek description have been extended

to the quantum regime [161, 508, 764]. Here, the typical size of the correlated regions, ξ,

after a dynamical sweep across the QPT scales as a power-law of the sweep rate, s, with

an exponent, µ, determined entirely by the QPT’s universality class. Specifically, QKZM

postulates that when the time scale over which the Hamiltonian changes becomes faster than

the characteristic response time, τ , determined by the inverse of the energy gap between the

ground and excited states, nonadiabatic excitations prevent the continued growth of correlated

regions (Fig. 2.19a, b). The resulting scaling exponent, µ = ν/(1 + νz), is determined by a

combination of the critical exponent ν, that characterizes the divergent correlation length,

and the dynamical critical exponent z, that characterizes the relative scaling of space and

time close to the critical point [550]. While QKZM has many important implications, e.g.,

in quantum information science [177], its experimental verification is challenging due to the

coupling of many-body systems to the environment [203]. Recently, experimental control

over isolated quantum systems enabled the observation of scaling behavior across quantum

phase transitions described by mean-field theories [17, 127]. While important aspects of QPTs

have already been explored in strongly correlated systems [169], experimental observation of

quantum critical phenomena beyond mean-field in real-time dynamics remains an outstanding

challenge [77, 112, 203].

We probe quantum criticality using a reconfigurable 1D array of Rb atoms with pro-

grammable interactions [61]. In the experimental setup, 51 atoms in the electronic ground

state |g⟩, evenly separated by a controllable distance, are homogeneously coupled to the ex-

cited Rydberg state |r⟩, in which they experience van der Waals interactions with a strength

that decays as V (r) ∝ 1/r6, where r is the interatomic distance. This system is described by

the many-body Hamiltonian,

H
ℏ

=
Ω

2

∑
i

(|gi⟩ ⟨ri|+ |ri⟩ ⟨gi|)−∆
∑
i

ni +
∑
i<j

Vijninj , (2.110)

where ni = |ri⟩ ⟨ri| is the projector onto the Rydberg state at site i, ∆ and Ω are the detuning
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Figure 2.19: Quantum Kibble-Zurek mechanism (QKZM) and phase diagram. a. Illustration
of the QKZM. As the control parameter approaches its critical value, the response time, τ ,
given by the inverse energy gap of the system, diverges. b. When the temporal distance to the
critical point becomes equal to the response time, as marked by red crosses, the correlation
length stops growing due to nonadiabatic excitations. c. Numerically calculated ground-state
phase diagram. Circles (diamonds) denote numerically obtained points along the phase bound-
aries calculated using (infinite-size) DMRG techniques. The shaded regions are a guide to the
eye. Dashed lines show the experimental trajectories across the phase transitions determined
by the pulse diagram shown as an inset. d. Measured (circles) density-density Rydberg cor-
relations with fits to the expected ordered pattern (solid lines) consistent with Z4- (orange),
Z3- (purple), and Z2-ordered (green) states. Error bars denote the standard error of the mean
(s.e.m.) and are smaller than the marker size.

and Rabi frequency of the coherent laser coupling between |g⟩ and |r⟩, and Vij is the interaction

strength between atoms in the Rydberg state at sites i and j. For negative values of ∆, the

many-body ground state corresponds to a state in which all atoms are in the electronic

ground state |g⟩, up to quantum fluctuations, and belongs to a so-called “disordered” phase

with no broken spatial symmetry. For ∆ > 0, several spatially ordered phases arise from

the competition between the detuning term, which favors a large Rydberg fraction, and the

Rydberg blockade, which prohibits simultaneous excitation of atoms separated by a distance

smaller than the blockade radius, RB, defined via V (RB) ≡ Ω. As illustrated in Fig. 2.19c,d,

we probe different QPTs into states breaking various symmetries by choosing the interatomic

spacing, and sweeping the control parameter, ∆, across the phase boundary.

We first focus on the QPT into the antiferromagnetic phase with broken Z2 symmetry,

which is known to belong to the Ising universality class [550]. Using an interatomic spacing,
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Figure 2.20: Quantum Kibble-Zurek mechanism for a quantum phase transition (QPT) into
the Z2-ordered phase. a. Single-shot images of the atom array before and after a fast (orange
arrow) and a slow (blue arrow) sweep across the phase transition, showing larger average
sizes of correlated domains for the slower sweep. Green spots (open circles) represent atoms
in |g⟩ (|r⟩). Blue rectangles mark the position of domain walls, and the red and gray colored
regions above highlight the extent of the correlated domains. b. Correlation length growth and
saturation as the system crosses the QPT at different rates. The gray dashed line indicates the
critical detuning. c. Dependence of the correlation length on the inverse sweep rate across the
phase transition with experimentally measured (green) and matrix product state-simulated
results (red). The length is extracted from fitting the modulus of the correlation data to an
exponential decay. Error bars denote fit uncertainty. The dashed line indicates a power-law
fit with a scaling exponent µ = 0.50(3) for the experiment.

a, such that RB/a ∼ 1.69, we create an array of 51 atoms in the electronic ground state,

and slowly turn on Ω at ∆ < 0, adiabatically preparing the system in the ground state of

the disordered phase. The detuning is then increased at a constant rate, s, up to a final

value ∆f , at which point Ω is slowly turned off (see inset of Fig. 2.19c), and the state of

every atom is measured. We examine the dynamical development of correlations between the

atoms, characterized by the Rydberg density-density correlation function:

G(r) =
∑
i

(⟨nini+r⟩ − ⟨ni⟩⟨ni+r⟩) /Nr, (2.111)

where the normalization Nr is the number of pairs of sites separated by distance r. By fitting

an exponential decay to the modulus of the correlation function, we extract the correlation
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length. The experimental results show the growth of the correlation length as the detuning

approaches the critical point, followed by saturation once the detuning is swept past the critical

point into the ordered phase (Fig. 2.20b). From the individual images, it is apparent that,

while for fast sweeps the ordered domains are frequently interrupted by defects (domain walls),

for slow ramps, significantly longer domains are observed (Fig. 2.20a). A systematic analysis

of the final correlation lengths after crossing into the ordered phase shows that a power-

law scaling model ξ(s) = ξ0(s0/s)
µ with µ = 0.50(3) accurately describes our measurements

(Fig. 2.20c). These results are consistent with numerical simulations (red points) of the

coherent evolution of the system using Matrix Product States (MPS).

The QPT into the Z2-ordered phase is in the Ising universality class [550], with critical

exponents in 1D of z=1, ν=1, and consequently, µIsing =0.5. Our observations are consistent

with these quantitative predictions, and are quite distinct from those associated with a mean-

field Ising transition, described by z = 1, ν = 1/2, and yielding µmf = 1/3 [17, 550]. These

results offer the first experimental verification of the quantum Kibble-Zurek mechanism in an

isolated quantum system that defies a mean-field description.

A key concept associated with critical phenomena is that of universality, which is manifested

by the collapse of correlations to a universal form when rescaled according to the corresponding

critical exponents [550]. Such a signature is a strong test of an underlying universal scaling

law, and in connection with the QKZM, should appear upon rescaling lengths by (s/s0)
µ [353].

Figure 2.21a shows that the rescaled correlations for RB/a ∼ 1.81 indeed collapse onto two

smooth branches, which in turn collapse on top of each other when the correlations are rectified

as (−1)rG(r) (inset in Fig. 2.21a), according to the Z2 order parameter.

While the quantum Kibble-Zurek mechanism is a coarse-grained description predicting

the mean density of defects, the shape of the correlation function gives further access to

microscopic details of the system. Detailed inspection of the rescaled correlation functions

reveals nontrivial deviations from a simple exponential decay. In particular, the correlations

in Fig. 2.21a become negative for a range of distances, which hint at complex dynamics in the

formation and spreading of defects. The observed corrections to simple QKZM predictions

are consistent with recent theoretical analyses [119, 353] and are in good agreement with
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Figure 2.21: Collapse of the a. measured and c. numerically calculated correlations in the Z2-
ordered phase with distances rescaled according to the extracted scaling exponents. The blue
line connects the points of the correlation function corresponding to the slowest sweep rate.
The insets show the staggered rescaled correlations. The negative values of the correlation
function indicate nontrivial correlations between domain walls. Collapse of the b. measured
and d. numerically calculated correlations in the Z3-ordered phase highlighting the energetic
difference of the different types of defects, as shown by the distinguishability of the two
negative branches, i.e., a deviation from a period-3 density wave. All error bars indicate the
s.e.m.

numerical simulations using MPS (Fig. 2.21c). Finally, applying the universal rescaling to

the correlation growth shown in Fig. 2.20b allows us to independently estimate the values of

critical exponents, showing that our results are consistent with z = ν = 1 associated with the

Ising QPT.

Having established the validity of the QKZM, as well as its limitations, for a QPT in the

Ising universality class, we now explore transitions into more complex ZN -ordered phases,

where Rydberg excitations are evenly separated by N > 2 sites (see Fig. 2.19c). The corre-

lation functions at smaller interatomic spacings after slow detuning sweeps reflect the spatial

ordering of the Z3- and Z4-ordered phases (Fig. 2.19d). In addition, we determine the prob-

ability of finding two Rydberg excitations separated by N -sites, for each value of N and RB

(Fig. 2.22b). Combining these measurements with the numerically obtained critical points

(see Fig. 2.19c), we experimentally identify approximate boundaries for the regions consistent
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with the Z2-, Z3-, and Z4-ordered phases in Fig. 2.22b. Within these regions, the dominant

type of order is the one associated with the corresponding phase, while the second most preva-

lent type of order arises from the lowest-energy (most probable) defects. In particular, we

observe that in the Z3-ordered phase, the most-likely defect changes from Z2-like for smaller

values of RB/a, to Z4-like as RB/a increases.

We test for a power-law scaling behavior of the correlation length growth as a function of

ramp speed at different interaction strengths in Fig. 2.22c. To consistently compare the re-

sults for all interaction strengths, we fit the correlation function to an exponentially decaying

density wave with a period set by the underlying order (as opposed to the modulus of the cor-

relation function used in Fig. 2.20c). The scaling is extracted through a power-law fit to the

resulting correlation lengths. In parameter regimes far away from regions of competing order,

we observe three stable plateaus for the regions consistent with Z2, Z3, and Z4 order, respec-

tively. For interaction strengths where there is a strong competition between different types of

order, we do not observe the formation of long-range correlations (pale points in Fig. 2.22c).

In these cases, the detuning sweeps either do not fully cross the phase boundary into the

ordered phases or potentially enter theoretically predicted incommensurate phases [183, 480].

To understand these observations, we compare them to finite-size scaling analyses of ground-

state properties [118, 562, 690], as well as MPS-based numerical simulations of our experimen-

tal protocol for the full Hamiltonian (2.110). For the transitions into the Z2-ordered phase,

some of the extracted values of µ are slightly larger than the expected exponent from the

Ising model µIsing = 0.5. We attribute these deviations, to a combination of the long-ranged

interactions, finite-size and/or time effects, and systematic effects related to the inversion of

the alternating pattern (Fig. 2.21a,c).

As repeatedly underscored by this chapter, quantum phase transitions associated with the

breaking of a Z3 symmetry are more complex due to competition between the different types

of defects that can be formed. In our system, the defects correspond to two different types

of domain walls, where the distance between neighboring Rydberg excitations is 2 sites and

4 sites (see Fig. 2.22a). For the experimentally accessible parameter regimes, the different

associated excitation energies lead, in general, to an asymmetry between these defects (see also
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Figure 2.22: Power-law scaling for different interactions. a. Experimental realization of the
chiral clock model [562]. The top row shows a single fluorescence image of a state in the
Z3-symmetry-broken phase (RB/a ∼ 2.16), with four Z2-type defects displacing the Ryd-
berg atoms in one direction (counterclockwise chirality). The bottom rows display a system
with stronger interactions (RB/a ∼ 2.43), where Z4-type defects are favored, and the Ryd-
berg atoms are displaced in the opposite direction (clockwise chirality). The colored regions
highlight the extent of the correlated domains, labeled by clock orientations in connection
to the chiral clock model. b. Fraction of the final state consistent with the different ZN -
ordered states observed in the experiment (left, circles) and in numerical simulations (right,
diamonds). Within the Z3-ordered region, the most dominant type of defect changes from
Z2- to Z4-type as the interaction range increases. The higher contrast in the calculated do-
main probabilities in Fig. 2.22b is due to finite detection fidelity, which does not affect the
extracted value of µ. c. Scaling exponent, µ, as a function of RB/a obtained from experi-
mental data (left, circles), and matrix-product-state simulations (right, diamonds). Pale blue
points indicate instances where the measured correlation lengths do not grow beyond the size
of RB/a. Shaded areas indicate the regions consistent with Z2- (green), Z3- (purple), and
Z4-ordered (orange) phases. The solid green line corresponds to µIsing, the purple dashed
lines represent the upper [562], and lower [690] bounds of µCCM, while the purple dotted line
is the value of µCCM obtained from the best numerical estimates of z [562] and ν [118]. Error
bars represent the 68% confidence interval (in b), and uncertainty of the power-law fit (in c),
which is dominated by systematic effects in the extraction of individual correlation lengths.
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Fig. 2.22b). Correspondingly, the Z3 symmetry breaking is believed to be in the universality

class of the 3-state chiral clock model (CCM) (Fig. 2.22a, and [562]). The numerical studies

of equilibrium scaling properties [118, 562, 690] provided evidence for a direct transition [118]

along some paths across the phase boundary, where the expected range of values of the scaling

exponent is µ < 0.45 [562], and µ > 0.25 [690]. The experimental results are consistent with a

direct CCM phase transition over a range of interaction strengths with µ ∼ 0.38, in agreement

with the theoretical value obtained by combining the results of the most extensive numerical

finite-size scaling studies [118, 562] (dashed line in Fig. 2.22c). Further evidence for a direct

chiral QPT is provided by the universal scaling behavior into the Z3-ordered phase (see

Fig. 2.21b, d).

The transition into the Z4-ordered phase is even more involved due to the potential presence

of an intermediate gapless incommensurate phase [236, 480]. The experimental results in

this region are reasonably consistent with power-law scaling with µ ∼ 0.25. While recent

theoretical work shows that QKZM scaling may still hold on quenching through a gapless

phase, albeit with a modified (system-specific) power-law exponent [160], detailed theoretical

understanding of the experimentally observed exponents in the Z4 regime requires further

studies.

Detailed comparison of our experimental results across all phases to the numerical simula-

tion of the Hamiltonian dynamics using MPS are presented in Fig. 2.22. While qualitatively

similar, they display clear discrepancies. Most significant is a systematic offset in the ex-

tracted values of µ between experiment, finite-size scaling analysis, and time-dependent MPS

simulations. While it can be potentially attributed to experimental imperfections and subtle

differences between the experimental system and the model used for the numerical simula-

tions, the disagreement of MPS with both experimental results and finite-size scaling analyses

of equilibrium properties highlights the difficulty in approximately modeling complex nonequi-

librium dynamics of many-body systems.
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2.10 Conclusions

Motivated by recent experiments observing “Rydberg crystals” [183, 505] in a one-dimensional

chain of ultracold atoms [61], in this chapter, we have examined the direct quantum phase

transition (QPT) between a gapped phase with no symmetry breaking and a Z3-ordered

phase. Such a quantum phase transition is directly realized in the one-dimensional chiral

clock model (CCM) for three-state spins, Hccm, in Eq. (2.1). The phase transitions of the

quantum (classical) ZN chiral clock model in one (two) spatial dimensions have been the

subject of a number of theoretical and numerical studies [11, 23, 23, 24, 56, 97, 142, 181, 236,

270, 288, 290, 291, 425, 480, 562, 756]. The phase structure in the case where the model with

N = 3 also possesses separate time-reversal and spatial-inversion symmetries was debated in

the early literature: some studies favored a direct transition between a disordered phase and

a gapped phase with broken Z3 symmetry [291, 480], while others predicted the appearance

of a gapless incommensurate phase separating the two gapped ones [236] (we review the

arguments of Ref. 236 in Appendix A.5). Our numerical work provided strong evidence for

the first scenario [562, 756]. The critical exponents for this case are cataloged in Table 2.1;

once we move away from the achiral Potts transition at θ = 0, there is clear evidence for a

dynamical critical exponent of value z > 1. In the same vein, we also studied the lattice boson

model, Hb, in Eq. (2.17) that was first proposed by Fendley et al. [183]. This is expected to

display a lattice-translational-symmetry-breaking QPT in the same universality class as that

in Hccm with the parameters ϕ = 0 and θ ̸= 0. On that account, we presented a numerical

study of the critical properties of this model and obtained confirmation of a continuous phase

transition with z ≈ 1.33 and ν ≈ 0.71—these values are close to the exponents found for Hccm.

Taken together, our results manifestly imply the existence of a strongly coupled critical theory

which is not a conformal field theory, or even relativistic.

Our results also elucidate how a direct transition to a Z3-ordered phase can occur in a chiral

model, without an intermediate gapless incommensurate phase. With nonzero chirality in the

Hamiltonian, correlations in the gapped disordered phase have an oscillatory character, which

decays exponentially at long length scales. However, the period of the incommensurability

diverges as the transition is approached: this is demonstrated by the results in Fig. 2.7.
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This complex behavior highlights the strong-coupling nature of the direct chiral Z3 quantum

transition, and underlies the difficulty in obtaining a field-theoretic renormalization-group

description.

Circumventing these obstacles, we also developed a quantum field theory for the critical

ZN chiral clock model, which is capable of describing the direct transition described above.

Interestingly, the field theory is written in terms of the disorder parameter Ψ (which creates

domain walls in the ordered phase) rather than the order parameter of the clock degrees

of freedom, Φ. The field theory for Ψ describes the onset of a condensate in a dilute Bose

gas in the background of a static, higher-dimensional N -boson condensate. We performed

a perturbative renormalization-group analysis of this field theory for small ϵ = 2 − d and

δ = 4−N , where we found a weak-coupling fixed point describing a direct transition with ZN

symmetry breaking. We put forth the first analytical predictions for the critical exponents

of this transition, obtaining ν ≈ 0.60 and z ≈ 1.57. Furthermore, we carried out a numerical

DMRG study of a lattice boson model the order parameter of which, Ψ, is described directly

by our field theory; this provides strong evidence for a direct transition between a gapped

disordered phase and a gapped phase with broken Z3 symmetry. The critical exponents

obtained numerically do not appear to have fully converged to their universal values in the

finite system sizes examined, but their flow is consistent with our field-theoretic results.

Finally, we have also discussed how the critical exponents of such a transition can be

measured experimentally via the quantum Kibble-Zurek mechanism. In the future, the field-

theoretic advances presented here could be extended to nonequilibrium dynamics, and so,

could address corresponding experimental studies on Rydberg atoms.
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3
Phases of (2 + 1)D Rydberg quantum simulators on the square lattice

3.1 Introduction

The ability to fully control coherent quantum many-body systems is an exciting frontier.

Apart from quantum information processing, controlled many-body systems can enable new

insights into strongly correlated phases of matter including the realization of exotic orders,

nonequilibrium quantum dynamics, and the role of quantum entanglement. A number of phys-

ical platforms, such as cold atoms [61, 70], trapped ions [86], and superconducting qubits [682],

have exhibited these capabilities in systems of small to intermediate sizes. In this regard, ar-

rays of neutral atoms trapped in optical tweezers and interacting via controlled excitations

into atomic Rydberg states provide an especially promising platform, as argued in the previous

chapter. A unique feature of this system is the ability to arrange atoms in arbitrary geome-

tries in one [168], two [44, 85, 150, 379], or three [45, 358] spatial dimensions. Additionally,

strong (potentially direction-dependent) interactions lead to the Rydberg blockade mecha-

nism [304], preventing two nearby atoms to be simultaneously excited to the Rydberg state.

Together, these properties allow for the programmable realization and high-fidelity manipu-

lation of a wide range of effective interacting spin models [149, 360]. Indeed, experiments on

one-dimensional Rydberg atom arrays have already shed light on various phenomena, such as
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the nature of quantum phase transitions (QPTs) [562, 690] and the Kibble-Zurek mechanism

[333], and even uncovered surprising dynamical behavior such as quantum many-body scarring

[267, 647]. The interplay of constraints from the Rydberg blockade and the geometric posi-

tions of the atoms in two spatial dimensions implies that a host of richer nontrivial phenomena

can be realized, ranging from phases with competing crystalline orders [369, 501, 515, 574],

to the physics of quantum dimer models and topological phases [102, 149].

Motivated by such possibilities, in this chapter, we study the phases of a fully coherent

collection of Rydberg atoms on the square lattice, using a variety of techniques such as the

density-matrix renormalization group (DMRG), quantum Monte Carlo (QMC), and machine

learning. Along with several density-wave-ordered phases, arising from the densest (con-

strained) packing of Rydberg excitations, we also find signatures of intrinsically quantum

phases stabilized by quantum fluctuations (Fig. 3.2). We quantitatively determine the phase

boundaries and map out the full phase diagram in detail. Additionally, we comprehensively

examine the nature of the QPTs, based on finite-size scaling analyses and effective Landau

theories. In particular, we demonstrate an instance of a QPT in the 3D Ising universality

class; we thus propose the 2D Rydberg atom array as the first experimental platform to unam-

biguously observe this transition that has proved elusive in condensed-matter systems to date

[536]. Furthermore, we provide evidence for exotic QPTs—such as those described by theo-

ries of three-dimensional O(N )-symmetric vector models with anisotropic perturbations—as

well as fluctuation-induced first-order phase transitions, arising from the inaccessibility of

stable fixed points in the renormalization-group (RG) flow. Additionally, we discover that

systems with open boundary conditions (OBC) can undergo boundary phase transitions in-

dependently from the bulk and show how the observed phase diagram is significantly affected

by the presence of a boundary. Over the course of this chapter, we also highlight some re-

cent experimental work, on both fully filled and site-diluted square lattices, that paves the

way for investigations of exotic quantum phases, nonequilibrium entanglement dynamics, and

hardware-efficient realization of quantum algorithms.
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3.2 Emergence of complex density-wave orders

To model our system, we study the following Hamiltonian describing interacting Rydberg

atoms arranged in a 2D square lattice of size N ≡Lx×Ly, with open (periodic) boundary

conditions in the x (y)-direction:

HRyd =
N∑
i=1

Ω

2
(|g⟩i⟨r|+ |r⟩i⟨g|)− δ |r⟩i⟨r|+

1

2

∑
i ̸=j

||xi−xj ||≤2a

V
(
||xi − xj ||/a

)
|r⟩i⟨r| ⊗ |r⟩j⟨r| .

(3.1)

Here, i labels sites at positions xi of the lattice (with lattice constant a), while |g⟩i and |r⟩i
denote the internal atomic ground state and a Rydberg state of the ith atom, respectively.

The parameters Ω (Rabi frequency) and δ (detuning) characterize a coherent laser driving

field, while V (x)=C6/x
6 quantifies the van der Waals interactions of atoms in Rydberg

states. HRyd can equivalently be parametrized by the Rydberg blockade radius, Rb, defined

by V (Rb/a)≡Ω, within which interactions are so strong that effectively no two neighboring

atoms can simultaneously be excited to Rydberg states; the sites are then said to be blockaded

[304]. Note that HRyd maps to a model of hard-core bosons [183, 556]. However, it does not

have a global U(1) symmetry, distinguishing it from related models [253, 705, 706] on the

square lattice that have attracted much attention in the context of supersolidity.

The ground states hosted by the Hamiltonian HRyd depend sensitively on δ/Ω and Rb/a,

which control the density of Rydberg excitations ⟨ni⟩;ni= |r⟩i ⟨r|. At large negative δ/Ω,

configurations with most atoms in |g⟩ are favoured, resulting in a so-called disordered phase,

which is just a trivial paramagnet. For large positive values of δ/Ω, the density of atoms

in |r⟩ increases, but their geometric arrangement is constrained by the interactions between

proximate Rydberg atoms. This competition between δ and V (or Rb) leads to ordered

phases with different spatial symmetries, referred to as Rydberg crystals [183, 505], in which

Rydberg atoms are arranged regularly across the array. In two spatial dimensions, classical

combinatorics suggest that a plethora of such crystalline phases can be realized, in close

correspondence with the solutions of the circle packing optimization problem [402], which is

known to be NP-hard [152, 502, 503].
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3.2.1 Methods and observables

We numerically obtain the ground states of HRyd for various values of Rb/a, δ/Ω using DMRG

[684, 685] with a snake-like matrix product state (MPS) ansatz (see Appendix B.1 for details).

Note that we retain interactions between atoms separated by up to two lattice units (third-

nearest-neighbors) in Eq. (3.1): with this truncation, one approximates the physics of HRyd

faithfully for Rb/a≲
√
5. The linear dimensions Lx,Ly are chosen be compatible with most

of the possible ordering patterns while respecting the optimal aspect ratio α∗=Lx/Ly ≃ 1.9

needed to minimize finite-size corrections in 1/Ly and render the bulk of the cylinder a good

approximation of the infinite 2D system [687]. Unless specified otherwise, we choose Lx=15,

Ly =8, and work in units of Ω=1, a = 1.

The properties used to identify the phases and the QPTs between them (Fig. 3.1) are best

illustrated in a context that can be understood analytically. To begin, we scan δ along the line

Rb=1.2, where only nearest-neighbor sites are blockaded. For small δ, the system is a param-

agnet with a unique, featureless ground state containing a low density of Rydberg excitations,

whereas for larger positive δ, the ground state is twofold degenerate, with an antiferromagnet-

ically ordered, checkerboard arrangement of excitations (i.e., a Néel state) [311, 396]. There-

fore, the staggered magnetization [50, 421] ms = ⟨|MN |⟩; MN ≡
∑N

i=1(−1)i (ni−1/2)/N , can

serve as an order parameter detecting the Z2-symmetry breaking QPT. As δ approaches the

quantum critical point (QCP) δc from above, ms vanishes. Moreover, approaching δc from

0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0
0.0
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1.0
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Figure 3.1: The observables used to diagnose the Z2-symmetry-breaking QPT are (a) the
staggered magnetization, the energy gap, and (b) the bipartite entanglement entropy, plotted
here along the line Rb/a = 1.2.
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Figure 3.2: Phase diagram of the 2D Rydberg Hamiltonian (3.1), traced out by the bipartite
entanglement entropy S on a 15× 8 square lattice on a cylinder. The five density-wave-ordered
phases along the line δ/Ω=2.7 are sketched in Fig. 3.3, together with the banded phase. The
QPT along the line Rb/a=1.2 is analyzed in Fig. 3.4. Red (green) dashes mark first-order
(continuous) transitions. The yellow diamonds demarcating the phase boundaries are the
calculated finite-size pseudocritical points [238].

below, the energy gap to the first-excited state ∆≡E1−E0 closes at the QPT [160, 550].

This behavior is indeed corroborated by our numerics in Fig. 3.1, where the QPT occurs at

δc≈ 1.3. In Fig. 3.1(a), ∆ is seen to be nearly zero in the ordered phase, which is a numerical

indicator of the ground state being degenerate.

The drawback of using an order parameter such as ms or the gap ∆ to determine the (finite-

size) phase boundaries is that the former requires a priori knowledge of the ordering of the

phases and obtaining the latter is computationally expensive. A more unbiased diagnostic is

the half-cylinder bipartite entanglement entropy (EE) of the ground state S≡−Tr (ρr ln ρr),

where ρr is the reduced density matrix of half the cylinder (partitioned along x̂). As seen in

Fig. 3.1, S peaks near the QCP [625] and then drops sharply in the ordered phase (DMRG

selects one of the two symmetry-broken states rather than their superposition, being biased

toward states having low entanglement [626]). This is indeed the quantity we scrutinize to

limn the phases below, and generate the phase diagram of Fig. 3.2.
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3.2.2 Ordered phases at larger blockade radii

Away from the simple case above, we find a number of new phases, with different density-wave

orderings that have no analogue in 1D. Figure 3.2 displays three broad lobes in the (δ/Ω, Rb/a)

parameter space, which, along with the intermediate regions between them, constitute six

ordered phases. Their magnetization profiles as well as their associated Fourier transforms

n(k)=
∑

i exp(ik · ri) ⟨ni⟩/
√
N are presented in Fig. 3.3.

Consider increasing Rb from the checkerboard phase at Rb ≈ 1.2 while remaining on the line

δ = 2.7 (vertical dashed line in Fig. 3.2). As Rb is increased, the Néel order begins to melt, and

the system transitions into a striated phase [49, 116] characterized by a nonzero row magneti-

zation mr ≡
∣∣∑N

i=1(−1)row(i) ⟨ni⟩
∣∣/N. Given that in the classical limit (δ/Ω→∞,Rb/a ̸=0),

the star state (described below) is always energetically favored over one with pure striated

ordering, the appearance of this phase is unexpected. A key role is played here by quantum

fluctuations, which stabilize the striated phase in a narrow window: the system optimizes the

packing fraction by placing Rydberg atoms on one sublattice in the, say, odd rows together

with a small but nonzero density of delocalized excitations on the same sublattice on the

even rows. Smearing out these additional excitations offsets the energy penalty due to V

while maximizing the reduction in energy from δ. Hence, the striated ordering coexists with

a vestigial Néel order.

Once Rb≳
√
2, diagonally adjacent sites are also blockaded by the repulsive interactions

and the system enters a so-called star phase [145, 146]; the conventional magnetization

m≡
∑N

i=1 ⟨ni − 1/2⟩ /N can be used to distinguish this phase from others in its proximity.

Next to the star phase, lies the rhombic phase in which Rydberg excitations are clustered in

a pattern resembling a diamond. Despite the large size of the unit cell, consisting of 40 sites

and nine Rydberg atoms, the rhomboidal crystal is remarkably robust on a wide range of

lattice sizes. This phase is separated from the disordered one by a sliver of the intermediate

(purely quantum) banded phase. Finally, increasing Rb even further, till third-nearest neigh-

bors are blockaded, brings us to the staggered phase where nearest excitations are always a

distance of
√
5 apart, their arrangement being reminiscent of the allowed moves of a knight
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(a) Checkerboard: δ = 2.7, Rb = 1.2 Striated: δ = 2.7, Rb = 1.4 Star: δ = 2.7, Rb = 1.6

Banded: δ = 1.8, Rb = 1.9 Rhombic: δ = 2.7, Rb = 1.9 Staggered: δ = 2.7, Rb = 2.1

ky
kx

(b) Checkerboard Striated Star

Banded Rhombic Staggered

Figure 3.3: Magnetization profiles, ni and |n(k)|, of the six ordered phases in (a) real and
(b) momentum space. In the cases where boundary effects induce defects near the edges, the
bulk (framed) reflects the ideal ordering.

on a chessboard. The salient features of these phases are enlisted in Table 3.1.

At this stage, let us briefly comment on the possibility of probing the abovementioned

phase diagram experimentally. In an adiabatic sweep protocol (where the detuning is ramped

up, driving the system from the disordered to an ordered phase), the time needed to main-

tain adiabaticity scales as N/Ω. Due to the finite lifetime of Rydberg states, t′, on average,

N0≃N2/(Ω t′) atoms will spontaneously emit a photon during this process. For experi-

ments with N =100 Rb atoms, Rabi frequencies of (2π)×10 MHz, and t′≈ 150µs for a 70S

Rydberg state, we estimate N0∼ 1. Such driving parameters, as well as sweeps over the re-

quired detuning range δ∼ 2–3Ω have already have already been utilized in one-dimensional
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Phase â1,2 D Maxima of |n(k)| n̄b

Checkerboard x̂± ŷ 2 (π, π) 1
2

Striated 2x̂, 2ŷ 4 (π, 0), (π, π) –

Star 2x̂ ± ŷ 8 ±(π/2, π), (π, 0) 1
4

Banded 5x̂, 2̂y 20 ±(2π/5, π) –

Rhombic 5x̂± 4ŷ 80 ±(π, π/4), ±(2π/5, π) 9
40

Staggered 2x̂+ ŷ, x̂− 2ŷ 10 ±(2π5 ,−
4π
5 ), ±(4π5 ,

2π
5 ) 1

5

Table 3.1: Properties of the six ordered phases for infinite system sizes: the primitive lattice
vectors of the density wave â1,2, the ground-state degeneracy D, the dominant peaks in the
Fourier spectrum, and the density of Rydberg excitations in the classical limit, n̄b. On an
infinite lattice, the ground state also includes Rydberg crystals with C4-rotated copies of the
lattice vectors and momentum peaks tabulated above, even though the symmetry between
rows and columns is broken by the boundary conditions in a finite-size system.

atom arrays [168] to demonstrate physics originating from coherent many-body dynamics

[61, 333, 384, 478]. Even though a single spontaneous emission event can affect the full

many-body coherence [147, 209, 380, 736], the small number of such expected emission events

points to the promising experimental feasibility of both coherently preparing all the differ-

ent density-wave-ordered ground states and observing the essential characteristics of these

crystalline phases. Indeed, as highlighted in Section 3.5, recent experiments have realized a

programmable quantum simulator using arrays of up to 256 neutral atoms with tunable in-

teractions, demonstrating several of the abovementioned quantum phases and quantitatively

probing the associated phase transitions.

3.3 Nature of the quantum phase transitions

While the array of ordered phases of the 2D Rydberg Hamiltonian (3.1) are intriguing, equally

interesting are the symmetry-breaking QPTs that engender them in the first place. We first

focus on the continuous transitions—encountered upon going from the disordered phase to

one of the ordered phases—that can be characterized by universal critical exponents [160,

550], which we numerically determine by finite-size scaling (FSS) [187, 239]. The first-order

transitions of the system are addressed thereafter.
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Figure 3.4: (a) Binder cumulant U4 for different lattice sizes; all the curves intersect at
the QCP. Data collapse is obtained for (b) U4, (c) the squared magnetization, and (d) the
susceptibility using the 3D Ising critical exponents in the FSS ansätze.

3.3.1 (2 + 1)D Ising quantum phase transition

We begin by examining the purportedly simplest QPT from the disordered to the checkerboard

phase on the line Rb=1.2 (horizontal dotted line in Fig. 3.2). First, we precisely establish the

location of the QCP in the thermodynamic limit for use in all scaling forms, by computing

the Binder cumulant [64] 2U4≡ 3−⟨M4
N ⟩/⟨M2

N ⟩2, which is size-independent at the QCP for

sufficiently large systems. As is visible in Fig. 3.4(a), the cumulants all intersect at one point

for system sizes ranging from Ly =4 to 10, with fixed aspect ratio α=2. Crossings of the

curves for pairs of system sizes Ly and Ly +2 proffer a sequence of finite-size estimates δc (L) of

the critical point, which can be extrapolated to Ly→∞ [519], yielding δc/Ω=1.1477± 0.0006.

Near the QCP, the correlation length diverges as ξ∼ |δ− δc|− ν with ν the correlation length

exponent. We can thus posit that U4 satisfies an ansatz of the form U4 = F (1)
α (L

1/ν
y (δ− δc)/Ω),

with F some universal scaling function. Indeed, excellent data collapse [62, 65, 362] is achieved

upon plotting U4 as a function of the scaling variable L
1/ν
y (δ− δc) for different values of

δ and Ly [Fig. 3.4(b)], using the exponent ν≈ 0.629 of the 3D (classical) Ising transition
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[165, 245, 355].

Similarly, other critical exponents can be accessed from the squared staggered magneti-

zation and susceptibility χs≡N (⟨M2
N ⟩− ⟨|MN |⟩2). These (dimensionful) quantities obey the

ansätze [643]

M2
N = L−2β/νF (2)

α

(
L1/ν
y (δ − δc)/Ω

)
, (3.2)

χs = L2−(η+z)F (3)
α

(
L1/ν
y (δ − δc)/Ω

)
, (3.3)

where β, η, and z are the magnetization, anomalous spin scaling, and dynamical critical

exponents, respectively, which are related as β= ν (η+D+z−2) [98]. Once again, the resulting

curves for different system sizes merge into a single one using the exponents β ≈ 0.326,

η ≈ 0.036, and z=1 (i.e., that of a Lorentz-invariant theory), confirming that the QPT

unequivocally belongs to the 3D Ising universality class.

3.3.2 Fluctuation-induced first-order transitions

In principle, one could carry out a similar analysis for the QPTs to the other ordered phases.

In practice, however, this is computationally intractable with the present DMRG approach.

Over our range of numerically accessible system sizes, it turns out that there does not exist

a sequence {(Lx,Ly) |Lx/Ly =constant} of length > 2 that is compatible with the magneti-

zation profiles of all the phases, thereby rendering FSS infeasible. We therefore consider an

alternate strategy and employ large-scale Quantum Monte Carlo (QMC) simulations [464] to

investigate the nature of these QPTs in large systems with realistic, long-range interactions.

This is possible only because QMC can reach system sizes large enough for a careful finite-size

scaling analysis under periodic boundary conditions (PBC), which are computationally diffi-

cult to realize in tensor-network-based methods [180, 563]. Interestingly, we find that while

the QPTs from the disordered to the checkerboard phase and from the checkerboard to the

striated phase are continuous, the transitions from the disordered to both the striated and

the star phases are first-order.

To introduce our notation for the QMC numerics, we rewrite the Hamiltonian (3.1), de-

scribing the interacting array of Rydberg atoms on a square lattice, in a slightly different form
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as

H = Ω
∑
i<j

(
Rb/Rij

)6
ninj −∆

∑
i

ni +
Ω

2

∑
i

σxi , (3.4)

where ni≡ (σzi + 1)/2 measures the Rydberg excitation density at site i, Rb, as before, is

the blockade radius [84] encapsulating the strength of the interactions, Rij is the distance

between sites i and j, and σxi is the Pauli X operator at site i representing a transverse field.

∆ and Ω> 0 denote the detuning from the Rydberg state and the Rabi frequency, respectively.

In practice, we adopt a finite cutoff for the interaction potential such that the interactions

are set to 0 for Rij > R0. Unlike Eq. (3.1), we systematically investigate different values of

R0 and choose an optimal value, R0 = 4a (where a is the lattice spacing), that maximizes

the computational efficiency without significantly affecting numerical results for given system

sizes (the role of the cutoff distance is elaborated on in Appendix B.2.1).

To characterize the density-wave-ordered phases and the transitions between them, we focus

on the corresponding order parameters, defined by the symmetrized Fourier transform of the

Rydberg density as F (kx, ky)≡ [F̃ (kx, ky)+ F̃ (ky, kx)] / 2 at momentum (kx, ky) [164, 563]

with

F̃ (kx, ky) =
1

Na

∑
j

nj exp [i(kx, ky) · (xj , yj)] , (3.5)

where Na is the total number of atoms. The checkerboard, striated, and star order parameters

correspond to F (π, π), F (0, π), and F (π, π/2), respectively. Additionally, we compute the

Binder ratio of each order parameter F as U4(F )≡ (3−⟨F 4⟩ / ⟨F 2⟩2)/2 [64], which is system-

size-independent at the quantum critical point of a second-order transition. Another useful

observable is the average Rydberg density n=(1/Na)
∑

i ni—this is a first derivative of the

free energy, so any sharp behavior of this quantity across a phase boundary may signal a

first-order transition.

We begin by numerically examining the QPTs between the four main phases in the phase

diagram: disordered, checkerboard, striated, and star. The disordered phase does not break

any symmetries, while the checkerboard and striated phases break Z2 and Z2×Z2 transla-

tional symmetries, respectively. The star phase breaks both the Z2 symmetry, and the C4
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Figure 3.5: Phase transitions between the disordered, checkerboard, and striated phases.
Markers correspond to sizes L=8 (circle), 12 (triangle), 16 (star) with increasing color in-
tensity. The order parameter of the checkerboard (striated) phase across the disordered–
checkerboard (checkerboard–striated) boundary shows a second-order QPT in panel a (b),
with its universal collapse presented in the inset. (c, d) The transition between the disordered
and striated phases shows distinct signatures of a first-order transition: sharp jumps in the
order parameter (c), and the Rydberg density (d) with a double-peaked distribution of QMC
measurements at the transition.

rotational symmetry. For our numerical simulations, we adapt a QMC algorithm, based on the

continuous imaginary-time representation; the algorithm is local in space but nonlocal in the

imaginary-time direction [464]. We found that, for our system, this QMC method performs

better than the conventional stochastic series expansion algorithm with cluster updates [567].

Our full QMC approach is detailed in Appendix B.2.

Firstly, the QMC results [Fig. 3.5(a)] confirm that the transition from the disordered to

the checkerboard phase, which was studied in the previous section, belongs to the (2+1)D

Ising universality class. In Fig. 3.5(a) and hereafter, increasing system sizes are denoted by

circles (L=8), triangles (L=12), and stars (L=16). Next, we turn our attention to the

transition between the checkerboard and the striated phase. Even though the two phases

break different symmetries, the latter effectively breaks a second Z2 symmetry on top of the

one already broken by the former. Therefore, a second-order transition is still generically
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allowed. Indeed, on tuning our system across the phase boundary at a constant detuning

∆/Ω=2.6, we observe a smooth behavior of the Rydberg density, and the order parameter

collapses under universal scaling with the exponents ν≈ 0.612, β≈ 0.314 [see Fig. 3.5(b)],

again consistent with the (2+1)D Ising universality class.

Next, we investigate the transition from the disordered to the striated phase, keeping the

blockade radius fixed at Rb=1.45. In Fig. 3.5(c,d), we show the order parameter F (0, π)

and the Rydberg density n across this boundary. Both observables feature a sharp jump at

the critical point, which converges towards a step function for larger system sizes, indicating

a potential first-order transition. To further corroborate this claim, we plot a histogram of

Rydberg densities obtained during the QMC sampling, from multiple random seeds, at the

transition point. This shows a clear double-peaked distribution, conveying a coexistence of

the two phases near the transition. These features, together with the lack of universal scaling,

strongly suggest that this is indeed a first-order QPT.

Finally, we simulate the transition from the disordered phase into the star phase at Rb=1.7.

In Fig. 3.6, we see a behavior similar to the transition into the striated phase: both the order

parameter and the Rydberg density seem to converge towards a sharp step-like function.

We again plot the histogram of the density sampling [Fig. 3.6(b); inset] and observe a clear

double-peaked distribution, reflecting the first-order nature of the transition.

The star and striated phases break different symmetries; thus, in the absence of any ex-

otic mechanisms such as deconfined quantum criticality [597], the QPT between them must

be first-order. We study this transition numerically and find that our QMC algorithm ex-

hibits diverging equilibration times near the phase boundary, indicating the coexistence of

two incompatible symmetry-breaking patterns. We employ a seeding procedure where the

simulation first equilibrates deep within one of the phases and is then slowly driven towards

the transition point. This method results in a convergence to a sharp jump indicating the

first-order transition, as expected. Further details on extracting the phase boundary are

presented in Appendix B.2.2.

In summary, two of the three possible transitions between the disordered, checkerboard,

and striated phases prove to be second-order while the third is seen to be first-order. The star
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(a) (b)

Figure 3.6: Transition between the disordered and star phases. (a, b) Both the order param-
eter and the Rydberg density converge to sharp step functions for increasing system sizes.
(b) Double-peaked distribution of density measurements at the phase boundary indicates a
first-order transition.

phase is connected to the neighboring phases considered here solely through first-order QPTs.

To understand the origins of these differences, we now develop low-energy Landau-Ginzburg-

Wilson (LGW) theories describing the QPTs in the system. Our analysis reveals the emergence

of fluctuation-induced first-order transitions, which originate from the inaccessibility of stable

fixed points in the renormalization-group flow.

3.4 Landau-Ginzburg-Wilson theories

Having identified the locations and orders of the various quantum phase transitions from

numerical simulations, we now turn to their theoretical descriptions. More specifically, we

construct effective LGW theories [363] to describe the nature of the phase transitions observed

in the square-lattice Rydberg atom arrays. Here, we present the main results while the detailed

analysis is summarized in Appendix B.3.

The central idea behind this framework is similar to conventional mean-field theory, in which

one represents an exponentially large number of degrees of freedom by an order parameter

expectation value, say, ψ0; minimizing the free energy as a function of ψ0 then yields the

optimal equilibrium state. Landau theory builds upon this concept of free energy optimization

by additionally incorporating spatial fluctuations, within the “soft spin” approximation. With

reference to the Rydberg system, this means that the discrete local density ni at each site i

is promoted to a coarse-grained continuous magnetization field ρ (r)∈R (whose magnitude

can vary freely), representing an approximate average of ni in the vicinity of r = ri; the hard
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occupation constraint is thus softened. The underlying assumption is that the important

spatial variations occur on a scale much larger than the lattice spacing [550], so we effectively

focus on long-wavelength and low-energy physics. The field ρ (r) can be expanded in the basis

set of the real-space eigenfunctions of the N lowest-energy modes as

ρ(r) = Re

( N∑
n=1

ψn e
ikn·r

)
, (3.6)

where ψn ∈C is the order parameter corresponding to the n-th mode. The positions of these

soft modes in momentum space can be identified from the peaks in the Fourier spectra listed

in Table 3.1. The Landau functional is given by all homogeneous quartic polynomials in

the amplitudes ψn that are invariant under the symmetry transformations of the underlying

square lattice [32, 218, 287, 294].

In this spirit, the Rydberg density in or around the striated phase can be expanded in

terms of three real fields Ψ1, Ψ2, and Φ as ρ(r)=Ψ1 e
i (π,0)·r +Ψ2 e

i (0,π)·r +Φ ei (π,π)·r; note

that this set already includes the (π, π) Fourier peak of the checkerboard phase as well. The

symmetry properties of the order parameters show that Φ∼Ψ1Ψ2 and the interplay between

the three bears interesting consequences for the Landau theory. Up to quartic order, the most

general effective Hamiltonian is

Hlgw =

∫
dDx

[
2∑
i=1

(∂µΨi)
2 + (∂µΦ)

2 + r
(
Ψ2

1 +Ψ2
2

)
+ sΦ2 + gΨ1Ψ2Φ1 + u1

(
Ψ2

1 +Ψ2
2

)2
+ u2Φ

4 + vΨ2
1Ψ

2
2 + wΦ2

(
Ψ2

1 +Ψ2
2

) ]
, (3.7)

where x denotes a D=2 + 1-dimensional spacetime coordinate, and we have suppressed the

explicit dependence of the Ψ and Φ fields on the continuum position r. We have also rescaled

all the field variables so as to make the coefficients of the gradient terms equal to unity. The

parameters r and s tune the system across the various phase transitions. The cubic coupling

g is allowed by all the symmetries and plays an essential role in establishing the important

features of the phase diagram.

A mean-field analysis of Hlgw leads to the phase diagram in Fig. 3.7, yielding (i) the
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Figure 3.7: Mean-field phase diagram of the low-energy Landau theory in Eq. (3.7), illustrating
the disordered, checkerboard, and striated phases as well as the fields condensed in each. The
black and red lines represent second-order and first-order QPTs, respectively. The black dots
mark the two tricritical points T1 and T2. The numerical minimization was performed taking
g=−u1= v=−1, u2=0.75, and w=0.5 in Eq. (3.7).

trivial disordered phase, where no lattice symmetry is broken and ⟨Φ⟩= ⟨Ψi⟩=0, (ii) the

checkerboard phase, where only the Φ field is condensed, i.e., ⟨Φ⟩ ̸=0, ⟨Ψi⟩=0, and (iii) the

striated phase, where both the order parameters are nonzero, so ⟨Φ⟩ ̸=0, ⟨Ψi⟩ ̸=0. Although

there can be a second-order QPT between any two of these three phases, the presence of the

cubic term in Eq. (3.7) implies the existence of a line of first-order transitions close to the

origin r= s=0 [490, 555, 600]. This line terminates in two tricritical points (labeled T1 and T2

in Fig. 3.7), at which the coefficients of both the quadratic and quartic terms of the effective

theory vanish; the theory is then controlled by its sextic term [not shown in Eq. (3.7)].

Let us now address the role of the fluctuations neglected in the mean-field calculation so

far by considering a more careful RG analysis. For the purpose of describing the QPT from

the disordered to the striated phase, the most general Hamiltonian density consistent with

square-lattice symmetries can be written as

1

2

2∑
i=1

{(
∂µΨi

)2
+ rΨ2

i

}
+

1

4!

2∑
i=1

(
u0 + v0δij

)
Ψ2
iΨ

2
j .
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This theory is known to have four RG fixed points (FPs) [6, 7], but in D=3, the O(2)-

symmetric FP describes the generic critical behavior of the system. However, there is an

extended region in the (u0, v0) parameter plane, defined by the wedge {(u0, v0)| − v0/2 <

u0 < 0}, from which the FP is inaccessible, thus rendering the transition first-order [334].

Therefore, there are two possible mechanisms which could lead to the first-order transition

between the disordered and striated phases observed numerically. Firstly, we could have a

scenario where the star phase sets in before the tricritical point T1 in Fig. 3.7, ensuring that

the entire line of transitions between the disordered and the striated phase remains first-order.

Alternatively, if the parameters of our theory place us in the abovementioned swath of (u0, v0)

space, one could have a fluctuation-induced first-order transition due to the inaccessibility of

the relevant FP.

On the other hand, the Z2 symmetry-breaking on going from the checkerboard to the

striated phase is described by the standard Φ4 field theory, where, for D< 4, the physics

of the critical point is given by the celebrated Wilson-Fisher FP [693–695]. Therefore, any

second-order QPT between these two phases must be in the universality class of the (2+1)D

Ising model.

Having detailed the LGW theory of QPTs in the lower part of the phase diagram, we now

turn to the star phase. The QPT from the disordered to the star phase involves four real

fields and is described by a three-dimensional O(4)-symmetric vector model with anisotropic

perturbations [246]. The effective Hamiltonian, consistent with all symmetries, is (up to

quartic order)

Hϕ =

∫
dDx

[
2∑
i,a

1

2

{
(∂µϕa,i)

2 + rϕ2a,i
}
+

2∑
ij,ab

1

4!

(
u0 + v0δij + w0δijδab

)
ϕ2a,iϕ

2
b,j

]
, (3.8)

where the coefficients u0, v0, w0 must satisfy

u0 > 0 and


− (u0 + v0) <

w0

2
< −v0, for w0 > 0

− (u0 + v0) < w0 < −v0, for w0 < 0

(3.9)

to ensure the stability of the theory and the appropriate condensation of fields in the star
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phase. Within the framework of the ε expansion, this so-called tetragonal theory has eight

FPs [458–460]. However, a careful analysis shows that there are only three possible stable

FPs [498]: the cubic one in the v0=0 plane as well as its symmetric counterpart, and the

XY FP with u0=w0=0. The cubic FP, which is stable in the v0=0 subspace, is unstable

with respect to the quartic interaction associated with the coupling v0; similar considerations

apply to the other cubic FP which is stable in the v0+(3/2)w0=0 plane [493]. The XY FP is

stable on the u0=0 plane and while its behavior in the full parameter space has been a subject

of much debate [151, 454–457], recent six-loop fixed-dimension expansion calculations [498]

have confirmed its global stability [including on the w0=0 plane in Fig. B.5(c)]. Thus,

systems described by the tetragonal Hamiltonian are generically expected to demonstrate XY

critical behavior. Crucially, the XY FP is rendered inaccessible from the allowed region in

the parameter space of our effective theories given by Eq. (3.9) as shown in Appendix B.3.

Therefore, the QPT between the disordered and star phases is a fluctuation-induced first-order

transition.

The Landau functionals for the QPTs to the other ordered phases are presented in Ap-

pendix B.3 and summarized in Table B.1 therein. These involve four or more real fields

and are described by three-dimensional O(N )-symmetric vector models (N =4, 8) [621] with

anisotropic perturbations [246]. While two of these Landau-Ginzburg-Wilson theories have

been studied [91, 498], we also find an exotic theory [Eq. (B.31)] that has not been investi-

gated previously. Experimentally extracting the exponents of the transition, possibly via the

Kibble-Zurek mechanism [337, 338, 761–763], can help reveal the critical properties of this

theory.

3.5 Experiments on a 256-atom programmable quantum simulator

Recent advances in the coherent manipulation of programmable, strongly interacting systems

have established two-dimensional Rydberg atom arrays as a powerful platform for quantum

simulation with hundreds of qubits [44, 61, 83, 84, 360]. In this section, we describe how

large-scale two-dimensional Rydberg atom arrays, consisting of up to 256 neutral atoms, can

be used to experimentally probe the aforementioned quantum phases and phase transitions
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a b

c d

1. Load 2. Rearrange 3. Readout

Figure 3.8: Programmable two-dimensional arrays of strongly interacting Rydberg atoms.
a. Atoms are loaded into a 2D array of optical tweezer traps and rearranged into defect-free
patterns by a second set of moving tweezers. Lasers at 420 nm and 1013 nm drive a coherent
two-photon transition in each atom between the ground state |g⟩ = |5S1/2, F = 2,mF = −2⟩
and the Rydberg state |r⟩ = |70S1/2,mj = −1/2,mI = −3/2⟩. b. Fluorescence image of initial
random loading of atoms, followed by rearrangement to a defect-free 15×15 (225 atoms) square
array. After this initialization, the atoms evolve coherently under laser excitation according to
the Hamiltonian (3.4) with Rabi frequency Ω(t), detuning ∆(t), and long-range interactions
Vij , realizing a many-body unitary U(t). Finally, the state of each atom is read out, with
atoms excited to |r⟩ detected as loss and marked with red circles. Shown on the far right is
an example measurement following quasi-adiabatic evolution into the checkerboard phase. c,
d. Similar evolution on honeycomb and triangular lattices result in analogous ordered phases
of Rydberg excitations with filling 1/2 and 1/3, respectively.

on the square lattice that have been the focus of this chapter.

3.5.1 Programmable two-dimensional Rydberg arrays

The experiments reported here were carried out on the second generation of an experimental

platform described previously [61]. The new apparatus uses a spatial light modulator (SLM)

to form a large, two-dimensional (2D) array of optical tweezers in a vacuum cell (Fig. 3.8a).

This static tweezer array is loaded with individual 87Rb atoms from a magneto-optical trap

(MOT), with a uniform loading probability of 50–60% across up to 1000 tweezers. We re-

arrange the initially loaded atoms into programmable, defect-free patterns using a second

set of moving optical tweezers that are steered by a pair of crossed acousto-optical deflec-

tors (AODs) to arbitrary positions in 2D (Fig. 3.8a) [44]. A parallel rearrangement protocol

enables rearrangement into a wide variety of geometries including square, honeycomb, and

triangular lattices (left panels in Fig. 3.8b–d). The procedure takes a total time of 50–100 ms
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for arrays of up to a few hundred atoms and results in filling fractions exceeding 99%.

As usual, the qubits are encoded in the electronic ground state |g⟩ and the highly excited

n = 70 Rydberg state |r⟩ of each atom. The entire array is illuminated from opposite sides

with two counter-propagating laser beams at 420 and 1013 nm, shaped into light sheets, to

coherently couple |g⟩ to |r⟩ via a two-photon transition (Fig. 3.8a). The resulting many-body

dynamics U(t) are governed by a combination of the laser excitation and long-range van

der Waals interactions between Rydberg states, described by the Hamiltonian in Eq. (3.4).

After evolution under the Hamiltonian (3.4), the state of each atomic qubit is read out by

fluorescence imaging that detects only atoms in |g⟩, while atoms in |r⟩ are detected as loss.

Detection fidelities exceed 99% for both states.

The Rydberg blockade mechanism [304, 411] is central to understanding the programmable

dynamics driven by the Hamiltonian (3.4). We control the effective blockade range Rb/a by

programming the lattice spacing a for the atom array. Using these control tools, we explore

quantum evolution resulting in a wide variety of quantum phases.

3.5.2 Benchmarking the checkerboard phase

The smallest value of Rb/a that results in an ordered phase for the quantum many-body

ground state of the system corresponds to Rb/a ≈ 1, where only one out of every pair of

nearest-neighbor atoms can be excited to |r⟩. On a square array, this constraint leads to our fa-

miliar Z2-symmetry-broken checkerboard phase with an antiferromagnetic (AF) ground state.

To realize such a state, the array is initialized at Rb/a = 1.15 (a = 6.7 µm, Ω = 2π×4.3 MHz)

with all atoms in |g⟩. The detuning ∆ is then dynamically swept from negative to positive

values while keeping the Rabi frequency Ω fixed to bring the system quasi-adiabatically into

the checkerboard phase (Fig. 3.8b and Fig. 3.9a). A similar approach can be used to create

analogous ordered phases on other lattice geometries (Fig. 3.8c, d).

We quantify the strength of antiferromagnetic correlations in the checkerboard phase over

many experimental repetitions using the connected density-density correlator G(2)(k, l) =

1
N(k,l)

∑
i,j(⟨ninj⟩ − ⟨ni⟩⟨nj⟩), where the sum is over all pairs of atoms (i, j) separated by

the same relative lattice displacement x=(k, l) sites, normalized by the number of such pairs
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Figure 3.9: Benchmarking the quantum simulator using checkerboard ordering. a. A quasi-
adiabatic detuning sweep ∆(t) at constant Rabi frequency Ω is used to prepare the checker-
board ground state with high fidelity. b. Two-site correlation function G(2)(k, l), averaged over
all pairs of atoms on a 12×12 array, showing near-perfect alternating correlations throughout
the entire system. c. Top panel: Exponential fits of rectified horizontal and vertical corre-
lations are used to extract correlation lengths in the corresponding directions ξH and ξV .
Bottom panel: Radially averaged coarse-grained correlations as a function of radial distance
used to calculate ξR (error denotes the uncertainty in the fit). d. Histogram of many-body
state occurrence frequency after 6767 repetitions of the experiment on a 12×12 array. The two
most frequently occurring microstates correspond to the two perfect checkerboard orderings,
and the next four most common ones are those with a single defect in one of the corners of
the array. e. Probability of finding a perfect checkerboard ground state as a function of array
size (error bars represent the 68% confidence interval). The slightly higher probabilities in
odd×odd systems is due to commensurate edges on opposing sides of the array. All data in
this figure are conditioned on defect-free rearrangement of the array.
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N(k,l). The measurement of G(2)(k, l) on a 12×12 system (Fig. 3.9b) yields horizontal, vertical,

and radially averaged correlation lengths of ξH = 11.1(1), ξV = 11.3(1), and ξR = 12.0(1)

respectively (see Fig. 3.9c), showing long-range correlations across the entire 144-atom array.

These exceed the values reported previously for two-dimensional systems [230, 396] by nearly

an order of magnitude.

Single-site readout also allows one to study individual many-body states of our system

(Fig. 3.9d). Out of 6767 repetitions on a 12×12 array, the two perfectly ordered states |AF1⟩

and |AF2⟩ are by far the most frequently observed microstates, with near-equal probabilities

between the two. We benchmark our state preparation by measuring the probability of observ-

ing perfect checkerboard ordering as a function of system size (Fig. 3.9e). We find empirically

that the probability scales with the number of atoms according to an exponential 0.97N ,

offering a benchmark that includes all experimental imperfections such as finite detection

fidelity, nonadiabatic state preparation, spontaneous emission, finite Rydberg-state lifetime,

and residual quantum fluctuations in the ordered state. Remarkably, even for a system size as

large as 15×15 (225 atoms), we still observe the perfect antiferromagnetic ground state with

probability 0.10+5
−4% within the exponentially large Hilbert space of dimension 2225 ≈ 1068.

3.5.3 Experimental observation of the (2 + 1)D Ising transition

We now study the quantum phase transition into the checkerboard phase. The transition

into the checkerboard phase is expected to be in the paradigmatic—but never previously

observed—quantum Ising universality class in (2+1) dimensions [563]. Quantitatively probing

such a transition can be used to benchmark quantum many-body evolution [203].

To explore universal scaling across this phase transition for a large system, we study the

dynamical build-up of correlations associated with the quantum Kibble-Zurek mechanism

[333, 508] on a 16× 16 (256 atoms) array, at fixed Rb/a = 1.15. Starting at a large negative

detuning with all atoms in |g⟩, ∆/Ω is linearly increased, while stopping at various points to

measure the growth of correlations across the phase transition (Fig. 3.10a, b). Slower sweep

rates s = d∆/dt result in longer correlation lengths ξ, as expected (Fig. 3.10c).

The quantum Kibble-Zurek mechanism predicts a universal scaling relationship between
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the control parameter ∆ and the correlation length ξ. Specifically, when both ∆ and ξ are

rescaled with the sweep rate s (relative to a reference rate s0)

ξ̃ = ξ(s/s0)
µ, (3.10)

∆̃ = (∆−∆c)(s/s0)
κ, (3.11)

with exponents µ ≡ ν/(1 + zν) and κ ≡ −1/(1 + zν), then universality implies that the

rescaled ξ̃ vs. ∆̃ collapses onto a single curve [333] for any sweep rate s. Figure 3.10d shows

a striking collapse of the experimental data demonstrating such a universal scaling.

The underlying class of phase transitions (quantum or classical) is described by Lorentz-

invariant field theories [550], resulting in a dynamical critical exponent of z=1. The correla-

tion length critical exponent ν for the system is experimentally extracted by finding the value

that optimizes universal collapse. To do so, we first independently determine the position of

the critical point ∆c, which corresponds to the peak of the susceptibility χ = −∂2⟨H⟩/∂∆2 and

is associated with a vanishing gap [550]. For adiabatic evolution under the Hamiltonian (3.4),

the susceptibility χ is related to the mean Rydberg excitation density ⟨n⟩ by χ = ∂⟨n⟩/∂∆

according to the Hellman-Feynman theorem. Measuring ⟨n⟩ vs. ∆ along a slow linear sweep

(to remain as adiabatic as possible) and taking the numerical derivative of the fitted data to

obtain χ, its peak is found to be at ∆c/Ω = 1.12(4).

Having identified the position of the critical point, we now extract the value of ν that opti-

mizes data collapse (inset of Fig. 3.10d). The resulting ν = 0.62(4) rescales the experimental

data to clearly fall on a single universal curve (Fig. 3.10d). This measurement is in good

agreement with the value of ν = 0.629 predicted for the quantum Ising universality class in

(2+1) dimensions [563], and distinct from both the mean-field value [550] of ν = 1/2 and the

previously verified value in (1+1) dimensions [333] of ν = 1 (also corresponding to the 2D clas-

sical Ising phase transition). The extracted critical exponent ν is consistent across different

array sizes and has an uncertainty dominated by the precision of our independent measure-

ment of the location of the quantum critical point . This demonstration of universal scaling

constitutes a clear signature of quantum many-body behavior, and highlights opportunities
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Figure 3.10: Observation of the (2+1)D Ising quantum phase transition on a 16×16 ar-
ray. a. The transition into the checkerboard phase is explored using a linear detuning sweep
∆(t) at constant Ω. The resulting checkerboard ordering is measured at various endpoints.
b. Example of growing correlations G(2) with increasing ∆/Ω along a linear sweep with sweep
rate s = 15 MHz/µs. c. Growth of correlation length ξ for s spanning an order of magnitude
(15, 21, 30, 42, 60, 85, and 120 MHz/µs). ξ used here measures correlations between the
coarse-grained local staggered magnetization. d. For an optimized value of the critical expo-
nent ν, all curves collapse onto a single universal curve when rescaled relative to the quantum
critical point ∆c. Inset: distance D between all pairs of rescaled curves as a function of ν.
The minimum at ν = 0.62(4) (red dashed line) yields the experimental value for the criti-
cal exponent (red and gray shaded regions indicate uncertainties) and is consistent with the
theoretical prediction [563] ν = 0.629.
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for quantitative studies of quantum critical phenomena.

3.5.4 Exploring the square-lattice phase diagram

The phase diagram is mapped experimentally by using the Fourier transform of single-shot

measurement outcomes F(k) = |
∑

i exp(ik · xi/a)ni/N |, which characterizes long-range order

in the system. For instance, the checkerboard phase shows a prominent peak at k = (π, π),

corresponding to the canonical antiferromagnetic order parameter: the staggered magneti-

zation (Fig. 3.11a). We construct order parameters for all observed phases using the sym-

metrized Fourier transform F̃(k1, k2) = ⟨F(k1, k2)+F(k2, k1)⟩/2, averaged over experimental

repetitions, which takes into account the reflection symmetry in our system.

When interaction strengths are increased such that next-nearest-neighbor excitations are

suppressed by Rydberg interactions (Rb/a ≳
√
2), translational symmetry along the diagonal

directions is also broken, leading to the appearance of the striated phase (Fig. 3.11b). In

this phase, Rydberg excitations are mostly located two sites apart and hence appear both

on alternating rows and alternating columns. This ordering is immediately apparent through

the observation of prominent peaks at k = (0, π), (π, 0), and (π, π) in the Fourier domain.

As discussed above and explicitly demonstrated below, quantum fluctuations, appearing as

defects in single-shot images (Fig. 3.11b), play a key role in stabilizing this phase.

At even larger values ofRb/a ≳ 1.7, the star phase emerges, with Rydberg excitations placed

every four sites along one direction and every two sites in the perpendicular direction. There

are two possible orientations for the ordering of this phase, so Fourier peaks are observed at k

= (π, 0) and (π/2, π), as well as at their symmetric partners (0, π) and (π, π/2) (Fig. 3.11c).

In the thermodynamic limit, the star ordering corresponds to the lowest-energy classical

configuration of Rydberg excitations on a square array with a density of 1/4.

We now systematically explore the phase diagram on 13×13 (169-atom) arrays, with the

dimensions chosen so as to be simultaneously commensurate with checkerboard, striated,

and star orderings. For each value of the blockade range Rb/a, ∆ is swept linearly (similar to

Fig. 3.10a but with a ramp-down time of 200 ns), stopping at evenly spaced endpoints to raster

the full phase diagram. For every endpoint, we extract the order parameter corresponding
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Figure 3.11: Phase diagram of the two-dimensional square lattice. a. Example fluorescence
image of atoms in the checkerboard phase and the corresponding Fourier transform averaged
over many experimental repetitions ⟨F(k)⟩, highlighting the peak at (π, π) (circled). b. Image
of atoms in the striated phase and the corresponding ⟨F(k)⟩ highlighting peaks at (0, π), (π, 0)
and (π, π) (circled). c. Image of atoms in the star phase with corresponding Fourier peaks
at (π/2, π) and (π, 0) (circled), as well as at symmetric partners (π, π/2) and (0, π). d. The
experimental phase diagram is constructed by measuring order parameters for each of the
three phases for different values of the tunable blockade range Rb/a and detuning ∆/Ω.
Red markers indicate the numerically calculated phase boundaries. e. The order parameters
evaluated numerically for the ground state using DMRG for a 9×9 array; note the different
color scales used for the star phase.

to each many-body phase, and plot them separately to show their prominence in different

regions of the phase diagram (Fig. 3.11d).

We compare our observations with numerical simulations of the ground-state phase diagram

using DMRG on a smaller 9×9 array with open boundary conditions (Fig. 3.11e and red

markers in Fig. 3.11d). Since the dimensions of the systems studied in Fig. 3.11, (13× 13

(experimentally) and 9× 9 (numerically), are both of the form (4n+1)× (4n+1), the two phase

diagrams are expected to be similar. In particular, both these system sizes are compatible

with the commensurate ordering patterns of the crystalline phases observed in this work, and

can host all three phases (at the appropriate Rb/a) with the same boundary conditions. Upon
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comparing the numerical and experimental data, we find excellent agreement in the extent

of the checkerboard phase. For the striated and star phases, we also find good similarity

between experiment and theory, although due to their larger unit cells and the existence

of many degenerate configurations, these two phases are more sensitive to both edge effects

and experimental imperfections. We emphasize that the numerical simulations evaluate the

order parameter for the exact ground state of the system at each point, while the experiment

quasi-adiabatically prepares these states via a dynamical process. These results establish

the potential of programmable quantum simulators with tunable, long-range interactions for

studying large quantum many-body systems that are challenging to access with even state-

of-the-art computational tools [180].

3.5.5 Characterizing the striated phase

We now systematically explore the nature of the striated phase. In contrast to the checker-

board and star phases, which can be understood from a dense-packing argument [563], this

phase has no counterpart in the classical limit (Ω→ 0). Striated ordering allows the atoms to

lower their energy by partially aligning with the transverse field, favoring this phase at finite

Ω. This can be seen by considering the 2× 2 unit cell, within which one site has a large Ry-

dberg excitation probability [designated the (0,0) sublattice] (Fig. 3.12a). Excitations on its

nearest-neighbor (0,1) and (1,0) sublattices are suppressed due to the strong Rydberg block-

ade. The remaining atoms on the (1,1) sublattice have no nearest neighbors in the Rydberg

state and experience a much weaker interaction from four next-nearest (diagonal) neighbors

on the (0,0) sublattice, thus allowing the (1,1) atoms to lower their energy by forming a coher-

ent superposition between ground and Rydberg states (Fig. 3.12b). Based on this description,

a mean-field ansatz for the striated phase is constructed in Appendix B.4.

Experimentally, the quantum fluctuations in this phase can be studied by observing the

response of the system to short quenches (with quench times tq < 1/Ωq). The dependence on

the detuning ∆q and laser phase ϕq of the quench [where Ω → Ωeiϕq in Eq. (3.4))] contains

information about local correlations and coherence, which allows us to characterize the quan-

tum states on the different sublattices. The quench resonance for each site is determined by
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Figure 3.12: Probing correlations and coherence in the striated phase via quench dynamics.
a. Unit cell of striated ordering (dashed box) with (0,0) and (1,1) sublattices outlined in red
and blue, respectively. The fill shade on each site reflects the mean Rydberg excitation. b. The
variational states for the (0,0) and (1,1) sublattices are illustrated on the Bloch sphere (see
Appendix B.4). The black arrow illustrates the phase ϕq of Ω during the quench. c. Probability
P (d) of an excitation, conditioned on observing no nearest-neighbor excitations, and zero
(red), three (light blue), or four (dark blue) diagonal next-nearest neighbor excitations. P (0)

is plotted for ϕq = π/2, showing resonant de-excitation of the (0,0) sublattice near the bare-
atom resonance (leftmost vertical line). P (3) and P (4) are plotted for ϕq = −π/2, showing
excitation peaks for the (1,1) sublattice at interaction shifts corresponding to 3 or 4 diagonal
neighbors (two rightmost vertical lines). d, e.P (0) and P (4) vary with quench phase ϕq at
their corresponding resonances (∆q/2π = 1.4 and 20.4 MHz, respectively), demonstrating
coherence on both the (0,0) and (1,1) sublattices. Solid line fits are used to extract Bloch-
vector components. Error bars represent one standard deviation.
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the strong interactions with its nearest and next-nearest neighbors, resulting in a large dif-

ference between the (0,0) and (1,1) sublattices. Therefore, when one sublattice is resonantly

driven, the other is effectively frozen on the short time scale tq.

The nature of the striated phase is revealed using nine-particle operators to measure the

state of an atom, conditioned on its local environment. Specifically, we evaluate the condi-

tional Rydberg density P (d), defined as the excitation probability of an atom if all nearest

neighbors are in |g⟩, and exactly d next-nearest (diagonal) neighbors are in |r⟩. For d = 0,

we observe a dip in P (0) near the bare atom resonance (Fig. 3.12c), corresponding to reso-

nant de-excitation of the (0,0) sublattice. Meanwhile, P (3) and P (4) have two separate peaks

that correspond to resonant excitation of the (1,1) sublattice with d = 3 and d = 4 next-

nearest-neighbor excitations, respectively (Fig. 3.12c). Remarkably, we find that the quench

response of both the (0,0) and (1,1) sublattices depends on the phase ϕq of the driving field

during the quench (Fig. 3.12d, e). The measured visibilities, together with a simple mean-field

model (see Appendix B.5), enable the estimation of unknown Bloch vector components on the

two sublattices, yielding ⟨σx⟩(0,0) = −0.82(6), ⟨σy⟩(0,0) = 0.25(2), and ⟨σx⟩(1,1) = −0.45(4),

⟨σy⟩(1,1) = 0.09(1). We emphasize that accurate characterization requires the use of more

sophisticated variational wavefunctions (based on, e.g., tensor networks), and this approach

can also be extended through techniques such as shadow tomography [278].

3.6 Machine-learning discovery of phases in experimental data

The recent advances in realization of programmable quantum simulators—as demonstrated

in the previous section—call for new approaches to analyzing large volumes of data gener-

ated by such quantum devices. Remarkably, these simulators can probe states within an

extremely large Hilbert space. For example, in a 13× 13 system, the quantum states live in a

2169-dimensional space while each measurement probabilistically projects to just a single di-

mension. Tomographically [226, 306, 661] inferring the entire many-body wavefunction from

such measurements themselves is a formidable task. While certain types of many-body states

can be easily identified by evaluating simple local observables, many exotic quantum phases

that can be explored on programmable simulators cannot be characterized using conventional
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approaches.

In this section, we introduce a hybrid unsupervised-supervised machine learning approach

to analyze the data generated using our familiar setup of Rydberg atoms arrayed on a square

lattice [164]. While these experiments detected three of the ordered phases predicted in

Section 3.2—namely, the checkerboard, striated, and star—some of the more complex ordered

phases are challenging to detect and analyze directly, especially in light of the finite system

size and experimental imperfections. We show how the machine-learning framework directly

reveals the correct order parameters to diagnose multiple density-wave-ordered phases, thus

providing a route to the construction of (a priori unknown) order parameters for potentially

more complicated symmetry-breaking phases [578]. Additionally, our interpretable analysis

allows us to uncover several new features including: (i) the pattern of quantum correlations

in the striated phase, (ii) the previously undetected rhombic phase, and (iii) a boundary-

ordering quantum phase transition in which the edge of the system develops long-range order

while the bulk remains trivial.

To address the challenge associated with large volumes of data produced by projective mea-

surements, we introduce an unsupervised-supervised hybrid-correlation convolutional neural

network (Hybrid-CCNN). Reference 440 introduced the CCNN architecture, which modifies

the standard convolutional network to allow direct interpretation of the key-feature correla-

tions of a learned phase. While this interpretability endowed the CCNN with the ability to

reveal new theoretical insights, a direct supervised learning approach is ultimately limited by

the subjective bias entering through training data selection. Increasingly, the community has

made efforts to remove such bias from “phase recognition” [99] algorithms either by using

fully unsupervised learning [19, 133, 221, 275, 282, 322, 357, 399, 399, 401, 653, 683] or by

adopting an element of unsupervised learning [100, 281, 534]. However, discovery of new

phases or fluctuation effects from experimental data through such efforts are rare [653] to

date. Here, we introduce “Hybrid-CCNN” that prefaces CCNN’s supervised learning with

an unsupervised discovery stage and apply the two-stage process shown in Fig. 3.13(f) on

voluminous experimental data to arrive at three discoveries.

At each point in the (∆, Rb) phase space, the available snapshot data consists of 250 binary
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maps ni(x; {∆, Rb}) ∈ {0, 1}, i ∈ 1, ..., 250 with x ∈ [1, ..., 13]2. An innovative feature of the

Hybrid-CCNN is the use of different data preprocessing for the unsupervised and supervised

stages to target different facets of the high-dimensional data: average density modulations and

snapshot-to-snapshot fluctuations. For the unsupervised learning stage, we work in Fourier-

space and use snapshot-averaged density modulations by constructing a set of Fourier-space

features |n(k)|2 which are invariant to overall density shifts. Beginning the analysis in Fourier

space allows one to benchmark the Hybrid-CCNN findings against results obtained using a

traditional measure of spatially modulated order for finite-size simulations.

On the other hand, much information about the structure of many-body quantum fluc-

tuations captured in each snapshot will be lost upon this averaging. Moreover, the Fourier

basis is noisy in the presence of nonperiodic spatial variations and incommensurate domains.

Hence, in the final supervised phase, the CCNNs are trained to learn phase characteristics

directly from the full density fluctuation maps δni(x) ≡ ni(x) − n̄(x) produced from each

snapshot as independent training data. Here, n̄(x)=
∑

i ni(x)/N is the snapshot-averaged

Rydberg excitation density at each site x, where N =250 is the number of snapshots at each

(∆, Rb). As detailed later, this normalization allows the CCNN to easily focus on fully con-

nected components of low-order correlation functions and prevents the network from learning

trivial overall excitation densities.

3.6.1 Unsupervised phase discovery

For the unsupervised learning stage, the aim is to form a collection of features and use a clus-

tering algorithm to map out different regions in the (∆, Rb) space where the features change

dramatically. As we are targeting density-wave orderings, the feature set is built from density

modulations in Fourier space, with care taken to ensure that the feature set is invariant to

overall density shifts. We start by normalizing the snapshots at each (∆, Rb) by the mean den-

sity to obtain ñi(x)=ni(x)− n̄, where n̄ is the average density across all sites and snapshots

at (∆, Rb). Then, Fourier transforming to |ñi(k)|2, subtracting the background contribution

∼
∑

k |ñi(k)|2, and averaging over all snapshots leads us to a density-shift-invariant structure

factor.
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Figure 3.13: (a) Defect-free square lattices of neutral atoms undergo coherent quantum evolu-
tion for different values of blockade extent Rb/a and linear detuning sweeps’ endpoints ∆/Ω,
followed by projective readout in which atoms excited to the Rydberg state are detected as
loss (red circles). (b–e) Idealized real-space patterns corresponding to phases predicted to be
present at various regions of parameter space. Dark pink and white sites indicate |r⟩ and
|g⟩ states, respectively, while the light pink sites in the striated phase are in a quantum su-
perposition of |r⟩ and |g⟩. (f) A diagram outlining the Hybrid-CCNN approach. First, an
unsupervised technique is used to generate a rough first-pass phase diagram. Here, we choose
to measure average Fourier amplitudes |n(k)|2 at each (∆, Rb), perform a dimensionality
reduction using principal component analysis, and finally cluster using a Gaussian mixture
model. The resulting phase diagram informs the starting “seeds” in the parameter space, from
which snapshots are sampled in a second supervised stage. We then learn to distinguish these
snapshots using interpretable classifiers, from which we can extract refined phase boundaries
and key identifying features.
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Figure 3.14: (a–c) Principal components 1, 2, 5 in Fourier space. (d) Results of the GMM
clustering performed in the reduced 10-dimensional PCA space and projected for visualization
into the space spanned by (a–c). (e) The CCNN architecture for the supervised learning stage,
constructed here up to third order, C(3)

α , with three learned filters fα and a learned spatial
weighting w(x). First, a density-normalized snapshot δn(x) is convolved with the filters fα
to produce a convolutional map C

(1)
α (x). The δn(x) are zero-padded to allow a convolution

of the filters over the entire snapshot. Then, a series of polynomials are applied [Eqs. (3.12),
(3.13)] to produce maps C(m)

α (x), which measure mth-order correlators near each x. These
maps are summed with a learned spatial weighting w(x) to produce features c(m)

α , which
are used by a final logistic layer for classification. (f) Resulting phase diagram produced
by supervised learning, obtained by cropping the classification confidence maps at level-set
contours ŷ = 0.75 and overlaying them.
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A remaining challenge is that clustering tends to be most robust in low-dimensional feature

spaces. Even with this averaging process performed over the snapshots at each (∆, Rb), the

full Fourier-space dimension remains considerably large. Specifically, working with a 16× 16

grid in k-space1 implies a 256-dimensional feature vector associated with each point in (∆, Rb)

space. To make this manageable for clustering, we reduce the dimensionality of the feature

space using principal component analysis (PCA) [68]. PCA identifies vectors called principal

components (PCs) in this 256-dimensional feature space along which the data varies the most

dramatically across the full phase diagram. Specifically, each of the principal components is

a linear combination of multiple points in k-space as visualized in Fig. 3.14(a–c).

The final step of the unsupervised learning stage is to cluster the phase-space points (∆, Rb)

in the reduced feature space spanned by the dominant PCA components. As our clustering

algorithm, we use a Gaussian Mixture Model [68] (GMM) for its robustness and invariance to

the scale of each feature. The two choices to be made are the number of principal components

to keep for the clustering, and the number of clusters to fit. We choose the first by increasing

the number of retained principal components one-by-one until the clusters stabilize, finding

10 to be sufficient for the current data. We then determine the optimal number of clusters to

be six as the Bayesian information criterion [68] plateaus past this number.

The clustering result shown in Fig. 3.13(f) partially resembles the manually obtained phase

diagram based on evaluation of three target order parameters for the checkerboard, striated,

and star phases [164, 563], except that the unsupervised learning indicates that there are five

phases distinct from the disordered phase [shown in grey in Fig. 3.13(f)]. A visualization of

the clusters projected to the subspace spanned by PC1, PC2, and PC5 shows that the clusters

are tightly defined [Fig. 3.14(d)], and notably the red, green, and purple clusters are located

at high values of PC1, PC2, and PC5, respectively. As PC1 and PC2 show considerable

overlap with the theoretical order parameters for checkerboard and star phases, respectively,

this allows us to clearly identify these phases with no prior knowledge. While PC3 and

PC4 do not immediately offer interpretation as an order parameter in Fourier space, possibly

capturing peak broadening, PC5 resembles the Fourier-space order parameter associated with
1We choose to work with a larger k-space than the minimal 13 × 13 space so that we capture Fourier

amplitudes at wavevectors π and π/2.
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the rhombic phase predicted in DMRG simulations on a cylinder [563]. This is tantalizing

since the previous manual analysis of the data did not report any signature of the rhombic

phase [164]. At this stage, two phases are clearly resolved: the checkerboard (red region and

PC1) and the star phase (green region and PC1); we also have hints at a potential rhombic-

like phase (purple region and PC5), and the identities of the orange and blue phases remain

unclear from the unsupervised learning alone.

3.6.2 Supervised phase characterization

Architecture and training

To better characterize each of the phases, we now turn to a supervised-learning stage which

focuses on real-space snapshot-to-snapshot fluctuations, δni(x;∆, Rb). In order to learn the

distinct identity of each phase, multiple neural networks are trained, with each given the task

of identifying snapshots of a single phase against the rest through a binary classification; this

is distinct from the common choice of using one neural network with multineuron output for

multiphase detection [73, 534, 652]. For the neural network architecture, the CCNN of Ref.440

is adapted to learn the spatial structure of correlations specific to each phase [see Fig. 3.14(e)].

As originally designed, CCNNs recognizem-site correlations [440] from site-normalized density

fluctuation snapshots δni(x) through mth-order polynomials of convolutional maps produced

with learned filters fα(a), C(m)
α (x), defined by C(m)

α (x) =
∑

a1 ̸=···̸=am

∏m
j=1 fα(aj)δn(x+aj).

The use of local features C(m)
α (x) allows the CCNN to discover higher-order and spatially

inhomogeneous correlations that are often overlooked, but which can be crucial for identifi-

cation of a given phase [440]. For the present dataset, we find truncating to m = 3 to be

sufficient. Specifically, we have

C(2)
α (x) =

∑
a1 ̸=a2

fα(a1)fα(a2)δn(x+ a1)δn(x+ a2), (3.12)

C(3)
α (x) =

∑
a1 ̸=a2 ̸=a3

fα(a1)fα(a2)fα(a3)δn(x+ a1)δn(x+ a2)δn(x+ a3). (3.13)

Firstly, for interpretability we fix the filters to be positive definite. Secondly, a new mod-

ule learns spatial structures beyond the length scale of the filters using a follow-up spatial
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weighting2 w(x) applied to the correlation maps C(m)
α (x), resulting in scalar features

c(m)
α ≡

∑
x

w(x)C(m)
α (x). (3.14)

These c(m)
α features enter the usual final logistic layer coupled by weights β(m)

α with bias ϵ to

produce the output

ŷ =

[
1 + exp

(
−
∑
α,m

β(m)
α c(m)

α + ϵ

)]−1

. (3.15)

This whole process is pictorially summarized in Fig. 3.14(e).

For training, the snapshots from the target training points are labeled with y=1 and those

from the remaining training points are labeled with y=0. During training, the filters fα(a),

logistic weights β(n)α , bias ϵ, and spatial weighting w(x) are all simultaneously learned by

stochastic gradient descent to minimize the cross-entropy loss, which drives the predicted ŷs

towards their correct labels y.

In order to arrive at a minimally complex set of features describing each phase, we perform

ablation testing [437] and strong regularization to progressively determine the minimal num-

ber of components necessary for the CCNN’s successful training. Following training, using

Eqs. (3.12), (3.13) allows one to determine the correlations captured by each filter fα(a),

while the sign and magnitude of the learned weights β(m)
α reveal the ferromagnetic (+) or

antiferromagnetic (−) nature and significance of the identified correlations. This interpreta-

tion process, along with the learned spatial weighting w(x) directly connects the full snapshot

dataset to theoretical insight.

Independent learning of known order parameters

Focusing first on the red and green phase-space regions in Fig. 3.14(f), we find that for these

phases, a fixed uniform spatial weighting, w(x)= 1, and truncation to second-order correla-

tions are sufficient for characterization. By the convolution theorem, a linear combination of

uniform c
(2)
α features amounts to a sum of the structure factor |δn(k)|2 weighted by the Fourier

transform of the filters fα(a). Inspecting the learned effective weightings in Fourier space, we
2We restrict w(x) to be symmetric under reflections and rotations of the spatial coordinates for simplicity

of parametrization.
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Figure 3.15: (a) CCNN-learned region of support for the striated phase, with highlighted boxes
indicating the training points. (b) Previously used approximate order parameter detecting the
striated phase. Red markers indicate phase boundaries obtained from DMRG simulations on
a 9× 9 array [164]. (c) The filters learned by a third-order nonuniform CCNN to identify the
striated phase in (a) and the signs on the β(2)α coefficients connecting the corresponding c(2)α to
the output. For ease of display, the filter weights are normalized such that the maximum is 1
within each filter. (d) The spatial weighting w(x) learned by a third-order CCNN identifying
the striated phase. A single-pixel outer layer, corresponding to where the filter lands on the
zero-padded region, is omitted for clarity. (e) A diagram showing example patches of the
idealized striated phase whose correlations are measured by the CCNN of (c,d).

notice that these CCNNs identify the correct order parameters traditionally used to character-

ize the respective density-wave orderings. Indeed, comparing these two regions to the earlier

result [164] based on manual evaluation of order parameters in Fourier space, we see that

the red and green regions of Fig. 3.14(f) clearly map to the checkerboard [Fig. 3.13(b)] and

star [Fig. 3.13(d)] phases, respectively. For these phases, the key advantages of CCNN-based

phase recognition are an unbiased discovery of the simplest order parameter suitable for the

complexity of fluctuations present in the data, as well as noticeably sharper phase boundaries

without prior knowledge. We emphasize the nontriviality of the former observation as the

Hybrid-CCNN is able to reveal the correct order parameters without any prior input about

the physics or structure of the density-wave-ordered ground states. This highlights the utility

of our method for applications to potentially more complicated symmetry-breaking phases,
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for which the correct order parameters may not be immediately obvious.

3.6.3 Quantum fluctuations in the striated phase

Next, we turn to the blue region in Fig. 3.14(f). From the CCNN trained to identify this

phase, we produce the confidence map shown in Fig. 3.15(a) via “classifying” each point

in parameter space by averaging the correlator features c(m)
α across all available snapshots

and then predicting using Eq. (3.15). We find that resulting map overlaps significantly with

the region previously demarcated as the striated phase in Ref. 164 using an approximate

Fourier order parameter [Fig. 3.15(b)]. However, the CCNN confidence map produces a

remarkably sharper region of support for the phase. In the parameter regime of interest, the

striated phase is unique in that it is an intrinsically quantum phase stabilized by the quantum

fluctuations driven by the transverse field ∼ Ω; in fact, the Rydberg interaction term alone

energetically favors star order, so the striated phase does not exist in the classical limit of

Ω/∆ → 0 [563]. Motivated by this, previous work [164] characterized this phase using a

mean-field ansatz consisting of a product of single-particle states in quantum superpositions

of |g⟩ and |r⟩. However, such an ansatz describes a product state. In contrast, the two and

three-site connected correlations that the CCNN learned to recognize using two filters f1 and

f2 [Fig. 3.15(c)], combined with the long-ranged structure learned by the weight map w(x)

[Fig. 3.15(d)], offer a first glimpse at potentially nontrivial quantum many-body correlations

in this region.

First, the weight map w(x) learnt to identify a specific sublattice in the bulk, and corre-

spondingly, activates the filters only when they are centered on this sublattice. As a result,

the CCNN measures correlations within repeating 3 × 3 blocks that span the system [see

Fig 3.15(e)]. The learned positive sign of the logistic weight β(2)1 associated with the filter

f1 implies that the corner sites will tend to be jointly excited, which matches the expected

pattern of excitations in the striated phase. Moreover, the weight map identifies correla-

tions within this effectively larger unit cell via the filter f2. Specifically, the learned negative

logistic weight β(2)2 , combined with the pattern in filter f2, indicates that the CCNN identi-

fied pairwise anticorrelations between three sites in the unit cell as a relevant feature of the

striated phase. Note that such pairwise anticorrelation of three sites is not possible for any
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perfectly polarized product state, in which the atom at each site is exclusively in either |g⟩ or

|r⟩. Rather, Fig. 3.15(c) captures the tomographic information that on each site, the atom is

in the state |g⟩ (|r⟩) with a small admixture of |r⟩ (|g⟩).

The persistence of nonzero second-order connected correlations (which should ideally vanish

deep in an ordered phase) calls for a description beyond a simple product-state ansatz. Quan-

tum correlations and entanglement can arise from two primary sources. Firstly, they might be

present in the ground state itself, particularly in the vicinity of a second-order quantum phase

transition [435]. Second, they might be generated in the dynamical state preparation process

due to the quantum Kibble-Zurek mechanism, where nonadiabatic processes can coherently

generate superpositions including excited states that generically result in entanglement. Our

Hybrid-CCNN approach cannot discern between these scenarios as it is agnostic to the actual

origin of the correlations. Nonetheless, to gain further insight into the potential entanglement

structure, we inspect the bipartite entanglement entropy and correlations within a 9×9 system

using the density-matrix renormalization group (DMRG) in Appendix B.6. We find that the

calculated von Neumann entanglement entropy S peaks sharply along transition lines, before

plateauing to a small but nonzero value within the phase. This is accompanied by anticorre-

lations between the excited sublattices as found by the CCNN, though the state preparation

process appears to significantly extend the support of these correlations as compared to the

DMRG ground state (see Appendix B.6).

3.6.4 Rhombic phase

Having analyzed the properties of the striated phase, next, we turn to the first of the two

mysterious phases: the purple swath in Fig. 3.16(a). To identify the defining characteristic of

this phase, we restrict the CCNN to learn positive correlation functions by enforcing β(n)α ≥ 0

during training, increase the filter size to 4× 4, and fix uniform w(x)= 1 (see Appendix B.7).

The CCNN learns the two filters f1 and f2 shown in Fig. 3.16(b,c) and uses a combination of

second- and third-order correlations c(2)α , c
(3)
α to recognize this phase as shown in Fig. 3.16(d–

i). Remarkably, these learned motifs strongly point towards the rhombic phase from among

the candidate ordering patterns in Fig. 3.13(b–e).
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Figure 3.16: (a) The region of support for the rhombic phase as learned by the full CCNN
model, with 5× 5 filters and highlighted boxes indicating the training points. (b,c) The two
learned 4× 4 convolutional filters for a simplified model [w(x) = 1, β

(n)
α ≥ 0] trained to identify

the rhombic phase. (d–i) High-weight two- and three-point connected correlators measured by
c
(2)
α , c

(3)
α resulting from the filters in (a,b). We find β(2)2 to be nearly zero, so we omit two-point

correlators stemming from the filter f2. Our CCNN is symmetrized and thus measures all
correlators symmetry-equivalent under rotations and flips to those shown. (j) Identification
of these two- and three-point motifs in the idealized rhombic ordering with boundary defects
(light blue). (k) Identification of local occurrences of these motifs in experimental snapshots
sampled from the training set.

The rhombic phase is an intricately patterned density-wave-ordered phase characterized

by Fourier peaks at ±(π, π/4), ±(2π/5, π) (and their C4-rotated copies) [see Fig. 3.13(e)],

which was originally predicted by Ref. 563. However, given its large unit cell comprising 40

sites, the robustness of this phase in the actual experimental system of Ebadi et al. [164] is

a priori unclear due to both the long-ranged tails of the van der Waals interactions and the

incompatibility of the ideal ordering pattern with the dimensions of the lattices used. Our

results illustrate that, interestingly, we can still find characteristic remnants of this phase. In

particular, the three-point motif of Fig. 3.16(d) provides a unique signature of the rhombic

phase as a fragment of a full rhombic crystal while Fig. 3.16(g) occurs as an edge defect

when the rhombic pattern is embedded in the finite incommensurate system as shown in

Fig. 3.16(j). Additionally, the shorter-range three-point motifs of Fig. 3.16(h) and (i) occur

most frequently in the rhombic phase (see Appendix B.7). The virtue of these motifs is

that they signify the tendency of fluctuations towards rhombic ordering even when extended
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ordered portions cannot form inside a finite system (due to the large and incommensurate

40-site unit cell). Indeed, these motifs are ubiquitous in the experimental snapshots sampled

from this phase region as we showcase in Fig. 3.16(k). Hence, we can unambiguously identify

the first mystery phase to be the finite-size manifestation of the rhombic phase.

3.6.5 Edge-ordered phase

Finally, we examine the other mystery phase identified by the Hybrid-CCNN, depicted in

dark orange in Fig. 3.17(a). The first clue regarding the identity of this phase comes from the

learned weight map w(x), which focuses strongly on the edges of the snapshots. As shown in

Fig. 3.17(b), the CCNN learned to measure the differences in correlations between the bulk

and the boundary by having large w(x)> 0 along the edge and predominantly w(x)< 0 in

the interior. The learned filters focus the CCNN’s attention on specific short-range two-point

correlations that differ significantly between the edge and bulk. Figure 3.17(c) demonstrates

the dramatic performance gain enabled by the learned edge-centered weight map. Inspection

of the experimental snapshots in this orange phase [Fig. 3.17(d)] indeed confirms a regular

occurrence of local Z2 patterns of (• ◦ •) along the edges of the snapshots. In contrast, the

bulk of the snapshots appear disordered, as further evidenced by explicit measurements of

correlation functions along the edge and in the bulk in Fig. 3.17(e).

While the local Z2 pattern is commensurate with the neighboring checkerboard and striated

phases, the reduced energetic cost of having Rydberg excitations along the boundary (relative

to the bulk), due to the presence of fewer neighbors, actually allows the edge to order before

the bulk. Hence, we identify this mystery phase as a boundary-ordered phase characterized

by the edge ordering in the absence of long-range order in the bulk. The subsequent onset

of bulk order, in the presence of preexisting edge order, defines an “extraordinary” boundary

universality class [434]. We highlight that the existence of this boundary-ordered phase is

a new discovery of the machine-learning approach, since this phase cannot be obtained on

geometries with fully periodic or cylindrical boundary conditions, as was used for earlier

DMRG calculations [563]. Critical to the identification of this phase is the real-space nature

of the CCNN analysis as the edge ordering introduces a large number of artifacts into ⟨|n(k)|2⟩,
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Figure 3.17: (a) CCNN-learned region of support for the edge-ordered phase, with high-
lighted boxes indicating the training points. (b) The learned spatial weighting and filters for
the model trained to identify the edge-ordered phase, with the spatial extent of the snapshot
indicated by the dashed line. The outermost pixels correspond to where the filter is centered
on zero-padding but “clip” the edge pixels of the snapshot. For display purposes, the filter
weights are normalized such that the maximum is 1 within each filter. (c) Measured perfor-
mance discrepancy between second-order models with a fixed uniform w(x)= 1 and a freely
learned spatial weighting. The central lines and bands show the mean and standard deviation
across five randomly initialized models of each type, respectively. (d) Experimental snapshots
from the training set, showing • ◦ • motifs primarily only along the single-site border, with
the interior highly disordered. (e) Measurement of the third-nearest-neighbor ⟨δni,jδni+2,j⟩
connected correlation function within the edge and the bulk (comprising all sites but the
outermost two-site strips) along a cut at Rb=1.46, averaged across translations and other
symmetries.

which can challenge traditional Fourier-based analysis.

Interestingly, this edge ordering can also be detected in quantum Monte Carlo simulations

of the system with open boundary conditions [320], as we discuss next.

3.7 Boundary criticality

The notion of a QPT is formally defined in the thermodynamic limit. In practice though, one

always considers a finite system, in which case the boundaries may have important effects on

the critical behavior [155]. From large-scale QMC computations, we find that the observed

phase diagram (specifically, the extent of the striated phase) is significantly affected by the

presence of a boundary, as shown in Fig. 3.18 (cf. Fig. 3.2). Additionally, we discover that

systems with open boundary conditions can undergo boundary phase transitions [pink stars
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(a) (b)

Figure 3.18: (a) Quantum phase diagram: first- and second-order QPTs are denoted by the
circle and star markers, respectively. Purple stars mark boundary transitions in systems with
OBC. The shaded area marks the region where the system lies in the disordered phase when
using PBC but exhibits a boundary-ordered phase with OBC. The gray dashed lines indicate
parameter ranges investigated in Figs. 3.5 and 3.6. (b) Schematic pictures of the density-wave
orders corresponding to the star (orange), striated (green), and checkerboard (blue) phases.
Filled sites denote Rydberg excitations while gray sites represent ground-state atoms.

in Fig. 3.18(a)] independently from the bulk.

Concentrating on the disordered–striated transition in an array endowed with OBC, here,

we address this issue in the context of the experimentally realizable Rydberg phase diagram.

Remarkably, we notice that the boundary itself undergoes a second-order QPT before the bulk

in the thermodynamic limit [top panel of Fig. 3.19(a)]. Intuitively, the boundary transition is

a consequence of the reduced connectivity near the boundary: fewer neighbors result in fewer

interactions or blockade constraints and reduced frustration, allowing for easier ordering. For

a finite-size system, this surface order shifts the onset of bulk ordering towards smaller ∆/Ω

because the boundary “seeds”, or nucleates, the ordering in the interior of the system. Such

an onset of bulk order in the presence of established boundary order defines an extraordinary

boundary universality class [434]. Furthermore, since the Z2 ordering at the boundary is

compatible with the checkerboard and striated phases—but not with the star—the striated

phase is significantly expanded, relative to a system with PBC, at the cost of the shrunken

star phase.

Next, we determine the critical exponents of the boundary transition by calculating the
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(a) (b)Theory

Experiment

Figure 3.19: Boundary phase transition and its implications for experiments. (a) Comparison
of the striated order parameter (color map) obtained from our QMC simulation with OBC
against that of the experiment in Ref. [164], showing good agreement. The boundary orders
first (lower ∆/Ω, pink stars) and strongly influences the extent of the striated phase, which is
extended to a wider range of parameters compared to the bulk behavior on a torus. Orange
and green dots denote phase transitions in a system with PBC [Fig. 3.18]. (b) Binder ratio of
the boundary order parameter across the transition marked in gray in (a). The insets show
the boundary ordering (upper left) and universal collapse with 1D exponents (lower right).

boundary order parameter FB≡ [F̃B(π, π)+ F̃B(π, π)]/2 with

F̃B(kx, ky) ≡
1

NB

∑
j∈Boundary

nj exp [i(kx, ky) · (xj , yj)] , (3.16)

NB being the number of atoms along the boundary. In Fig. 3.19(b), we present the Binder

ratio of FB while the inset illustrates its universal collapse with ν=1.004(8), consistent with

a (1+ 1)D Ising transition.

The ordering of the boundary has direct implications for quasi-adiabatic state preparation

across a critical point. The presence of first-order phase transitions—in accordance with the

expectations laid out in Section 3.3.2—has significant ramifications for adiabatic state prepa-

ration in experiments: since the spectral gap often becomes exponentially small in the system

size at a first-order transition point, it makes all adiabatic processes forbiddingly difficult. This

is in stark contrast to the successful experimental preparation of quantum phases reported

in Section 3.5. We find that this discrepancy is resolved by the boundary phase transition:

for intermediate system sizes, the ordered boundary seeds the bulk order and weakens the

first-order transition, effectively enabling experimental adiabatic state preparation. Moreover,
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according to the Kibble-Zurek [333, 337, 338, 761–763] mechanism, the scaling of the density

of defects in the resultant phase after a quench is governed by the universal static critical

exponents of the QPT. Since (1+ 1)D and (2+ 1)D Ising universality classes exhibit scaling

behavior with different critical exponents, the efficiency of adiabatic state preparation may

depend on the interplay between the boundary and the bulk. For example, during dynamical

preparation, the system could undergo a cascade of boundary transitions propagating inwards,

effectively masking the bulk first-order transition.

Apart from understanding the existing experimental observations, an important open ques-

tion is whether one can leverage the boundary ordering to facilitate improved preparation of

bulk-ordered states in larger systems. Detailed understanding of these processes requires

careful theoretical and experimental studies of real-time quantum dynamics of large systems.

3.8 Site-diluted lattices and the Maximum Independent Set problem

Our discussion so far has been centered on the ground states of Rydberg atoms arrayed on

regular lattices with no defects. However, it is also interesting to consider the physics on site-

diluted lattices, in which a certain fraction of the atoms are removed relative to the perfect

square lattice. In this case, as we now show, the ground states of the Rydberg Hamiltonian

naturally yield the solution to a paradigmatic optimization problem known as the Maximum

Independent Set, thus opening the door to practical applications of programmable quantum

simulators.

Combinatorial optimization is ubiquitous in many areas of science and technology. Many

such problems have been shown to be computationally hard and form the basis for under-

standing complexity classes in modern computer science [614]. The use of quantum machines

to accelerate solving such problems has been theoretically explored for over two decades using

a variety of quantum algorithms [10, 175, 177]. Typically, a relevant cost function is encoded

in a quantum Hamiltonian [410], and its low-energy state is sought starting from a generic ini-

tial state either through an adiabatic evolution [177] or a variational approach [175], via closed

optimization loops [352, 672]. The computational performance of such algorithms has been

investigated theoretically [10, 39, 40, 176, 178, 348, 730] and experimentally [217, 244, 488] in
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small quantum systems with shallow quantum circuits, or in systems lacking the many-body

coherence believed to be central for quantum advantage [328, 541]. However, these stud-

ies offer only limited insights into algorithms’ performances in the most interesting regime

involving large system sizes and high circuit depths [123, 174].

Here, we report on recent experiments [163] which confront this challenge by using a quan-

tum device based on coherent, programmable arrays of neutral atoms trapped in optical

tweezers to investigate quantum optimization algorithms, for systems ranging from 39 to 289

qubits and effective depths sufficient for the quantum correlations to spread across the entire

graph. Specifically, these experiments focus on Maximum Independent Set, an NP-hard op-

timization problem [204]. It involves finding a largest independent set (MIS) of a graph—a

subset of vertices such that no edges connect any pair in the set. An important class of such

Maximum Independent Set problems involves unit disk graphs, which are defined by vertices

on a two-dimensional plane with edges connecting all pairs of vertices within a unit distance

of one another (Fig. 3.20A, B). Such instances arise naturally in problems associated with

geometric constraints that are important for many practical applications, such as modeling

wireless communication networks [126, 292]. While there exist polynomial-time classical al-

gorithms to find approximate solutions to the Maximum Independent Set problem on such

graphs [650], solving the problem exactly is known to be NP-hard in the worst case [126].

3.8.1 Maximum Independent Set on Rydberg Atom Arrays

The approach outlined here utilizes a two-dimensional atom array described previously in

Ref. 164. Excitation from a ground state |0⟩ into a Rydberg state |1⟩ is utilized for hardware-

efficient encoding of the unit disk Maximum Independent Set problem [503]. For a particular

graph, a geometric configuration of atoms is created using optical tweezers such that each

atom represents a vertex. The edges are drawn according to the unit disk criterion for a

unit distance given by the Rydberg blockade radius Rb (Fig. 3.20C), the distance within

which excitation of more than one atom to the Rydberg state is prohibited due to strong

interactions [412]. The Rydberg blockade mechanism thus restricts the evolution primarily to

the subspace spanned by the states that obey the independent set constraint of the problem
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Figure 3.20: Hardware-efficient encoding of the maximum independent set using Rydberg
atom arrays. A. An example of a unit disk graph, with any single vertex (e.g. the blue ver-
tex) being connected to all other vertices within a disk of unit radius. B. A corresponding MIS
solution (denoted by the red nodes). C. The MIS problem is encoded with atoms placed at the
vertices of the target graph and with interatomic spacing chosen such that the unit disk radius
of the graph corresponds to the Rydberg blockade radius. Shown is an example fluorescence
image of atoms, with gray lines added to indicate edges between connected vertices. D. The
system undergoes coherent quantum many-body evolution under a programmable laser drive
(Ω(t), ϕ(t),∆(t)) and long-range Rydberg interactions Vij . E. A site-resolved projective mea-
surement reads out the final quantum many-body state, with atoms excited to the Rydberg
state (red circles) corresponding to vertices forming an independent set. A classical opti-
mizer uses the results to update the parameters of the quantum evolution {Ω(t), ϕ(t),∆(t)}
to maximize a figure of merit for finding an MIS.

graph. Quantum algorithms for optimization are implemented via global atomic excitation

using homogeneous laser pulses with a time-varying Rabi frequency (and a time-varying phase)

Ω(t)eiϕ(t) and detuning ∆(t) (Fig. 3.20D). The resulting quantum dynamics is governed by

the Hamiltonian (3.4), which we can rewrite in the form H = Hq +Hcost, with the quantum

driver Hq and the cost function Hcost given by

Hq =
ℏ
2

∑
i

(Ω(t)eiϕ(t) |0⟩i ⟨1|+ h.c.), Hcost = −ℏ∆(t)
∑
i

ni +
∑
i<j

Vijninj ; (3.17)

note that the interaction potential sets the blockade radius Rb and determines the connectivity

of the graph. For a positive laser detuning ∆, the many-body ground state of the cost function

Hamiltonian maximizes the total number of qubits in the Rydberg state under the blockade

constraint, corresponding to the MIS of the underlying unit disk graph [503] (Fig. 3.20E).

Remarkably, this Hamiltonian can effectively encode the MIS as the ground state even with

the finite blockade energy and long-range interaction tails [503].
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3.8.2 Closed-loop Variational Optimization

The experiment deterministically prepares graphs with vertices occupying 80% of an under-

lying square lattice, with the blockade extending across nearest and next-nearest (diagonal)

neighbors (Fig. 3.20C). This allows one to explore a class of nonplanar graphs, for which find-

ing the exact solution of MIS is NP-hard for worst-case instances. To prepare quantum states

with a large overlap with the MIS solution space, we employ a family of variational quantum

optimization algorithms using a quantum-classical optimization loop. We place atoms at po-

sitions defined by the vertices of the chosen graph, initialize them in state |0⟩, and implement

a coherent quantum evolution corresponding to the specific choice of variational parameters

(Fig. 3.20D). Subsequently, we sample the wavefunction with a projective measurement and

determine the size of the output independent set by counting the number of qubits in |1⟩,

utilizing classical post-processing to remove blockade violations and reduce detection errors

(Fig. 3.20E). This procedure is repeated multiple times to estimate the mean independent

set size ⟨
∑

i ni⟩ of the sampled wavefunction, the approximation ratio R ≡ ⟨
∑

i ni⟩/|MIS|,

and the probability PMIS of observing an MIS (where |MIS| denotes the size of an MIS of

the graph). The classical optimizer tries to maximize ⟨
∑

i ni⟩ by updating the variational

parameters in a closed-loop hybrid quantum-classical optimization protocol (Fig. 3.20D).

Specifically, we test two algorithm classes, defined by different parametrizations of the

quantum driver and the cost function in Eq. (3.17). The first approach consists of resonant

(∆ = 0) laser pulses of varying durations τi and phases ϕi (Fig. 3.21A). This algorithm closely

resembles the canonical Quantum Approximate Optimization Algorithm (QAOA) [175], but

instead of exact single-qubit rotations, resonant driving generates an effective many-body

evolution within the subspace of independent sets associated with the blockade constraint.

Phase jumps between consecutive pulses implement a global phase gate [428], with a phase

shift proportional to the cost function of the MIS problem in the subspace of independent

sets. Taken together, these implement the QAOA, where each pulse duration τi and phase ϕi

are used as a variational parameters.

The performance of QAOA as a function of depth p (the number of pulses) is shown in

Fig. 3.21B for an instance of a 179-vertex graph embedded in a 15× 15 lattice. We find
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Figure 3.21: Testing variational quantum algorithms. A. Implementation of the quantum ap-
proximate optimization algorithm (QAOA), consisting of sequential layers of resonant pulses
with variable duration τi and laser phase ϕi. B. Variational optimization of QAOA param-
eters results in a decrease in approximation error 1 − R, up to depth p=4 (inset: example
performance of quantum-classical closed-loop optimization at p = 5). Approximation error
calculated using the top 50 percentiles of independent set sizes (1−R0.5) is used as the figure
of merit during optimization. C. Quantum evolution can also be parametrized as a variational
quantum adiabatic algorithm (VQAA) using a quasi-adiabatic pulse with a piecewise-linear
sweep of detuning ∆(t) at constant Rabi coupling Ω(t). Ω(t) is turned on and off within τΩ,
and a low-pass filter with timescale τ∆ is used to smoothen the ∆(t) sweep. D. Performance
of a rescaled piecewise-linear sweep as a function of its effective depth p̃ = (τ1 + ...+ τf )/τπ.
Variational optimization of a three-segment (orange) piecewise-linear pulse improves on the
performance of a simple one-segment linear (blue) pulse as well as the best results from QAOA
(inset: detuning sweep profiles for one-segment (blue) and three-segment (orange) optimized
pulses for a total pulse duration of 2.0 µs). Error bars for approximation ratio R are the
standard error of the mean here and throughout the text, and are smaller than the points.
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that the approximation ratio grows as a function of the number of pulses up to p = 4, and

increasing the depth further does not appear to lead to better performance (Fig. 3.21B).

We attribute these performance limitations to the difficulty of finding the optimal QAOA

parameters for large depths within a limited number of queries to the experiment, leakage

out of the independent set subspace during resonant excitation due to imperfect blockade

associated with the finite interaction energy between next-nearest neighbors, as well as laser

pulse imperfections.

The second approach is a variational quantum adiabatic algorithm (VQAA) [177, 577],

related to methods previously used to prepare quantum many-body ground states [164, 578,

592]. In this approach, we sweep the detuning ∆ from an initial negative detuning ∆0 to a

final large positive value ∆f at constant Rabi frequency Ω, along a piecewise-linear schedule

characterized by a total number of segments f , the duration τi of each, and the end detuning

∆i of each segment. Moreover, the experimental sequence turns on the coupling Ω in duration

τΩ and smoothens the detuning sweep using a low-pass filter with a characteristic filter time

τ∆ (Fig. 3.21C), both of which minimize nonadiabatic excitations and serve as additional

variational parameters. For this evolution, we define an effective circuit depth p̃ as the duration

of the sweep (T = τ1 + ...+ τf ) in units of the π-pulse time τπ, which is the time required to

perform a spin flip operation.

We find that with only three segments optimized for an effective depth of p̃ = 10 (Fig. 3.21D

inset), the optimizer converges to a pulse that substantially outperforms the QAOA approach

described above. Furthermore, the optimized pulse shows a better performance compared to

a linear (one-segment) detuning sweep of the same p̃ (Fig. 3.21D). We find that similar pulse

shapes produce high approximation ratios for a variety of graphs, consistent with theoretical

predictions of pulse shape concentration [76, 123, 744]. At large sweep times (p̃ > 15), we ob-

serve a turn-around in the performance likely associated with decoherence. For the remainder

of this chapter, we focus on the quantum adiabatic algorithm for solving the MIS problem.
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3.8.3 Quantum Optimization on Different Graphs

The experimentally optimized quasi-adiabatic sweep (depicted in Fig. 3.21D) was applied to

115 randomly generated graphs of various sizes (N = 80–289 vertices). For graphs of the same

size (N = 180), the approximation error 1−R decreases and the probability of finding an MIS

solution PMIS increases with the effective circuit depth at early times, with the former showing

a power-law relation (Fig. 3.22A). We find a strong correlation between the performance of

the quantum algorithm on a given graph and its total number of MIS solutions, which we refer

to as the MIS degeneracy D|MIS|. This quantity is calculated classically using a novel tensor

network algorithm [398] and varies by nine orders of magnitude across different 180-vertex

graphs. We observe a clear logarithmic relation between D|MIS| and the approximation error

1−R, accompanied by a nearly three-orders-of-magnitude variation of PMIS at a fixed depth

p̃ = 20 (Fig. 3.22B). Note that PMIS does not scale linearly with the MIS degeneracy, as would

be the case for a naive algorithm that samples solutions at random. Figure 3.22C shows the

striking collapse of 1 − R as a function of the logarithm of the MIS degeneracy normalized

by the graph size, ρ ≡ log(D|MIS|)/N . This quantity, a measure of MIS degeneracy density,

determines the hardness in approximating solutions for the quantum algorithm at shallow

depths.

These observations can be modeled as resulting from a Kibble-Zurek-type mechanism where

the quantum algorithm locally solves the graph in domains whose sizes are determined by

the evolution time and speed at which quantum information propagates [395, 764]. In Ap-

pendix B.8, we show that the scaling of the approximation error with depth can originate

from the conflicts between local solutions at the boundaries of these independent domains. In

graphs with a large degeneracy density ρ, there may exist many MIS configurations that are

compatible with the local ordering in these domains; this provides a possible mechanism to

reduce domain walls at their boundaries and decrease the approximation error. Such a sce-

nario would predict a linear relation between 1−R and ρ at a fixed depth, which is consistent

with our observations (Fig. 3.22C).
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Figure 3.22: Quantum algorithm’s performance across different graphs. A. The approximation
error 1−R for an optimized quasi-adiabatic sweep plotted as a function of effective depth p̃ on
four graphs of the same size (N = 180 vertices), showing strong dependence on the number
of MIS solutions (MIS degeneracy) D|MIS| (inset: corresponding MIS probability PMIS vs.
p̃). B. At a fixed depth p̃ = 20, 1 − R and PMIS for various 180-vertex graphs are strongly
correlated with D|MIS|. C. At the same effective depth p̃ = 20, 1−R for 115 graphs of different
sizes (N = 80–289) and MIS degeneracies D|MIS| exhibit universal scaling with the degeneracy
density ρ ≡ log(D|MIS|)/N (inset: data plotted as a function of N). Error bars for PMIS, here
and throughout the text, denote the 68% confidence interval.

3.8.4 Benchmarking Against Simulated Annealing

To benchmark the results of the quantum optimization against a classical algorithm, we use

simulated annealing (SA), a general-purpose algorithm widely used in solving combinatorial

optimization problems [341]. SA seeks to minimize the energy of a cost Hamiltonian by ther-

mally cooling a system of classical spins while maintaining thermal equilibrium. Our highly

optimized variant of SA stochastically updates local clusters of spins using the Metropolis-

Hastings [436] update rule, rejecting energetically unfavorable updates with a probability

dependent on the energy cost and the instantaneous temperature. We use collective updates

under the MIS Hamiltonian cost function, which applies an optimized uniform interaction en-
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ergy to each edge, penalizing states that violate the independent set criterion. The annealing

depth pSA is defined as the average number of attempted updates per spin.

We compare the quantum algorithm and SA on two metrics: the approximation error

1−R, and the probability of sampling an exact solution PMIS, which determines the inverse

of time-to-solution. As shown in Fig. 3.23A, for relatively shallow depths and moderately

hard graphs, optimized SA results in approximation errors similar to those observed on the

quantum device. In particular, we find that the hardness in approximating the solution for

short SA depths is also controlled by the degeneracy density ρ. However, some graph instances

appear to be considerably harder for SA compared to the quantum algorithm at higher depths

(see, e.g., gold and purple curves in Fig. 3.23A).

Detailed analysis of the SA dynamics for graphs with low degeneracy densities ρ reveals

that for some instances, the approximation ratio displays a plateau at R = (|MIS|−1)/|MIS|,

corresponding to independent sets with one less vertex than an MIS (Fig. 3.23A, gold and

purple solid lines). Graphs displaying this behaviour have a large number of local minima with

independent set size |MIS| − 1, in which SA can be trapped up to large depths. By analyzing

the dynamics of SA at low temperatures as a random walk among |MIS| − 1 and |MIS|

configurations (Fig. 3.23D), we find that the ability of SA to find a global optimum is limited by

the ratio of the number of suboptimal independent sets of size |MIS|−1 to the number of ways

to reach global minima, resulting in a “hardness parameter” HP = D|MIS|−1/(|MIS|D|MIS|)

(Fig. 3.23E). This parameter determines the mixing time for the Markov chain describing the

SA dynamics at low temperatures, and it appears to increase exponentially with the system

size for the hardest graphs. This suggests that a large number of local minima causes SA to

take an exponentially long time to find an MIS for the hardest cases as N grows.

3.8.5 Quantum speedup on the hardest graphs

We now turn to study the algorithms’ ability to find exact solutions on the hardest graphs

(with up to N = 80), chosen from graphs in the top two percentile of the hardness parameter

HP. We find that for some of these graphs (e.g., gold curves in Fig. 3.23A–C), the quantum

algorithm quickly approaches the correct solutions, reducing the average Hamming distance
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Figure 3.23: Benchmarking the quantum algorithm against classical simulated annealing.
A. Performance of the quantum algorithm, and the optimized simulated annealing with the
MIS Hamiltonian, shown as a function of depth (p̃ for quantum algorithm and pSA for simu-
lated annealing) for four 80-vertex graphs. Green (HP = 1.8, ρ = 0.13) and grey (HP = 2.1,
ρ = 0.11) graphs are easy for the quantum and classical algorithm; however, purple (HP = 69,
ρ = 0.08) and gold (HP = 68, ρ = 0.06) are significantly harder and show a plateau at
R = (|MIS| − 1)/|MIS|, i.e., independent sets with one less vertex than an MIS. B, C. One
of the hard graphs (gold) shows much better quantum scaling of average normalized Ham-
ming distance to the closest MIS, and MIS probability (PMIS) compared to the other graph
(purple). In contrast, the performance of SA (lines) remains similar between the two graphs.
D. Configuration graph of independent sets of size |MIS| and |MIS|−1 for an example 39-vertex
graph (HP = 5), where the edges connect two configurations if they are separated by one or
two steps of simulated annealing. At low temperatures, simulated annealing finds an MIS by
a random walk on this configuration graph. E.− log(1 − PMIS) for instance-by-instance op-
timized quantum algorithm (crimson) and simulated annealing (teal) reached within a depth
of 32, for 36 graphs selected from the top two percentile of hardness parameter HP for each
size. Power-law fits to the SA (teal, ∼ HP−1.03(4)) and the quantum data (dashed crimson
line, ∼ HP−0.95(15)) are used to compare scaling performance with graph hardness HP. If
only graphs with minimum energy gaps large enough to be resolved in the duration of the
quantum evolution are considered (δmin > 1/T , excluding hollow data points), the fit (solid
crimson line) shows a superlinear speedup ∼ HP−0.63(13) over optimized simulated annealing.

135



Chapter 3. Phases of (2 + 1)D Rydberg quantum simulators on the square lattice

(number of spin flips normalized by N) to the closest MIS and increasing PMIS, while SA

remains trapped in local minima at a large Hamming distance from any MIS. For other

instances (e.g., purple curves in Fig. 3.23A–C) both the quantum algorithm and SA struggle

to find the correct solution. Moreover, in contrast to our earlier observations suggesting

variational parameter concentration for generic graphs, we find that for these hard instances,

the quantum algorithm needs to be optimized for each graph individually by scanning the

slow-down point of the detuning sweep ∆(t) to maximize PMIS (Fig. 3.24A, B).

Figure 3.23E shows the resulting highest PMIS reached within a depth of 32 for each hard

graph instance as a function of the classical hardness parameter HP. For simulated annealing,

we find the scaling PMIS = 1 − exp(−C HP−1.03(4)), where C is a positive fitted constant,

which is in good agreement with theoretical expectations. While for many instances the

quantum algorithm outperforms SA, there are significant instance-by-instance variations, and

on average, we observe a similar scaling PMIS = 1− exp(−C HP−0.95(15)) (dashed red line).

To understand these observations, we carried out detailed analyses of both the classical and

quantum algorithms’ performance for hard graph instances. Specifically, for a broad class of

SA algorithms with both single-vertex and correlated updates, the scaling is at best PMIS =

1−exp(−C HP−1) (where C generally could have polynomial dependence on the system size),

indicating that the observed scaling of our version of SA is close to optimal. To gain insight

into the origin of the quantum scaling, we numerically compute the minimum energy gap

δmin during the adiabatic evolution using density-matrix renormalization group (Fig. 3.24A).

Figure 3.24C shows that the performance of the quantum algorithm is mostly well-described

by quasi-adiabatic evolution with transition probability out of the ground state governed by

the minimum energy gap, according to the Landau-Zener formula PMIS = 1 − exp (−Aδηmin)

for a constant A, and η = 1.2(2) [364] (see also Appendix B.9). This observation suggests

that our quantum algorithm achieves near-maximum efficiency, consistent with the smallest

possible value of η = 1 obtained for optimized adiabatic following Ref. 539.

By focusing only on instances with large enough spectral gaps such that the evolution time

T obeys the “speed limit” determined by the uncertainty principle (δmin > 1/T ) associated

with Landau-Zener scaling [364], we find an improved quantum algorithm scaling PMIS =
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Figure 3.24: Understanding hardness for the quantum algorithm. A. Energy gap between the
ground (black) and first-excited (blue) states, calculated using DMRG for a graph of 65 atoms.
B. To maximize PMIS for hard graphs, the frequency at which the detuning sweep is slowed
down is varied. The largest PMIS corresponds to a slow-down frequency close to the location
of the minimum gap. C. Measured PMIS for a fixed effective depth p̃ = 32 as a function of
the calculated minimum gap δmin. For many instances, the relation is well-described by the
Landau-Zener prediction for quasi-adiabatic ground state preparation. The shaded region
corresponds to when the gap is too small (δmin < 1/T ) to be properly resolved relative to the
quantum evolution time, and points in this region are excluded from the fit both here and in
the solid crimson line in Fig. 3.23E. D. Scaling of − log(1−PMIS) observed in the experiment
versus in simulated annealing under the classical Rydberg cost function for best PMIS reached
within a depth of 32. These results are consistent with a nearly quadratic speedup for a subset
of graphs where δmin > 1/T .

1 − exp(−C HP−0.63(13)) (Fig. 3.23E solid red line). Since 1/(− log(1 − PMIS)) ≈ 1/PMIS is

proportional to the runtime to find a solution by repeating the experiment, the smaller ex-

ponent observed in the scaling for quantum algorithm (∼ HP1.03(4) for SA and ∼ HP0.63(13)

for the quantum algorithm) suggests a superlinear (nearly quadratic) speedup in the run-

time to find an MIS, for graphs where the deep-circuit regime (T > 1/δmin) is reached. We

emphasize that achieving this speedup requires an effective depth large enough to probe the

lowest-energy many-body states of the system; in contrast, no speedup is observed for graph

instances where this depth condition is not fulfilled.

3.9 Conclusions

Our discussion in this chapter began with a numerical study of the ground-state phase diagram

of interacting Rydberg atoms arranged on a 2D square lattice. We illustrated that even in

this relatively simple geometry, owing to the nontrivial constraints imposed by the Rydberg
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blockade, a variety of intricate competing ordered phases and exotic phase transitions are

realized. This serves as a useful guide to and benchmark for experiments with Rydberg

atoms in 2D, and more generally, highlights the utility of Rydberg quantum simulators in

higher dimensions as fertile test-beds to explore and realize novel physical phenomena. Using

QMC simulations, we further demonstrated the emergence of both first- and second-order

QPTs—in an array with periodic boundary conditions—and presented their unified field-

theoretic description. Moreover, we identified the crucial role of surface ordering—in systems

with open boundary conditions—which allows one to adiabatically access compatible phases

that are otherwise hidden behind a first-order transition line. Our findings suggest that the

boundary plays a major role in understanding the experimental results of Ebadi et al. [164]

presented in Section 3.5. These remarkable experiments demonstrate that two-dimensional

Rydberg atom arrays constitute a powerful platform for programmable quantum simulations

with hundreds of qubits, and we expect that system size, quantum control fidelity, and degree

of programmability can all be increased considerably via technical improvements.

In order to reveal collective quantum phenomena in voluminous snapshot datasets from

such square-lattice Rydberg simulators, we then employed a supervised-unsupervised hybrid

machine learning approach, the Hybrid-CCNN. The initial unsupervised stage used Fourier

intensities ⟨|n(k)|2⟩ and clustering in a low-dimensional feature space obtained using PCA to

yield a rough initial phase diagram. This first pass reveals the number of phases to expect and

informs the initial location of training points for the supervised stage. The phase diagram is

then refined in the second supervised stage by training nonuniform CCNNs to define sharper

phase boundaries and uncover the identities of each phase. The identities revealed in this way

not only confirmed the previously known phases [164, 563] but also shed new light on potential

quantum entanglement structures in the striated phase and resulted in the discovery of two

previously (experimentally) undetected phases: the edge-ordered phase, and the rhombic

phase. The new insights that we gained on the square-lattice Rydberg array using Hybrid-

CCNN also have significant theoretical and experimental implications. For instance, the

observation of enhanced quantum correlations in the striated phase raises questions on the

interplay between ground-state entanglement and correlations resulting from the quantum

Kibble-Zurek mechanism [764]. Additionally, the discovery of rhombic-like motifs introduces
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the prospect that phases requiring long-range correlations can be nevertheless detected in

near-term programmable quantum simulators.

Finally, moving to site-diluted lattices, we presented recent experimental results [163]

demonstrating the potential of Rydberg systems for the discovery of new quantum algorithms.

This highlights a number of new scientific directions; in particular, an important open ques-

tion is to understand the origin of the observed quantum speedup. Several mechanisms for

quantum speedup in combinatorial optimization problems have been previously proposed.

Grover-type algorithms are known to have a quadratic speedup in comparison to brute-force

classical search over all possible solutions [158, 227]. A quadratic quantum speedup has also

been suggested for quantized SA based on discrete quantum walks [616, 634]. However, these

methods utilize specifically constructed circuits and are not directly applicable to the algo-

rithms implemented by Ebadi et al. [163]. Alternatively, the following mechanism could also

contribute to the speedup observed in the system. The quantum algorithm’s performance

in the observed regime appears to be mostly governed by the minimum energy gap δmin

(Fig. 3.24C). Under certain conditions, one can achieve coherent quantum enhancement for

the minimum gap resulting in a quadratic speedup via δmin ∼ HP−1/2. In practice, however,

we find that the minimum energy gap does not always correlate with the classical hardness

parameter HP, as is evident in the spread of the quantum data in Fig. 3.23E. Some insights

into these effects can be gained by a more direct comparison of the quantum algorithm with

SA using the same cost function as the Rydberg Hamiltonian (Fig. 3.24D). While the observed

power-law scaling supports the possibility of a nearly quadratic speedup for instances in the

deep-circuit regime (δmin > 1/T ), it remains to be seen if such a speedup can be extended,

with a guarantee, to all instances.

Thus, in conclusion, we find that the recent theoretical and experimental advances with

square-lattice Rydberg atom arrays allow for the realization of several new quantum phases

and provide unprecedented insights into quantum phase transitions in two-dimensional sys-

tems. This begets the question that lies at the heart of the next chapter: going beyond the

square lattice and considering more complex geometries, where numerical studies become ever

more intractable but which are still within the grasp of a quantum simulator, what exciting

new physics can we observe?
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Z2 quantum spin liquid phase of Rydberg atoms

4.1 Introduction

The search for quantum phases with fractionalization, emergent gauge fields, and anyonic

excitations has been a central focus of research in quantum matter for the past three decades

[551, 679]. Such systems feature long-range many-body quantum entanglement, which can, in

principle, be exploited for fault-tolerant quantum computing [344]. The best-studied examples

in this regard are the fractional quantum Hall states found in high magnetic fields [624].

While such states have, by now, been realized in a wide variety of experimental systems,

their intrinsic topological properties, including anyonic statistics, are challenging to detect

and control directly [463]. In the absence of a magnetic field, the simplest anyonic phase

compatible with time-reversal symmetry is the so-called Z2 spin liquid [532, 677], which has

the same topological order as the “toric code” [344]. While there are some indications that

such a phase may be present in electronic systems on the kagome lattice [184, 197, 243], thus

far, these quantum spin liquid (QSL) states have evaded direct experimental detection.

In the search for QSLs, systems with frustration [31, 571]—which can be either of geometric

origin or induced by further-neighbor couplings—constitute a promising avenue of exploration.

Motivated by the variety of interesting symmetry-breaking quantum phases of neutral atom
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arrays observed in one and two dimensions [61, 149, 333, 360, 562, 563, 690], it is thus natural

to wonder if Rydberg quantum simulators can host states beyond Landau’s paradigm that

are characterized by topological order. We investigate this question by examining a realistic

model of Rydberg atoms on the nonbipartite kagome lattice, and performing density-matrix

renormalization group computations to establish its rich phase diagram as a function of laser

parameters and atomic distances. These calculations, presented in Section 4.2, first reveal the

formation of several intricate solid phases with long-range density-wave order. We show that

one of these ordered phases actually emerges from a highly degenerate manifold of classical

states via a quantum order-by-disorder mechanism. We also find a strongly correlated “liquid

regime” of parameter space (identified by the star in Fig. 4.1) where the density of Rydberg

excitations is limited by the interactions, in contrast to the gas-like “disordered regime” where

the laser driving induces independent atomic excitations. While for most interaction strengths,

solid phases appear in such a dense regime, we observe that the liquid regime has no local

order and significant entanglement entropy.

In Section 4.3, we construct a mapping to the triangular-lattice quantum dimer model

[444, 543], which correctly describes the solid phases proximate to this liquid regime in the

Rydberg model. Theories for quantum phase transitions out of these solid phases then suggest

that part of the liquid regime can host states with long-range topological order. Prompted

by this observation, in Section 4.4, we present large-scale quantum Monte Carlo results on a

generalized triangular-lattice quantum dimer model with terms in the Hamiltonian annihilat-

ing and creating single dimers. We find two distinct classes of Z2 spin liquids, which differ

in their patterns of translational symmetry fractionalization, along with several phases with

no topological order: a staggered crystal, a nematic phase, and a trivial symmetric phase

with no obvious broken symmetry. We also compute the dynamic spectra of these phases and

note implications for the experiments on Rydberg atom arrays. Next, we establish the origin

of the spin liquid phases in Section 4.5 by demonstrating that the combination of Rydberg

interactions and appropriate lattice geometries naturally leads to emergent Z2 gauge theories

endowed with matter fields; the spin liquid is the deconfined phase of such a gauge theory.

We discuss the natures of the fractionalized excitations of the Z2 spin liquid states using

both fermionic and bosonic parton theories, and illustrate their rich interplay with neighbor-
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ing solid phases. Lastly, in Section 4.6, we report on recent experiments using a 219-atom

programmable quantum simulator to probe quantum spin liquid states, thus enabling the

controlled experimental exploration of topological quantum matter and protected quantum

information processing.

4.2 Quantum phases of Rydberg atoms on a kagome lattice

Our interest lies in studying the phases of neutral atoms arranged on the kagome lattice, as

sketched in Fig. 4.1(a). Each kagome unit cell comprises three sites on a triangular scaffolding

and the primitive vectors of this lattice are a1=(2a, 0) and a2=(a,
√
3a), where the lattice

constant a is the spacing between two nearest-neighboring sites. Let us denote the number

of complete unit cells along aµ by Nµ. In a minimal model, each atom can be regarded

as a two-level system with |g⟩i and |r⟩i representing the internal ground state and a highly

excited Rydberg state of the ith atom. As before, the system is driven by a coherent laser

field, characterized by a Rabi frequency, Ω, and a detuning, δ. Putting these terms together,

and taking into account the interactions between atoms in Rydberg states [560], we arrive

at the Hamiltonian HRyd in Eq. (3.1). We determine the quantum ground states of HRyd

for different values of δ/Ω and Rb/a using DMRG [684, 685], which has been extensively

employed on the kagome lattice to identify both magnetically ordered and spin liquid ground

states of the antiferromagnetic Heisenberg model [153, 314, 711]. In particular, we work in

the variational space spanned by matrix product state (MPS) ansätze of bond dimensions

up to d=3200. Although (i, j) runs over all possible pair of sites in (3.1), this range is

truncated in our computations, where we retain interactions between atoms separated by up

to 2a (third-nearest neighbors), as shown in Fig. 4.1(a). In order to mitigate the effects of

the boundaries, we place the system on a cylindrical geometry by imposing open (periodic)

boundary conditions along the longer (shorter) a1 (a2)-direction. The resulting cylinders are

labeled by the direction of periodicity and the number of sites along the circumference; for

instance, Fig. 4.1(a) depicts a YC6 cylinder. Since the computational cost of the algorithm

(for a constant accuracy) scales exponentially with the width of the cylinder [393], here,

we limit the systems considered to a maximum circumference of 12 lattice spacings. Unless
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(c) Nematic: δ = 3.3, Rb = 1.7 (d) Staggered: δ = 3.3, Rb = 2.1

Figure 4.1: Phases of the kagome-lattice Rydberg atom array on a cylinder. (a) Geometry of
the kagome lattice; the lattice vectors are a1 = (2, 0), a2 = (1,

√
3). Periodic (open) boundary

conditions, designated by PBC (OBC), are imposed along the a2 (a1) direction. The blue dots
are the sites of the original kagome lattice, where the atoms reside, while the red points outline
the medial triangular lattice formed by connecting the centers of the kagome hexagons. (b–d)
The various possible symmetry-broken ordered phases. Each lattice site is color coded such
that green (red) signifies the atom on that site being in the Rydberg (ground) state. (e) Phase
diagram of the Hamiltonian (3.1) in the δ-Rb plane. The yellow diamonds and the pink circles
are determined from the maxima of the susceptibility at each Rb; the former correspond to
the finite-size pseudocritical points delineating the boundaries of the ordered phases. The
white bars delimit the extent of the stripe phase. The string phase (see Fig. 4.2) lies at larger
detuning, beyond the extent of this phase diagram, as conveyed by the black arrow. The
correlated liquid regime is marked by a red star. The cuts along the dotted and dashed lines
are analyzed in Figs. C.1 and C.3, respectively.

specified otherwise, we always choose the linear dimensions N1, N2 so as to yield an aspect

ratio of N1/N2 ≃ 2, which is known to minimize finite-size corrections and optimize DMRG

results in two dimensions [626, 687].

4.2.1 Phase diagram

We first list the various phases of the Rydberg Hamiltonian that can arise on the kagome

lattice. Without loss of generality, we set Ω = a = 1 hereafter for notational convenience.

At large negative detuning, it is energetically favorable for the system to have all atoms in

the state |g⟩, corresponding to a trivial “disordered” phase with no broken symmetries [473].

As δ/Ω is tuned towards large positive values, the fraction of atoms in |r⟩ increases but the

geometric arrangement of the excitations is subject to the constraints stemming from the
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interactions between nearby Rydberg atoms. As seen for the square lattice in Chapter 3,

this competition between the detuning and the previously identified blockade mechanism

results in so-called Rydberg crystals, in which Rydberg excitations are arranged regularly

across the array, engendering symmetry-broken density-wave-ordered phases [563]. On the

kagome lattice, the simplest such crystal that can be formed—while respecting the blockade

restrictions—is constructed by having an atom in the excited state on exactly one out the

three sublattices in the kagome unit cell. This is the ordering pattern of the “nematic” phase

[Fig. 4.1(c)], which is found in a regime where only nearest-neighbor sites are blockaded. The

nematic order spontaneously breaks the threefold rotational (C3) symmetry of the underlying

kagome lattice, so, for an infinite system, the true ground state is triply degenerate within

this phase. Even though HRyd does not conserve the number of Rydberg excitations, the

ordered state can still be characterized by a “filling fraction” upon taking the classical limit

δ/Ω→∞, Rb/a ̸= 0, which, in this case, leads to a density of ⟨ni⟩=1/3, where ni ≡ |r⟩i ⟨r|.

Curiously, the nematic phase is separated from the trivial disordered one by a sliver of a

quantum solid without any classical analogue, to wit, the stripe phase seen in Fig. 4.1(b). This

state also breaks the C3 symmetry; accordingly, between the disordered and stripe phases, one

encounters a Z3-symmetry-breaking quantum phase transition (QPT) [550] in the universality

class of the (2+1)D three-state Potts model [307], while the QPT demarcating stripe and

nematic is first-order. Although both phases break the same symmetry, the stripe ordering is

distinguished from the nematic by a substantial and equal density on two sublattices of the

unit cell. The formation of these stripes can be attributed to quantum fluctuations [164, 563],

which help stabilize the phase in a narrow window as follows. The system optimizes the

geometric packing in a configuration where all atoms on one sublattice are in the ground state,

whereas those on the other two sublattices are each in a quantum superposition formed by the

ground state with a coherent admixture of the Rydberg state. These “dressed” atoms assist

in offsetting the energetic penalty due to the interactions, while simultaneously maximizing

the excitation density and therefore, the reduction in energy from δ. The ensuant average

density in the stripe phase is also ⟨ni⟩∼ 1/3, which explains its existence as a precursor to

the nematic ordering. The extent of this phase narrows significantly with increasing Rb, so

it is difficult to ascertain whether the transition between the lattice nematic and disordered
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phases is always a two-step one with the stripe order intervening. Nevertheless, based on our

current data (see also Fig. C.3), we believe it is likely that the stripe phase terminates at a

tricritical point near the tip of the nematic dome instead of surrounding it throughout.

Proceeding to larger blockade radii, we find that the kagome Rydberg array hosts yet

another solid phase with density-wave ordering, namely the “staggered” phase [Fig. 4.1(d)].

This phase, which bears a twelvefold ground-state degeneracy, is realized when interactions

between neighboring Rydberg atoms are sufficiently strong enough to blockade third-nearest-

neighbor sites, so the excitations are positioned a distance of
√
7 apart. The resultant Rydberg

crystals are formed of a 12-site unit cell with lattice vectors 4a1 and 2a1 + a2; the associated

classical density is 1/6. The staggered phase remains stable up to Rb≲
√
7, beyond which

fourth-nearest neighbors are also blockaded.

Equipped with the information above, we now turn to assembling the full phase diagram

of HRyd. An unbiased diagnostic to do so is the bipartite von Neumann entanglement en-

tropy (EE) of the ground state SvN≡−Tr (ρr ln ρr), ρr being the reduced density matrix for

each subsystem when the cylinder is partitioned in half along a1. On going from the dis-

ordered phase to an ordered one, SvN gradually increases, peaks near the quantum critical

point (QCP), and then drops sharply inside the solid phase [see also Fig. C.1(c)]. This is

because DMRG prefers states with low entanglement and systematically converges to a so-

called Minimal Entropy State (MES) [313, 626], which is simply one of the symmetry-broken

states rather than their superposition. This drastic decline in SvN traces out the two lobes

seen in Fig. 4.1(e), which mark the phase boundaries of the nematic and staggered orders.

In the limit of large detuning, there is another density-wave-ordered phase between these two

lobes, which we christen the “string” phase and discuss next.

4.2.2 Quantum order-by-disorder

In the classical limit of δ/Ω → ∞, the periodic arrangement of Rydberg excitations (or

equivalently, hard-core bosons) on the kagome lattice can result in additional ordered phases

besides the nematic and the staggered at various fractional densities [283]. To see this, one can

simply minimize the classical energy, which is determined solely by the competition between
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Figure 4.2: Crystalline phase at 2/9 filling on the kagome lattice. (a–c) Classically ordered
states at f =2/9; while we sketch only three configurations here, the number of such states—
with the same filling fraction—scales exponentially with the system size. The Rydberg exci-
tations (red) are arranged in “strings” (yellow) that span the lattice. (d) Comparing the three
possible classical phases, we find that the energy (at Ω=0) is minimized by the string-ordered
state over a finite region between the nematic and the staggered phases. (e) Rydberg crystal
formed in the string phase at δ=4.00, Rb=1.95 on a wide (N1=12) YC8 cylinder.

the detuning and the repulsive interactions. In the parameter range of interest (Rb≲ 2.25), it

is not difficult to observe [Fig. 4.2(d)] that this optimization yields three regions characterized

by classical filling fractions of

f =


1/3; V3/δ < 1/7,

2/9; 1/7 < V3/δ < 1/4,

1/6; 1/4 < V3/δ,

(4.1)

where V3 represents the strength of the third-nearest-neighbor interactions. Since we have

(temporarily) set Ω=0, the ratio V3/δ is the only independent tuning parameter for the
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Hamiltonian in this limit.

The phases at fillings of a third and a sixth can be readily identified as (the classical versions

of) the familiar nematic and staggered orders [Figs. 4.1(c) and (d)], respectively. In between

the two, the system favors a separate highly degenerate classical ground state, forming what

we dub the “string” phase. A few of the possible ordering patterns for a crystal belonging to

this phase, with a filling fraction of f =2/9, are presented in Fig. 4.2(a–c). The arrangement

of the Rydberg excitations resembles strings—which may be straight or bent—that stretch

across the lattice. Interestingly, there are a macroscopic number of such states, all with the

same classical energy, and this degeneracy grows exponentially with the linear dimensions of

the system. For example, in Fig. 4.2(a), the positions of all the atoms in the Rydberg state

can be uniformly shifted by ±a2/2 for every other string without affecting the energy, leading

to O(2N1) potential configurations. Similarly, when the strings are bent, like in Fig. 4.2(c),

there are O(N2) locations where a kink can be formed, and correspondingly, O(2N2) states of

this type.

The large classical degeneracy raises the question of the fate of this phase once we reinstate

a nonzero transverse field, Ω. There are two natural outcomes to consider. Firstly, a superpo-

sition of the classical ground states can form a quantum “string liquid” [679] with topological

order, as is commonly seen to occur in quantum dimer models [443]. However, a necessary

condition in this regard is the existence of a local operator which can connect one classical

ground state with another. Since the individual ground states are made up of parallel strings,

they are macroscopically far away from each other, and it would take an operator with sup-

port of the size of the system length to move between different classical configurations, thus

violating the requirement of locality. This brings us to the second possibility, namely, that

a quantum “order-by-disorder” phenomenon [606, 658] prevails. In this mechanism, quan-

tum fluctuations lower the energy of particular classical states from amongst the degenerate

manifold; the system then orders in a state around which the cost of excitations is especially

cheap. In this case, one could anticipate a string-ordered solid phase, which should be easily

identifiable from the structure factor.

The DMRG numerics confirm our intuition that such a crystal should emerge in the phase

diagram at sufficiently high detunings. On the YC8 cylinder with N1=8, the string phase
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appears at detunings beyond the range rendered in Fig. 4.1(e). However, it is manifestly

observed, for a wider geometry, in Fig. 4.2(e), which illustrates the local magnetizations

inside the string phase (at δ=4.00, Rb=1.95) on a YC8 cylinder of length N1=12 (chosen

so as to be fully compatible with the string order). The ground state found by finite DMRG

is patently ordered with the system favoring a configuration of straight strings that wrap

around the cylinder, thereby lifting the macroscopic classical degeneracy. This is in contrast

to the expectation from naive second-order perturbation theory, which picks out the maximally

kinked classical state.

4.2.3 Signatures of density-wave orders

In totality, we have thus detected four solid phases on the kagome lattice. All these ordered

states can be identified from either their respective structure factors, or the relevant order

parameters, as we now show.

With a view to extracting bulk properties, in the following, we work with the central half of

the system that has an effective size of Nc=3N2
2 . Evidence for ordering or the lack thereof can

be gleaned from the static structure factor, which is the Fourier transform of the instantaneous

real-space correlation function

S(q) =
1

Nc

∑
i,j

eiq·(xi−xj)⟨ninj⟩ (4.2)

with the site indices i, j restricted to the central N2×N2 region of the cylinder. At a blockade

radius of Rb=1.7, which stations one in the nematic phase [Fig. 4.3(b)], the structure factor

has pronounced maxima at the corners of the (hexagonal) extended Brillouin zone, occurring

at Q=±b1, ±b2, ±(b1+b2), where b1=(π,−π/
√
3) and b2=(0, 2π/

√
3) are the reciprocal

lattice vectors. A subset of these maxima also persists for the stripe phase [Fig. 4.3(a)]—this is

in distinction to the nematic phase wherein the peaks at all six reciprocal lattice vectors are of

equal strength. In the presence of staggered ordering [Fig. 4.3(c)], the peaks are comparatively

weaker but prominent nonetheless, appearing at Q=±b1, ±(π/2,
√
3π/2), ±(3π/4, π/(4

√
3)),

and ±(−π/4, 5π/(4
√
3)). Likewise, in the string phase [Fig. 4.3(d)], conspicuous maxima are
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Figure 4.3: Static structure factors of the ordered phases. S(q) displays pronounced and
well-defined peaks for the (a) stripe (δ=2.20, Rb=1.20), (b) nematic (δ=3.30, Rb=1.70),
(c) staggered (δ=3.30, Rb=2.10), and (d) string (δ=4.00, Rb=1.95) orders. The dashed
white hexagon marks the first Brillouin zone of the kagome lattice. The structure factor for
the string phase is computed on the cylindrical geometry shown in Fig. 4.2(e).

seen to occur at ±2b1/3 for the ground-state configuration where straight strings encircle the

lattice. While we list here the ordering wavevectors for a finite system, let us briefly note that

on an infinite lattice, the structure factors, of course, would additionally include C3-rotated

copies of the above.

One can also directly look at the order parameters that diagnose the possible symmetry-

broken ordered states. For the nematic phase, an appropriate definition is

Φ =
3

Nc

(∑
i∈A

ni + ω
∑
i∈B

ni + ω2
∑
i∈C

ni

)
,

where ω ≡ exp(2πi/3) is the cube root of unity, and A,B,C denote the three sublattices of

the kagome lattice. Similarly, in the staggered and string phases, one can define the (squared)

magnetic order parameter M2
Q≡S(Q), with Q chosen from among the observed peaks of the
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structure factor. These order parameters are more quantitatively addressed in Fig. C.3(a),

which catalogs the ground-state properties calculated at a fixed detuning of δ=3.3 [dashed

line in Fig. 4.1(e)]; in particular, we observe that the nematic and staggered order parameters

assume nontrivial values in exactly the regions predicted by the phase diagram.

4.3 Mapping the Rydberg system to quantum dimer models

At large detuning, we can approximately map the Rydberg system to a model of hard-core

bosons at filling f on the kagome lattice. The bosonic system [33, 299, 300, 543, 629, 668]

has an extra U(1) symmetry, which can be spontaneously broken in a superfluid phase; in the

Rydberg model without the U(1) symmetry, the disordered phase is the counterpart of the

superfluid. However, any nonsuperfluid topological states of the boson model are insensitive

to the U(1) symmetry, and can also be present in the Rydberg model.

In the limit of strong interactions, hard-core bosons at filling f =(1/2, 1/3, 1/6) on the

kagome lattice map [33, 299, 300, 504, 543] onto an (odd, even, odd) quantum dimer model

(QDM) [444, 445, 714] on the medial triangular lattice with Nd=(3, 2, 1) dimers per site, with

odd/even referring to the parity of Nd. The triangular lattice of the QDM is formed by joining

the centers of the kagome hexagons, and this correspondence is sketched in Fig. 4.4, which

schematically shows the mapping between the different Rydberg solids and the phases of the

QDM. A key observation here is that both solid phases next to the liquid regime (marked by

the star in Fig. 4.1) are also phases of the QDM: the nematic phase was found in the QDM

with Nd=2 by Roychowdhury et al. [543], and the staggered phase is present in the QDM

with Nd=1 [444, 445]. In both cases, a Z2 spin liquid phase with topological order has been

found adjacent to these solid phases [444, 445, 543] in the QDMs. Making the reasonable

assumption that a QDM description for the Rydberg system holds in the vicinity of the phase

boundaries of these solid states, we expect Z2 topological order in the liquid regime of the

Rydberg model in Fig. 4.1, proximate to the nematic and staggered solid phases.

There is a subtle difference between the Z2 spin liquids found in the Nd = 1, 2 QDMs:

the anyonic “vison” excitation picks up a Berry phase of π (2π) upon adiabatic transport

around a site of an odd (even) QDM [170, 305, 444, 445, 447, 514, 548, 551, 559, 594, 733].
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Figure 4.4: Correspondence between the Rydberg and quantum dimer models. In the limit
of large detuning, the Rydberg excitations can be mapped to a system of hard-core bosons,
upon identifying each atom in state |r⟩ (|g⟩) as an occupied (empty) bosonic mode [556]. (a)
The resultant boson model is at a filling of f =1/3 (1/6) for the nematic (staggered) phase.
A boson on any site of the kagome lattice (red/green points) can now be uniquely associated
with a dimer on the corresponding bond of the medial triangular lattice (blue lines) [543]. The
liquid regime is separated from the nematic (staggered) phase by a continuous (first-order)
QPT. (b) Schematic depiction of a potential Rydberg liquid as a superposition of dimer
configurations; note that, unlike in the QDM, the total number of dimers can fluctuate in the
Rydberg model.

This distinction changes the projective symmetry group of the visons, and also holds for the

Z2 spin liquids expected in the Rydberg model, which must therefore be odd/even as well.

Consequently, the spin liquids proposed to be proximate to the staggered and nematic phases

are not identical; one or both of them could be present in the liquid regime. Moreover,

the vison Berry phase places important constraints on the nontopological states obtained

by condensing visons: for instance, an odd Z2 spin liquid cannot have a vison-condensing

phase transition to a trivial disordered state with no broken lattice symmetry, which is a

manifestation of the Lieb-Schultz-Mattis theorem.

Roychowdhury et al. [543] studied the transition from the even Z2 spin liquid into the

nematic phase. The visons in this Z2 spin liquid have an energy dispersion with minima at

M1=(π/2,−π/(2
√
3))=b1/2, M2=(0, π/

√
3)=b2/2 [543], and their condensation leads to

the nematic ordering for which the dominant wavevectors are b1, b2 [Fig. 4.3(b)]. The critical
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theory for this transition is an O(3) Wilson-Fisher theory with cubic anisotropy [543], and

this conclusion holds both for the QDM and the Rydberg system. It is interesting to compare

this result to that for the transition from the nematic phase to the disordered phase of the

Rydberg model, which was mentioned above to be in the universality class of the (2+1)D

three-state Potts model and hence, weakly first-order [307]. Therefore, the nematic phase can

melt either by a first-order transition to a trivial disordered phase, or via a second-order one

into a topological phase by fractionalizing the nematic order parameter. So, the observation of

a continuous O(3) transition out of the nematic phase to a phase without symmetry breaking

would constitute nontrivial evidence for the presence of Z2 topological order in the latter. An

apparent second-order transition in the nematic order parameter can be seen in Fig. C.3(b)

below, although our numerical accuracy is not sufficient to determine its universality class.

The transition from the staggered phase to the odd Z2 spin liquid of the Nd=1 QDM is

first-order [444, 445], and we expect it to be so for the Rydberg model too. This is compatible

with the rapid increase of the staggered order parameter out of the liquid regime shown in

Fig. C.3(b). We also note that the density of Rydberg excitations in the liquid regime (∼ 0.2)

is close to that of the odd QDM (f =1/6).

For both the even and odd Z2 spin liquids proposed for the liquid regime of the Rydberg

model, there should be a sharp transition to the disordered phase described by the conden-

sation of the bosonic e anyons. Such a transition is not present in the QDMs, because the e

excitations have been projected out by the dimer constraint. This QPT is in the universality

class of the Ising∗ Wilson-Fisher conformal field theory [124, 582, 689], and can, in principle,

be accessible in our system. However, we do not find clear-cut numerical evidence for it below,

for our range of system sizes.

Extending the mapping from the Rydberg model to the QDM further, in Appendix C.1,

we compute the parameters in (δ,Rb)-space where a QSL phase might be expected to exist

for the Rydberg system based on the (previously known) regime of stability of the QDM

spin liquid [444, 445]. This calculation leads to an estimate of (δ=2.981, Rb=1.997), which

places us within the so-called liquid regime of our phase diagram. This is an intermediate

correlated regime found at moderately large values of the detuning—designated by the red star

in Fig. 4.1(e)—which lies in between two solid phases but resists categorization as either. The
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nomenclature “liquid”, as defined earlier, connotes that the Rydberg excitations form a dense

state in which the blockade introduces significantly more correlations than in the disordered

regime. Studying its properties in Appendix C.2, we identify that this regime has no broken

lattice symmetries and is characterized by the presence of dense Rydberg excitations even at

detunings where solid phases appear at other interaction strengths. This absence of a local

order parameter, taken together with the large observed entanglement entropy, renders this

regime a promising candidate for hosting a phase with the long-range quantum entanglement

and topological order needed for quasiparticle excitations with anyonic statistics.

4.4 Triangular-lattice quantum dimer model with variable density

Quantum dimer models (QDMs) [443, 538] on nonbipartite lattices have long been known to

host Z2 QSLs. This section investigates an important—but hitherto unexplored—extension of

the quantum dimer model on the triangular lattice [445, 543]. Unlike the more conventionally

studied QDMs, here, the density of dimers is allowed to vary by terms in the Hamiltonian

which can annihilate and create single dimers on each link of the triangular lattice. Such a

dimer-nonconserving term is motivated by our previously established connections to models

of ultracold atoms trapped in optical tweezers, in which each dimer is identified with an atom

excited to a Rydberg state by laser pumping [564, 654].

With a dimer-nonconserving term present, the triangular-lattice quantum dimer model

displays novel features relevant to the Rydberg-atom experiments. When the nonconserving

terms are large, we can obtain a trivial phase with neither topological order nor broken lattice

symmetry. More interestingly, the phase diagram of this extended QDM also harbors both

odd and even Z2 liquids. Note that in early discussions of such QSLs in dimer models, the

distinction between the liquids was tied to whether the number of dimers on each site was

constrained to be odd or even [543]. In the present model, the number of dimers on each site

fluctuates between odd and even values, namely 1 and 2; nevertheless, the distinction between

even and odd QSLs still survives based on the symmetry transformation properties of exci-

tations with magnetic Z2 flux (visons). In the case with a dimer-number constraint on each

site, there is an anomaly relation requiring that odd (even) dimers produce vison translations
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which anticommute (commute) [117, 513]. However, in the case without a dimer-number con-

straint (or a soft constraint), of interest to us here, microscopic details will determine whether

vison translations anticommute or commute, and we will investigate this fate numerically with

quantum Monte Carlo simulations.

Finally, our study also obtains several phases which break lattice symmetries, but are

topologically trivial. This includes two “staggered” phases [445], a “columnar” phase [521]

and a “nematic” phase [543], and we also discuss their density-wave-ordered counterparts in

the context of experiments on Rydberg quantum simulators.

4.4.1 The model

We investigate the following general dimer Hamiltonian, with one or two dimer(s) per site,

on the triangular lattice,

H =− t
∑
r

(∣∣ s ss s⟩ ⟨
��s ss s∣∣+ h.c.

)
+ V

∑
r

(∣∣ s ss s⟩ ⟨ s ss s∣∣+ ∣∣ ��s ss s⟩ ⟨
��s ss s∣∣)

− h
∑
l

(∣∣ s s⟩ ⟨ s s∣∣+ h.c.
)
− µ

∑
l

(∣∣ s s⟩ ⟨ s s∣∣) , (4.3)

where the sum on r runs over all plaquettes (rhombi), including the three possible orientations,

and l runs over all links. The different terms in this Hamiltonian are as follows. The kinetic

term (controlled by t) flips the two dimers on every flippable plaquette, i.e., on each plaquette

with two parallel dimers, while the potential term (controlled by the interaction V ) describes a

repulsion (V > 0) or an attraction (V < 0) between nearest-neighbor dimers. The transverse-

field term of strength h creates/annihilates a dimer at link l, in contrast to the t and V

terms, neither of which change the dimer number. Lastly, µ sets the chemical potential for

the occupation of a link by a dimer. We further impose a soft constraint requiring that

there must be one or two dimer(s) per site. Thus, when µ → ±∞, the model reverts to the

conventional hard-constrained quantum dimer model with exactly two or one dimer(s) per

site—the phase diagrams of both these QDMs have been extensively studied in the literature

[444, 445, 521–523, 543, 714]. Hereafter, we set t = 1 as the unit of energy for the rest of this

section.
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Figure 4.5: Phases of the variable-density triangular lattice QDM. Left panel: The full phase
diagram, spanned by the V and µ axes, is obtained from QMC simulations at h = 0.4. The
phase boundaries between the paramagnetic (PM) phase and the two QSLs along the dashed
line are studied in Fig. 4.7; the phase transitions are first-order. The phase boundaries between
the QSLs and the nematic, columnar, and staggered phases are shown in Appendix C.4.1. The
associated transitions are either continuous (such as the QSL–nematic and QSL–columnar)
or first-order (such as the QSL–staggered). Right panel: Schematic pictures of the four
crystalline phases (nematic, columnar, 1/3 staggered, and 1/6 staggered). In the limit of
exactly one dimer per site, a

√
12 ×

√
12 valence bond solid (VBS) phase is known to exist

between the odd QSL and the columnar phase. However, it is nearly degenerate with the
columnar phase over a large region in our simulations, and we depict this schematically by
using a lighter shading for the columnar phase near the odd QSL.

To solve the model in Eq. (4.3) in an unbiased manner, we employ the recently developed

sweeping cluster quantum Monte Carlo algorithm, which can perform efficient sampling in

the constrained quantum many-body systems [712, 714–716]. By monitoring the behavior

of various physical observables such as dimer correlation functions and structure factors, we

map out the detailed phase diagrams, such as, for instance, in Fig. 4.5. Moreover, in addition

to static observables, we also compute the dynamic dimer correlation functions in imaginary

time and employ the stochastic analytic continuation method [59, 566, 601, 602, 629, 668, 669,

714, 742] to obtain the dynamic dimer spectral functions in real frequencies. Our simulations

are performed on the triangular lattice with periodic boundary conditions and system sizes

N = 3L2 for linear dimensions L = 8, 12, 16, 18, 24, while setting the inverse temperature

β = L (β = 200) for equal-time (dynamical) simulations.
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Figure 4.6: Equal-time dimer structure factors. Here, we illustrate D(k, τ = 0) in the Bril-
louin zone for the (a) odd Z2 QSL (µ=−3,V =0.9), (b) PM phase (µ=0,V =0.9), (c) even Z2

QSL (µ=3,V =0.9), (d) columnar phase (µ=−3,V =−0.5), and (e) nematic phase (µ = 3,
V = −0.5) in the phase diagram of Fig. 4.5. All the data are simulated using β = L = 12.
The upper-right labels in each panel represent the scaling factor of the intensities such that
the five panels can be scaled onto the same colorbar. In addition, the high-symmetry path
for the spectra in Fig. 4.8 are also drawn in (a).

4.4.2 The phase diagram

Although the phase diagrams in the two limits with exactly 1/3 and 1/6 dimer fillings are

well understood, the manner in which they connect to each other in the presence of a nonzero

transverse field h and chemical potential µ is an interesting open question. In particular, one

may ask what happens between the two kinds of Z2 QSLs, i.e., whether they are separated

by a direct phase transition or an intermediate phase. An important reason this question has

remained unaddressed so far is the lack of a suitable algorithm to deal with the soft constraint.

As discussed in detail in Appendix C.4.1, here, we adapt the sweeping cluster Monte Carlo

algorithm used for hard-constrained QDMs [712, 715] to soft ones and use it to map out

the phase diagram of the Hamiltonian in Eq. (4.3). Figure 4.5 shows the full phase diagram

obtained at h = 0.4, which we primarily focus on here, leaving the discussion of similar phase

diagrams with different h to Appendix C.4.1.

The phase diagram exhibits four different symmetry-breaking phases, including the ne-

matic, the columnar, and two staggered phases; the schematic plots of these crystalline phases

are shown in the right panels of Fig. 4.5. Furthermore, we observe two distinct Z2 QSL

phases, which are denoted as “Even QSL” and “Odd QSL” in the figure. Additionally, a

trivial disordered—or paramagnetic (PM)—phase exists in the central region in between the

two QSLs; note that such a PM phase does not arise in the more familiar QDMs where the

dimer number per site is exactly constrained. The phase boundaries between these phases
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are determined by examining various parameter points and paths scanning through the phase

diagram, such as the dashed line in Fig. 4.5.

To characterize this rich variety of phases, we compute the equal-time (τ =0) dimer struc-

ture factor (see Fig. 4.6) as

D(k, τ) =
1

N

L3∑
i,j

α=1,2,3

eik·rij
(
⟨ni,α(τ)nj,α(0)⟩ − ⟨ni,α⟩⟨nj,α⟩

)
, (4.4)

where ni is the dimer number operator on bond i and α stands for the three bond orientations,

at five representative parameter points corresponding to the five different phases in the phase

diagram. Figures 4.6(a), (b), and (c) show D(k, 0) inside the odd QSL, PM, and even QSL

phases, respectively. In the hexagonal Brillouin zone, we observe that there are no peaks

associated with long-range order but only broad profiles signifying different short-range dimer

correlation patterns in real space. In contrast, Figs. 4.6(d) and (e) present the dimer structure

factors inside the columnar and nematic phases, respectively. One now clearly sees the Bragg

peaks at the M points for the columnar phase (there can be three different orientations of

the columnar dimers, corresponding to all the 3 pairs of M points), and at the Γ point in the

nematic phase.

4.4.3 The two Z2 quantum spin liquids

Having established the lack of long-range dimer-dimer correlations in the odd/even Z2 QSLs

and the PM phase, next, we move on to the phase transitions between them. Since all three

of these phases are disordered, care needs to be taken in determining their phase boundaries.

Our results in this regard are summarized in Fig. 4.7, which shows the data along a path with

a fixed V = 0.9 and varying µ in the phase diagram (dashed line in Fig. 4.5).

First, in Fig. 4.7(a), we illustrate the energy density curves, which appear to be smooth

without any obvious turning points along the path as µ is scanned. However, when the

transverse field becomes large, we expect that all the links should be polarized along the

x-axis (if there were no constraints). Since the model in Eq. (4.3) can be regarded as a

spin model with spins on links (occupied/empty links being equivalent to spin up/down), the
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Figure 4.7: Phase transitions between QSLs and the PM phase. Data along the QSL–PM–
QSL path, indicated by the dashed line at V = 0.9 in Fig. 4.5. (a) The energy density is
smooth with increasing µ. (b) The polarization Mx reveals the first-order phase transition
between the PM phase and the two Z2 QSLs. (c) The dimer filling remains at approximately
ρ ∼ 1/3 in the even QSL and ρ ∼ 1/6 in the odd QSL. It changes continuously in the PM
phase, and the filling also exhibits a first-order phase transition between the PM phase and
QSLs. (d) The string operator is zero in the trivial PM phase but positive (negative) in the
even (odd) Z2 QSL. All the data are calculated for V = 0.9, β = L, h = 0.4. (e) In a pure
odd Z2 QSL with dimer filling ρ = 1/6, a string operator defined on a rhomboid with odd
linear size (3 in this case) should attain the value −1. (f) In a pure even Z2 QSL with dimer
filling ρ = 1/3, the string operator should always yield 1. The string operators presented in
(d) are measured for a 3× 3 rhombus averaged over the entire lattice for different L.

polarization

Mx =
1

N

∑
l

(∣∣ s s⟩ ⟨ s s∣∣+ h.c.
)
∼ 1

N

∑
l

Sxl

can be used to describe the level of polarized links (spins), and thus, to probe the PM phase.

Indeed, as seen in Fig. 4.7(b), Mx helps us to identify a first-order phase transition between the

PM phase and the two Z2 QSLs. In the PM phase, Mx becomes large but is still far from the

classical saturation value of 1; this is because the soft constraint forbids all links from being

fully polarized simultaneously. We can also discover similar first-order phase transitions, at

the same parameter points, independently from the dimer filling ρ shown in Fig. 4.7(c). In the
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even (odd) Z2 QSL phase, the filling is nearly 1/3 (1/6) while the filling changes continuously

in the PM phase.

Additionally, a closed string operator [592], schematically defined as in Figs. 4.7(e) and (f)

as ⟨string⟩ = ⟨(−1)# cut dimers⟩ on a rhomboid with odd linear size, can be used to distinguish

the two QSLs and the PM phase. As shown in Figs. 4.7(e) and (f), ⟨string⟩ should be ±1 in

a pure even/odd Z2 QSL without spinons and zero in a PM phase. We measure all the 3× 3

rhomboids in the lattice to obtain the expectation value ⟨string⟩ along the path scanning µ

at V = 0.9. The resultant data in Fig. 4.7(d) indeed reveal that inside the odd (even) Z2 QSL

phase, ⟨string⟩∼−1 (⟨string⟩∼ 1), while inside the PM phase, ⟨string⟩≈ 0; the transitions

are also seen to be first-order, in consistency with Figs. 4.7(b) and (c).

4.4.4 Dynamical dimer spectra

One of the hallmarks of a QSL is its ability to support fractionalized excitations that can-

not be created individually by any local operator. In this section, we focus on one class

of such fractional excitations with magnetic Z2 flux, i.e., the visons. Naturally, vison con-

figurations with different fluxes will result in different dimer spectral signatures, thus real-

izing, in particular, the interesting phenomenon of translational symmetry fractionalization

[171, 429, 629, 668, 714], which can be further used to distinguish the PM and the even/odd

Z2 QSLs and make possible connection to experiments. To this end, we compute the dimer

spectra, obtained from stochastic analytic continuation of the Monte-Carlo-averaged dynamic

dimer correlation function D(k, τ) with τ ∈ [0, β] (which can be viewed as the dynamical

vison-pair correlation functions deep inside the Z2 QSLs [714]). Figure 4.8(a) shows that in

the odd Z2 QSL phase, the gapped dimer (vison-pair) spectrum forms a continuum, and the

dispersion minima are located at both the M and Γ points. On the other hand, Fig. 4.8(c)

illustrates that the dimer (vison-pair) spectrum deep inside the even Z2 QSL is also a contin-

uum but with minima only at Γ. These features are consistent with the expectation that the

visons of the odd Z2 QSL carry a fractional crystal momentum whereas visons of the even

QSL do not [629, 714]. For the even QSL, Ref. 543 found that the minima of the mean-field

vison dispersion occur at the three inequivalent M points in the Brillouin zone. Accordingly,

one would then expect the vison-pair spectrum to exhibit a minimum at Γ (which is equiva-
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(a) (b) (c)
ω ω ω

Figure 4.8: Dynamical dimer spectra. The dimer spectra in the (a) odd Z2 QSL in the limit
of one dimer per site, corresponding to µ → −∞ and V = 1 in Fig. 4.5, (b) PM phase with
(µ = 0, V = 0.9) and h = 0.4, and (c) even Z2 QSL in the limit of two dimers per site,
corresponding to µ→∞ and V = 0.5 in Fig. 4.5. The dimer spectra exhibit continua in both
(a) and (c)—conveying the fractionalization of spins into visons. However, the dispersion
minima in the two cases differ, being located at both M and Γ for (a) and only at Γ for (c),
representing the translational symmetry fractionalization in the former and the lack thereof
in the latter. In (b), however, the dimer spectrum is flat and displays less of a continuum in
the frequency domain, consistent with a polarized PM phase. All the data are simulated at
β=200 on a L=12 lattice, with the low temperature T =1/200 being necessary to overcome
the small vison gap and the transverse field h.

lent to 2M modulo a reciprocal lattice vector), in agreement with our numerical results. In

comparison, Fig. 4.8(b) presents the dimer spectrum inside the PM phase; here, there ex-

ists no clear continuum in the frequency domain, indicating the lack of fractionalization of

dimers into pairs of visons. Moreover, the overall dispersion is flat, which is consistent with

the dispersionless Sz spectrum in an Sx-polarized state, such as in the transverse-field Ising

model.

4.5 Emergent Z2 gauge theories and topological excitations

The results of the previous section underscore that a promising playground to look for QSL

phases is given by the family of quantum dimer models [443, 538]. Section 4.3 demonstrated

that the phases of various quantum dimer models can be efficiently implemented using Ryd-

berg atoms arrayed on the sites of a kagome lattice and argued that Rydberg platforms could

be used to realize topological spin liquid states based solely on their native interactions [564].

However, even though numerics [713] (and, as we will show in Section 4.6 below, experiments)

support a Z2 QSL phase, a general understanding of the connection between Rydberg atom

arrays and Z2 QSLs remains to be obtained.
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In this section, we bridge the gap and establish the underlying reason why geometrically

frustrated Rydberg atom arrays host spin liquids. First, we show that the Rydberg Hamil-

tonian can be mapped to a Z2 gauge theory; the spin liquid phase is the deconfined phase

of such a gauge theory. However, this emergent gauge theory is necessarily endowed with

matter fields. These matter fields are the three distinct anyonic quasiparticle excitations of

the Z2 QSL, which can be either bosonic (e and m) or fermionic (ε). The e and ε anyons

are particle-like excitations, and are collectively referred to as spinons, whereas the m anyon

is a vortex-like excitation called a vison [594]. Constructing detailed parton theories for each

of these excitations, we analyze their static spectra using self-consistent mean-field theory

and illustrate their relation to neighboring nontopological phases in the context of spinon

condensation.

Importantly, as mentioned above, depending on whether elementary translations anticom-

mute or commute when acting on the visons, Z2 spin liquids can be further classified as odd

or even, respectively [305, 447, 559]. In the Z2 gauge theory framework, there is a unit Z2

electric charge on each lattice site of an odd Z2 gauge theory, which is a manifestation of

nontrivial lattice symmetry fractionalization in this phase [41, 115, 170, 636]. The visons see

the spinons as a source of π flux, so the adiabatic motion of a vison around a lattice site

picks up a phase of +1 (−1) in an even (odd) QSL. We highlight how this subtle distinction

is reflected in a parton formulation and adds to the rich variety of possible QSL states.

4.5.1 Model and mapping to Ising gauge theories

It is useful to regard each Rydberg atom in the system as an effective two-level system, where

we identify the atomic ground state |g⟩ with an empty bosonic state |0⟩ and the Rydberg state

|r⟩ with the filled bosonic state B† |0⟩ (Fig. 4.9). By construction, this mapping associates

the states with hard-core bosons, i.e., Nℓ ≡ B†
ℓBℓ = 0, 1. The full interacting system can be

described by the model originally proposed by Fendley, Sengupta, and Sachdev (FSS) [183]

in a different context [556]. This Hamiltonian is given by

Hfss =
∑
ℓ

[
Ω

2

(
Bℓ +B†

ℓ

)
− δNℓ

]
+

1

2

∑
ℓ≠ℓ′

Vℓ,ℓ′NℓNℓ′ , (4.5)
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Figure 4.9: Rydberg atoms are positioned on the sites of the ℓ-lattice, which is a kagome
lattice; the associated i-lattice (red dots) is triangular. Here, the two atomic states |g⟩ (gray)
and |r⟩ (blue) are identified with an empty and occupied bosonic mode, respectively. The
lattice spacing is a, and the interaction between pth-nearest neighbors is represented by Vp.
Any configuration of Rydberg excitations can be mapped to a set of dimers that need not
satisfy a close-packing constraint.

where ℓ labels a set points on the kagome lattice with position rℓ and we have defined

Vℓ,ℓ′ ≡V(rℓ − rℓ′) for notational brevity. Throughout this section, we will parametrize the

interaction strength in terms of the (more intuitive) Rydberg blockade radius Rb≡ (V0/Ω)
1/6.

The first term in the Hamiltonian (4.5) breaks U(1) symmetry, so the number of B bosons is

not conserved.

At the moment, Hfss is not a lattice gauge theory, and Bℓ is the annihilation operator

of a boson which does not carry gauge charges. We are interested here in configurations

of the FSS model which can realize a Z2 spin liquid. The usual strategy in constructing

nonperturbative theories of such QSLs is to identify hard-core bosons with spin operators

B→S−, fractionalize the spin into spinons, and then study if the spinon theory can have

a deconfined phase [3, 20, 532]. However, as we will see shortly, the (bosonic) spinons in

the FSS model reside at points which do not correspond to the sites of the physical kagome

lattice. Hence, in our approach, we introduce redundant degrees of freedom not for each

spin but rather for each hexagon or triangle of the kagome lattice, in similar spirit to the

fractionalization schemes used for the pyrochlores [377, 570].

To begin, we identify the two bosonic states on each site with the qubits of a Z2 gauge
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theory as

Bℓ +B†
ℓ = σzℓ , Nℓ = (1− σxℓ )/2. (4.6)

Then, without approximation, one can write the FSS model as a model of interacting qubits:

Hfss =
1

2

∑
ℓ

[Ωσzℓ + δ σxℓ ] +
1

2

∑
ℓ̸=ℓ′

Vℓ,ℓ′

4
(1− σxℓ )(1− σxℓ′) . (4.7)

In order to study possible Z2 spin liquid states, we explore making (4.7) gauge invariant by

introducing zero-energy matter fields which carry a Z2 gauge charge. First, we introduce an

“i-lattice” of sites i, j, . . ., such that the centers of the (i, j) links on the i-lattice coincide with

the ℓ sites in Eq. (4.7). Note that the i-lattice has to be defined in a manner which does not

break any symmetries of the ℓ-lattice. Such a construction is feasible for only some lattices—

like the kagome [564] and the ruby [654]—but not others; e.g., the square and honeycomb

ℓ-lattices do not have a corresponding i-lattice.

Having found suitable ℓ- and i-lattices, we place the Rydberg atoms on the ℓ-lattice, and

introduce a new set of qubits on the i-lattice. The i-lattice qubits are acted on by Pauli

matrices τx,y,zi , and these transform under Z2 lattice gauge transformations as

σzīj̄ → ϱiσ
z
īj̄ϱj , σ

x
īj̄ → σxīj̄ , τ

z
i → τ zi ϱi, τ

x
i → τxi . (4.8)

with ϱi=±1, where σz
īj̄
≡ σzℓ on the ℓ-lattice site between the i and j sites on the i-lattice.

Then, an explicitly Z2-gauge-invariant form of the FSS Hamiltonian is

Hfss =
Ω

2

∑
⟨̄ij̄⟩

τ zi σ
z
īj̄τ

z
j +

δ

2

∑
ℓ

σxℓ +
∑
ℓ̸=ℓ′

Vℓ,ℓ′

8
(1− σxℓ )(1− σxℓ′). (4.9)

The other canonical terms of Ising gauge theory, which are unessential to our discussion here,

are described in Appendix C.5.

With the introduction of the τ z Ising matter fields, we also introduce an infinite number
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of gauge charges Gi that commute with Hfss as

Gi = τxi
∏

ℓ ends on i

σxℓ ; (4.10)

we choose Gi=1, whereupon the Hilbert space of Eq. (4.9) is identical to that of Eq. (4.5).

Without dynamic matter, a state with τxi =1 (−1) will correspond to an even (odd) Z2 spin

liquid; with dynamic matter, these identifications will continue to hold in a phase where τxi
has small fluctuations from the matter-free case.

4.5.2 Mean-field theory of bosonic spinons

Focusing hereafter on the case where the ℓ-lattice is the kagome and the i-lattice is triangular

(Fig. 4.9), we formulate a theory for the ground state and its e excitations by returning to the

bosonic description in Eq. (4.6). The τx,zi operators can be similarly represented in terms of

hard-core bosons b such that bi + b†i = τ zi , b†ibi ≡ni =(1±τxi )/2, where the signs correspond to

the odd/even cases, so that ⟨ni ⟩≪ 1 for both. Then, the gauge charge operator in Eq. (4.10)

can be rewritten as Gi = exp (iπ [ni +
∑

ℓ ends on iNℓ]) , so we look for ground states with

ni +
∑

ℓ ends on i

Nℓ = 1, 2. (4.11)

We can now perform a self-consistent mean-field theory calculation, after expressing Eq. (4.9)

in terms of Bℓ and bi, and imposing the constraint in Eq. (4.11) by a Lagrange multiplier.

In this process, which is described in detail in Appendix C.5.1, we condense Bℓ and replace

it with a real number B. Retaining terms quadratic in bi and diagonalizing the resulting

Bogoliubov Hamiltonian, we arrive at the gapped e-particle spectrum.

The results of such an analysis are presented in Figs. 4.10, C.17, and C.18. In total, we

find four distinct QSL states, which we label as [E/O]
[+/−]
[Γ/K ]. In this notation, E and O denote

even and odd spin liquids, respectively, the ± in the superscript indicates the sign of B in the

corresponding solution, and the subscript conveys whether the minima of the dispersion in

the Brillouin zone occur at the Γ point or at the K, K′ points. In Fig. 4.10(a), we construct

a mean-field phase diagram by plotting the lowest-energy solution among these four at each
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Figure 4.10: (a) Mean-field phase diagram highlighting the four possible QSL solutions. (b)
Representative energy dispersion of the O−

Γ QSL in the first Brillouin zone. (c) The (approx-
imate) static structure factor of this state displays prominent spectral weight at the Γ point
but is broadly featureless in the extended Brillouin zone (cf. Fig. C.18).

point in parameter space. While mean-field theory is not expected to capture the precise

parameter values for QSL solutions, it does correctly describe the change in the nature of the

QSL state from even to odd as the density of Rydberg excitations decreases with increasing

Rb/a [713].

The representative spectra of the candidate Rydberg QSLs are shown in Fig. 4.10(b) and

Fig. C.18(a–c). While all these states are gapped, one can reach an instability of the QSL state

by tuning some parameter to bring the quasiparticle energy gap to zero. Then, the transition

out of the QSL into the proximate phases can be viewed as a condensation of the bosonic spinon

[30, 548]. For instance, consider the O−
Γ QSL [Fig. 4.10(b)]: since its dispersion minimum
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(a)

(b)

Figure 4.11: (a) Creation and motion of bosonic spinon (e particle) excitations in an even
QSL by the repeated application of σz, as depicted from left to right. The red plaquettes
identify the defect hexagons on which the spinons reside. (b) Same, but for the visons (m
particles), which live at the centers of the kagome triangles. Both excitations can only be
created in pairs by any local operator acting on the ground state.

occurs at the Γ point, when the bi are also condensed, one obtains a trivial paramagnetic

or “disordered” phase as is commonly observed in the Rydberg phase diagram [564]. This

quantum phase transition [550] belongs to the so-called Ising∗ universality class [124, 582, 689].

Moreover, to investigate spin correlations in the QSL phase, in Figs. 4.10(c) and C.18, we

analytically calculate an approximate static structure factor S̃zz(q) in Fourier space based on

the two-point functions ⟨Szi Szj ⟩ for up to third-nearest-neighboring i, j [Eq. (C.35)]. Since it

only requires measurement of local observables, S̃zz(q) provides a nontrivial experimentally

accessible [592] prediction to probe and distinguish possible spin liquid states.

Pictorially, the Ising electric charge, which sits at the center of the hexagonal plaquettes

of the kagome lattice, is defined by “defect hexagons” [543] such that
∏
ℓ∈7 σxℓ =−1 (+1) for

an even (odd) QSL, as sketched in Fig. 4.11(a). It is also easy to see from this figure why the

gauge-charged matter fields τx are gapped. Naively, given the presence of τ z-gapless matter,

one could anticipate that τ z would condense, destroying any possible Z2 QSL phase. However,

from Fig. 4.11(a), we notice that the motion of the Ising matter τx requires a σz operation;

by virtue of Eq. (4.6), this can add or remove a Bℓ boson, leading to a large energetic cost

from either V (r) or δ, respectively. Consequently, τx gauge charge fluctuations are expensive,
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and this could help stabilize a deconfined phase of the Z2 gauge theory (4.9).

4.5.3 Dual theory of visons

The second type of bosonic excitations of the Z2 QSL are the visons, which carry Z2 magnetic

flux [528, 594]. When there exists a conserved U(1) charge, we conventionally regard the e

(m) particle as a boson with charge Q=1/2 (Q=0). However, in the absence of a conserved

U(1) charge, as in our case, there is no sharp distinction between the e and m particles, but

despite this nomenclatural ambiguity, the two are (more importantly) still relative semions.

For a full description of the m particles, we perform a duality transformation on Eq. (4.9)

to obtain an Ising gauge theory with Ising matter on the lattice dual to the (triangular) i-

lattice. This is the medial honeycomb lattice formed by connecting the centers of the kagome

triangles [Fig. 4.11(b)]; on its sites, we define the Ising matter fields µzi′ =±1, and on its links,

we introduce the gauge fields ηzi′j′ =±1. However, before diving into the mapping pertinent to

Eq. (4.9), it is useful to first recall the standard Wegner duality in d=2 relating the square-

lattice quantum Ising model and pure lattice gauge theory without matter fields [188, 191, 350].

The familiar transverse-field Ising model (TFIM) is defined by the Hamiltonian

Htfim = −J
∑
⟨i,j⟩

µzi µ
z
j − γ

∑
j

µxj , (4.12)

where ⟨i, j⟩ denotes nearest neighbors, and µ are Ising spins residing on the sites of a square

lattice (blue circles in Fig. 4.12), which we will hereafter refer to as the direct lattice. The

Pauli operators µzi (µxi ) measure (flip) the state of the qubit at site i. Next, we introduce the

dual lattice located at the centers of plaquettes of the direct lattice as shown by the red sites in

Fig. 4.12. In this case, the dual lattice is also a square lattice, and we label its sites by a primed

index, e.g., s′. The links of the direct and dual lattices are in one-to-one correspondence, so

without ambiguity, we can use the notation Oīj̄ (Oī′j̄′) to denote an operator O living on the

link connecting sites i (i′) and j (j′) of the direct (dual) lattice.

In order to proceed with our duality mapping, we introduce the dual variables σ that live
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Figure 4.12: The direct square lattice (solid lines) and its dual (dashed lines), which is also a
square lattice. The qubits µ and η live on the sites (blue circles) and links (white squares) of
the direct lattice, respectively, whereas the variables for the dual theory, τ and σ, reside on
the sites (red circles) and links (white squares) of the dual lattice. Note that the links of the
direct and dual lattices coincide.

on the links of the dual lattice and are defined as

σxīj̄ = µzi µ
z
j , µxi = σzīḡ σ

z
īh̄ σ

z
īj̄ σ

z
īl̄. (4.13)

Thus, σx measures whether there is a domain wall between two neighboring spins on the direct

lattice, while the second relation shows that flipping a single spin is equivalent to creating

four domain walls along a closed loop. Using this correspondence, the TFIM in Eq. (4.12) is

dual to the Ising gauge theory

Higt = −J
∑
ℓ

σxℓ − γ
∑
□i

∏
ℓ∈□i

σzℓ , (4.14)

where the sum on ℓ runs over all links, and we have used the shorthand □i to denote a plaquette

(of the dual lattice) centered on the site i; for instance, in Fig. 4.12,
∏
ℓ∈□i

σzℓ ≡σzīḡ σ
z
īh̄
σz
īj̄
σz
īl̄
.
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This theory is to be supplemented with the local constraint

∏
ℓ∈+s′

σxℓ = 1 ∀ dual lattice sites s′, (4.15)

where +s′ denotes the set of links that emerge from the dual lattice site s′; for example, using

Eq. (4.13), it is easy to see that
∏
ℓ∈+i′

σxℓ ≡σxīj̄ σ
x
j̄k̄
σx
k̄l̄
σx
l̄̄i
=1, by definition, for the sites

labeled in Fig. 4.12. Since there are two links for every site of the direct lattice, this constraint

is necessary to recover the correct number of degrees of freedom. Note that Eq. (4.14) is

invariant under the Z2 gauge transformation

σzī′j̄′ → ϱi′ σ
z
ī′j̄′ ϱj′ , σxī′j̄′ → σxī′j̄′ , (4.16)

with ϱi′ = ±1 being the elements of the gauge group.

Now, let us consider a system with two sets of Pauli matrices on links ℓ, σaℓ , and on sites

s′, τas′ with the Hamiltonian

H =− J
∑
ℓ

σxℓ − κ
∑
p

∏
ℓ∈□p

σzℓ − κ̄
∑
s′

τxs′ −K
∑
ℓ

σzℓ
∏
s′ ∈ ∂ℓ

τ zs′ , (4.17)

together with the constraint that

τxs′
∏

ℓ∈+s′

σxℓ = 1 ∀ dual lattice sites s′. (4.18)

Keeping with our earlier notation, we will regard these qubits to be residing on the dual

lattice and we want to find a mapping that gives us the theory defined on the sites and links

of the direct square lattice. Notice that here, we are starting from a gauge theory equipped

with a gauge constraint (4.18), and applying the Wegner duality discussed above in “reverse”.

Introducing qubits µ and η which live on the sites and links of the direct lattice, respectively,
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such a mapping is defined by

σxīj̄ = µzi η
z
īj̄ µ

z
j , µxi = σzīḡ σ

z
īh̄ σ

z
īj̄ σ

z
īl̄ =

∏
ℓ∈□i

σzℓ ,

ηxī′j̄′ = τ zi′ σ
z
ī′j̄′ τ

z
j′ , τxi′ = ηzīj̄ η

z
j̄k̄ η

z
k̄l̄ η

z
l̄̄i =

∏
ℓ∈+i′

ηzℓ .

(4.19)

For the new variables, ηz and µz probe the qubits while ηx and µx flip them. Under this

transformation, the Hamiltonian (4.17) reads

H̃ =− J
∑
ℓ

ηzℓ
∏
i∈ ∂ℓ

µzi − κ
∑
i

µxi − κ̄
∑
p′

∏
ℓ∈□p′

ηzℓ −K
∑
ℓ

ηxℓ , (4.20)

i.e., the (2 + 1)D Ising gauge theory with matter fields is self-dual [194, 195]. Note that the

constraint (4.18) has already been absorbed into the definition of τx in Eq. (4.19) because

τxi′
∏
ℓ∈+i′

σxℓ =
(
µziµ

z
jµ

z
kµ

z
l

)2 ∏
ℓ∈+i′

ηzℓ
∏
ℓ∈+i′

ηzℓ = 1,

so it is identically satisfied in the dual theory. This is in analogy to the Wegner duality

without matter fields, in which Higt was accompanied by a constraint but its counterpart,

Htfim, was not.

With this intuition from the square lattice, we can now construct the duality mapping

between theories on the triangular and honeycomb lattices. Consider a set of qubits {σaℓ , τai }

({ηaℓ′ , µai′}) which are situated on links and sites of the triangular (honeycomb) lattice, respec-

tively. As before, we will use the convention that σ and η represent the gauge fields whereas

τ and µ stand for the matter fields. Then, in exact analogy to Eq. (4.19), we define

σxī′j̄′ = µzi′ η
z
ī′j̄′ µ

z
j′ , µxi′ =

∏
ℓ∈△i′

σzℓ ,

ηxīj̄ = τ zi σ
z
īj̄ τ

z
j , τxi = ±

∏
ℓ′ ∈9i

ηzℓ′ .

(4.21)

Here, △i′ represents the triangular-lattice plaquette centered on the site i′ while 9i denotes

the honeycomb lattice’s hexagon centered on the site i. The ± in the last equation arises from
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Figure 4.13: The direct triangular lattice (solid lines) and its dual honeycomb lattice (dashed
lines). The qubits τ and σ live on the sites (blue circles) and links (white squares) of the
direct lattice, respectively, whereas the variables for the dual theory, µ and η, reside on the
sites (red circles) and links (white squares) of the dual lattice. Note that the links of the
direct and dual lattices once again coincide.

the combination of Eq. (4.10) with the (easily verifiable) relation

∏
ℓ∈9i

σxℓ =
∏
ℓ′ ∈9i

ηzℓ′ , (4.22)

so the minus sign holds for the odd QSL. With the mapping (4.21) applied to Eq. (4.9), we

find that the vison excitations of the Z2 spin liquid are described by the theory

H̃fss =
Ω

2

∑
⟨ī′j̄′⟩

ηxī′j̄′ +
δ

2

∑
⟨ī′j̄′⟩

(
µzi′η

z
ī′j̄′µ

z
j′ − 1

)
(4.23)

+
∑

⟨ī′j̄′⟩̸=⟨k̄′ l̄′⟩

V (r
ī′j̄′
− r

k̄′ l̄′
)

8

(
1− µzi′ηzī′j̄′µ

z
j′
)(
1− µzk′ηzk̄′ l̄′µ

z
l′
)
.

Since the electric charges are gapped, at low energies, there are no spinons at all for the

even Ising gauge theory, while there is a background of exactly one spinon per site in the odd

Z2 gauge theory. By virtue of Eq. (4.22), this requires that

∏
ℓ′ ∈9i

ηzℓ′ =


+1 for an even Z2 QSL,

−1 for an odd Z2 QSL,
(4.24)
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where the product, as earlier, is over all six links of the hexagonal plaquette centered at site

i.

Upon restricting ourselves to only nearest-neighbor blockade interactions for simplicity and

with the appropriate choice of a gauge (in the limit of low spinon densities), the minimal theory

of the visons reduces to an Ising model on the honeycomb lattice [Eq. (C.41)] with first- (J1)

and second-nearest-neighbor (J2) Ising interactions (see Appendix C.5.2). While not explicitly

present in Eq. (4.23), we can also generically have a transverse-field term ∼−K
∑

i′ µ
x
i′ [543]

that arises in perturbation theory [Eq. (C.40)]. For large K, the µ spins are polarized along

the x direction with a finite vison gap ∼ 2K. The underlying µz spins—and consequently, the

boson number per site—are thus fluctuating, and this µ-paramagnet can be identified with

the Z2 QSL [543]. On the other hand, when J1,2≫K, the visons acquire nontrivial dispersion

[444], and if the minima thereof touches zero, they can condense leading to ⟨µzi ⟩ ̸= 0 and

the onset of long-range order [286, 287]. We emphasize, however, that any observable order

parameter has to be composed of a pair of visons.

For the even QSL, Roychowdhury et al. [543] demonstrated that in the presence of a third-

nearest-neighbor interaction J3 (which would arise from the long-ranged Rydberg tails in our

case), there is an extended regime in J1,2,3 parameter space where the minima of the vison

spectra occur at the three inequivalent M points in the Brillouin zone. Pairwise condensation

of these visons would then describe the transition to a threefold-rotational-symmetry-breaking

nematic phase of Rydberg atoms on the kagome lattice [543, 564], characterized by ordering

wavevectors at 2M1,2,3. Furthermore, in Appendix C.5.2, we show that for the odd QSL, the

minima of the vison dispersion are also consistent with the development of nematic order

by spinon condensation, but can additionally reproduce a subset of the ordering peaks of a

proximate staggered phase [543, 564].

4.5.4 Fermionic spinons

The anyon content of the Z2 QSL also includes a fermionic spinon. In order to obtain a theory

of this ε particle, we use the Abrikosov fermion representation [1, 4, 420], in which the spin

operator at each site is fractionalized as S⃗ℓ≡ σ⃗ℓ/2= (f †ℓ ρ⃗ fℓ )/2, with fℓ≡ (fℓ,1, fℓ,2)
T being a
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Figure 4.14: (a) Mean-field spectrum of the ε particle and (b) the resultant static structure
factor at δ/Ω=4.0, Rb/a=1.60. The qualitative nature of the fermionic band structure is
the same for all (δ/Ω, Rb/a) for which a QSL solution is found.

two-component fermionic spinon operator, and ρ⃗ denoting the three Pauli matrices.

Writing Hfss in Eq. (4.5) in terms of these fermionic spinons generates four-fermion terms,

which we decouple into fermion bilinears by introducing the mean-field parameters tαβℓ,ℓ′ ≡⟨f
†
ℓ,αfℓ′,β⟩,

∆αβ
ℓ,ℓ′ ≡⟨fℓ,αfℓ′,β⟩. The expectation values {tαβℓ,ℓ′ ,∆

αβ
ℓ,ℓ′} then collectively define a mean-field

ansatz. The projective action [170, 678] of lattice or time-reversal symmetries on this ansatz

describes the particular QSL state of interest. Unlike systems with SU(2) spin-rotation sym-

metry (for which ⟨f †i,αfj,β⟩ ∝ δαβ and ⟨fi,αfj,β⟩ ∝ ϵαβ [407]), in our ansatz, we have to allow

for hopping and pairing terms with all possible combinations of α,β due to the lack of spin-

rotation invariance in Eq. (4.7). The full theory thus obtained is detailed in Appendix C.5.3

[see Eq. (C.64)]. Self-consistently solving for {tαβℓ,ℓ′ ,∆
αβ
ℓ,ℓ′} then yields the fermionic band struc-

ture. As illustrated in Fig. 4.14(a), we observe that the ε particle is gapped too and that the

minima of its dispersion occur at the K,K′ points. To determine the experimental signatures

of this QSL state, we also calculate its static structure factor in Fig. 4.14(b) and find that

it has broad features located at q=Γ but no sharp Bragg peaks anywhere in the extended

Brillouin zone, indicating the absence of long-range order.
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4.6 Experimental realization

Programmable quantum simulators are well suited for the controlled exploration of strongly

correlated quantum phases [102, 149, 208, 225, 260, 674, 721] such as the Z2 spin liquid. In

this section, we describe a recent experiment [592] using a 219-atom programmable quantum

simulator to probe a dimer spin liquid state of the toric code type in a specific frustrated lattice.

We note that toric code states have been dynamically created in small systems using quantum

circuits [13, 618]. However, some of the key properties, such as topological robustness, are

challenging to realize in such systems. Spin liquids have also been explored using quantum

annealers, but the lack of coherence in these systems has precluded the observation of quantum

features [745]. In the approach outlined herein, arrays of atoms are placed on the links of

a kagome lattice and evolution under Rydberg blockade creates frustrated quantum states

with no local order. The onset of a quantum spin liquid phase of the paradigmatic toric code

type is detected by evaluating topological string operators that provide direct signatures of

topological order and quantum correlations. Its properties are further revealed by using an

atom array with nontrivial topology, representing a first step towards topological encoding.

4.6.1 Kagome-lattice dimer models in Rydberg atom arrays

The key idea of our approach is based on a correspondence [564, 654] between Rydberg atoms

placed on the links of a kagome lattice (or equivalently the sites of a ruby lattice), as shown in

Fig. 4.15A, and dimer models on the kagome lattice [442, 548]. The Rydberg excitations can

be viewed as “dimer bonds” connecting the two adjacent vertices of the lattice (Fig. 4.15B).

Due to the Rydberg blockade [560], strong and properly tuned interactions constrain the

density of excitations such that each vertex is touched by a maximum of one dimer. At 1/4

filling, each vertex is touched by exactly one dimer, resulting in a perfect dimer covering of

the lattice. Smaller filling fractions result in a finite density of vertices with no proximal

dimers, which are referred to as “monomers”. A quantum spin liquid can emerge within this

dimer-monomer model close to 1/4 filling [654], and can be viewed as a coherent superposition

of exponentially many degenerate dimer coverings with a small admixture of monomers [442]

(Fig. 4.15C). This corresponds to the resonating valence bond (RVB) state [14, 538], predicted
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Figure 4.15: Dimer model in Rydberg atoms arrays. A. Fluorescence image of 219 atoms
arranged on the links of a kagome lattice. The atoms, initially in the ground state |g⟩, evolve
according to the many-body dynamics U(t). The final state of the atoms is determined via
fluorescence imaging of ground-state atoms. Rydberg atoms are marked with red dimers on
the bonds of the kagome lattice. B. The blockade radius is adjusted to Rb/a = 2.4, by choosing
Ω = 2π × 1.4 MHz and a = 3.9 µm, such that all six nearest neighbors of an atom in |r⟩ are
within the blockade radiusRb. A state consistent with the Rydberg blockade at maximal filling
can then be viewed as a dimer covering of the kagome lattice, where each vertex is touched by
exactly one dimer. C. The quantum spin liquid state corresponds to a coherent superposition
of exponentially many dimer coverings. D. Detuning ∆(t) and Rabi frequency Ω(t) used for
quasi-adiabatic state preparation. E. (Top) Average density of Rydberg excitations ⟨n⟩ in the
bulk of the system, excluding the outer three layers. (Bottom) Probabilities of empty vertices
in the bulk (monomers), vertices attached to a single dimer, or to double dimers (weakly
violating blockade). After ∆/Ω ∼ 3, the system reaches ∼ 1/4 filling, where most vertices are
attached to a single dimer, consistent with an approximate dimer phase.

long ago but so far still unobserved in any experimental system.

To create and study such states, the experiments by Semeghini et al. [592] utilize two-

dimensional arrays of 219 87Rb atoms individually trapped in optical tweezers [164, 578] and

positioned on the links of a kagome lattice, as shown in Fig. 4.15A. The lattice spacing a and

the Rabi frequency Ω are adjusted such that, for each atom in |r⟩, its six nearest neighbors

are all within the blockade radius (Fig. 4.15B), resulting in a maximum filling fraction of 1/4.

The resulting dynamics corresponds to unitary evolution U(t) governed by the Hamiltonian

(3.4). After the evolution, the state is analyzed by projective readout of ground-state atoms

(Fig. 4.15A, right panel) [164].

To explore many-body phases in this system, we utilize quasi-adiabatic evolution, in which
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A B

C D

Figure 4.16: Site-by-site mean Rydberg density. The mean Rydberg excitation density ⟨n⟩
is measured site-by-site in the dimer phase with ∆/Ω = 4 for both A. full arrays as well as
C. arrays with a hole. B, D. We then plot the corresponding mean density layer-by-layer as a
cross-section from the edge into the bulk, showing that within the outer two to three layers,
the bulk settles into the ⟨n⟩ ∼ 1/4 phase.

we slowly turn on the Rydberg coupling Ω and subsequently vary the detuning ∆ from negative

to positive values using a cubic frequency sweep over about 2 µs (Fig. 4.15D). The cubic sweep

is then stopped at different endpoints and the density of Rydberg excitations ⟨n⟩ is measured.

Away from the array boundaries (which result in edge effects permeating just two layers into

the bulk), we observe that the average density of Rydberg atoms is uniform across the array

(see Fig. 4.16). Focusing on the bulk density, we find that for ∆/Ω ≳ 3, the system reaches the

desired filling fraction ⟨n⟩ ∼ 1/4 (Fig. 4.15E, top panel). The resulting state does not have any

obvious spatial order (Fig. 4.15A) and appears as a different configuration of Rydberg atoms

in each experimental repetition (see Fig. 4.17). From the single-shot images, we evaluate the

probability for each vertex of the kagome lattice to be attached to: one dimer (as in a perfect

dimer covering), zero dimers (i.e., a monomer), or two dimers (representing weak blockade

violations). Around ∆/Ω ∼ 4, we observe an approximate plateau where ∼ 80% of the vertices

are connected to a single dimer (Fig. 4.15E), indicating an approximate dimer covering.
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A B C

Figure 4.17: Snapshots in the dimer phase. Three sample experimental realizations within the
dimer phase at ∆/Ω = 4.3. The binarized atom readout is shown by small circles on the links
of the kagome lattice, with open circles denoting |g⟩ and filled circles denoting |r⟩. Vertices
of the kagome lattice (large circles) are colored according to the number of adjacent atoms in
|r⟩ to visually accentuate which parts of the system are properly covered with dimers.

4.6.2 Measuring topological string operators

A defining property of a phase with topological order is that it cannot be probed locally.

Hence, to investigate the possible presence of a QSL state, it is essential to measure topological

string operators, analogous to those used in the toric code model [344]. For the present

model, there are two such string operators, the first of which characterizes the effective dimer

description, while the second probes quantum coherence between dimer states [654]. We first

focus on the diagonal operator Z =
∏
i∈S σ

z
i , with σzi = 1− 2ni, that measures the parity of

Rydberg atoms along a string S perpendicular to the bonds of the kagome lattice (Fig. 4.18A).

For the smallest closed Z loop, which encloses a single vertex of the kagome lattice, ⟨Z⟩ = −1

for any perfect dimer covering. Larger loops can be decomposed into a product of small loops

around all the enclosed vertices, resulting in ⟨Z⟩ = (−1)# enclosed vertices (Fig. 4.18B). Note

that the presence of monomers or double-dimers reduces the effective contribution of each

vertex, resulting in a reduced ⟨Z⟩.

To measure ⟨Z⟩ for different loops (Fig. 4.18C), we evaluate the string observables directly

from single-shot images, averaging over many experimental repetitions and over all loops

of the same shape in the bulk of the lattice. In the range of detunings where ⟨n⟩ ∼ 1/4,

we clearly observe the emergence of a finite ⟨Z⟩ for all loops, with the sign matching the

parity of enclosed vertices, as expected for dimer states (Fig. 4.18B). The measured values

are generally |⟨Z⟩| < 1 and decrease with the loop size, suggesting the presence of a finite
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Figure 4.18: Detecting a dimer phase via diagonal string operator. A. The Z string operator
measures the parity of dimers along a string. B. A perfect dimer covering always has exactly
one dimer touching each vertex of the array, so that ⟨Z⟩ = −1 around a single vertex and
⟨Z⟩ = (−1)#enclosed vertices for larger loops. C.Z-parity measurements following the quasi-
adiabatic sweep of Fig. 4.15D, with the addition of a 200 ns ramp-down of Ω at the end to
optimize preparation. At different endpoints of the sweep and for different loop sizes (inset),
a finite ⟨Z⟩ is measured, consistent with an approximate dimer phase.

density of defects, as discussed below. Nevertheless, these observations indicate that the state

we prepare is consistent with an approximate dimer phase.

We next explore quantum coherence properties of the prepared state. To this end, we

consider the off-diagonal X operator, which acts on strings along the bonds of the kagome

lattice. It is defined in Fig. 4.19A by its action on a single triangle [654]. Applying X on

any closed string maps a dimer covering to another valid dimer covering (see, e.g., Fig. 4.19B

for a loop around a single hexagon). A finite expectation value for X therefore implies that

the state contains a coherent superposition of one or more pairs of dimer states coupled by

that specific loop, a prerequisite for a quantum spin liquid. The measurement of X can be

implemented by performing a collective basis rotation illustrated in Fig. 4.19C. This rotation

is implemented by time-evolution under the Rydberg Hamiltonian (3.4) with ∆ = 0 and

reduced blockade radius Rb/a = 1.53, such that only the atoms within the same triangle
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Figure 4.19: Probing coherence between dimer states via the off-diagonal string operator.
A. Definition of X string operator on a single triangle of the kagome lattice. B. On any
closed loop, the X operator maps any dimer covering into another valid dimer covering, such
that ⟨X⟩ measures the coherence between pairs of dimer configurations. C. The X operator
is measured by evolving the initial state under Hamiltonian (3.4) with ∆ = 0 and reduced
blockade radius to encompass only atoms within each individual triangle, implementing a
basis rotation that maps X into Z. D. In the experiment, after the state preparation, we set
the laser detuning to ∆q = 0 and we increase Ω to 2π× 20 MHz to reach Rb/a = 1.53. E. By
measuring the Z parity on the dual string (red) of a target X loop (blue) after a variable
quench time, we identify the time τ for which the mapping in (C) is implemented. F. We
measure ⟨X⟩ for different final detunings of the cubic sweep and for different loop sizes (inset),
and find that the prepared state has long-range coherence that extends over a large fraction
of the array.

are subject to the Rydberg blockade constraint. Under these conditions, it is sufficient to

consider the evolution of individual triangles separately, where each triangle can be described

as a 4-level system ( ). Within this subspace, after a time τ = 4π/(3Ω
√
3), the

collective 3-atom dynamics realizes a unitary Uq which implements the basis rotation that

transforms an X string into a dual Z string (see Appendix C.6).

Experimentally, the basis rotation is implemented following the state preparation by quench-

ing the laser detuning to ∆q = 0 and increasing the laser intensity by a factor of ∼ 200 to

reduce the blockade radius to Rb/a = 1.53 (Fig. 4.19D). τ is calibrated by preparing the state

at ∆/Ω = 4 and evolving under the quench Hamiltonian for a variable time. Upon measuring

the parity of a Z string that is dual to a target X loop, we observe a sharp revival of the

parity signal at τ ∼ 30 ns (Fig. 4.19E). Fixing the quench time τ , ⟨X⟩ is measured for different

values of the detuning ∆ at the end of the cubic sweep (Fig. 4.19F) and we observe a finite

X-parity signal for loops that extend over a large fraction of the array. We emphasize that, in

light of experimental imperfections, the observation of finite parities for string observables of
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up to 28 atoms within µs-long experiments is rather remarkable. These observations clearly

indicate the presence of long-range coherence in the prepared state.

4.6.3 Probing spin liquid properties

The study of closed string operators shows that we prepare an approximate dimer phase

with quantum coherence between dimer coverings. While these closed loops are indicative

of topological order, it is important to compare their properties to those of open strings to

distinguish topological effects from trivial ordering—the former being sensitive to the topology

of the loop [80, 196, 219]. This comparison is shown in Fig. 4.20D, E, indicating several distinct

regimes. For small ∆, we find that both Z- and X-loop parities factorize into the product of

the parities on the half-loop open strings—in particular, the finite ⟨Z⟩ is a trivial result of the

low density of Rydberg excitations. In contrast, loop parities no longer factorize in the dimer

phase (3 ≲ ∆/Ω ≲ 5). Instead, the expectation values for both open string operators vanish

in the dimer phase, indicating the nontrivial nature of the correlations measured by the closed

loops. More specifically, topological ordering in the dimer-monomer model can break down

either due to a high density of monomers, corresponding to the trivial disordered phase at

small ∆/Ω, or due to the lack of long-range resonances, corresponding to a valence bond solid

(VBS). Open Z and X strings distinguish the target QSL phase from these proximal phases:

when normalized according to the definition from Bricmont, Frölich, Fredenhagen and Marcu

[80, 196] (BFFM) (Fig. 4.20B, C), these open strings can be considered as order parameters

for the QSL. In particular, open Z strings have a finite expectation value when the dimers

form an ordered spatial arrangement, as in the VBS phase. At the same time, open X strings

create pairs of monomers at their endpoints (Fig. 4.20A), so a finite ⟨X⟩ can be achieved

in the trivial phase where there is a high density of monomers. Therefore, the QSL can be

identified as the unique phase where both order parameters vanish for long strings.

Figures 4.20F, G show the measured values of these order parameters. We find that

⟨Z⟩BFFM is compatible with zero on the entire range of ∆/Ω where we observed a finite

Z parity on closed loops, indicating the absence of a VBS phase (Fig. 4.20F), consistent with

our analysis of density-density correlations (Fig. 4.21). At the same time, ⟨X⟩BFFM converges
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Figure 4.20: String order parameters and quasiparticle excitations. A. An open string oper-
ator Xopen acting on a dimer state |D⟩ creates two monomers (e anyons) at its endpoints.
B, C. Definition of the string order parameters ⟨Z⟩BFFM and ⟨X⟩BFFM. D. Comparison be-
tween ⟨Zclosed⟩ and ⟨Zopen⟩2 measured on the strings shown in the inset. The expectation
value shown for the open string is squared to account for the different length of the strings.
E. Analogous comparison for X. F,G. Zooming in on the range with finite closed loop par-
ities, we measure the BFFM order parameters for different open strings (insets). We find
that ⟨Z⟩BFFM is consistent with zero on the entire range of ∆, while ⟨X⟩BFFM vanishes for
∆/Ω ≳ 3.3, allowing us to identify a range of detunings consistent with the onset of a QSL
phase (shaded area). H. Rescaled parities ⟨Z⟩1/area and ⟨Z⟩1/perim evaluated for ∆/Ω = 3.6,
where area and perimeter are defined as the number of vertices enclosed by the loop and the
number of atoms on the loop, respectively. For small loops, Z scales with an area law, while it
deviates from this behavior for larger loops, converging towards a perimeter law. I. ⟨X⟩1/area

(the area, in this case, is the number of enclosed hexagons) and ⟨X⟩1/perim evaluated for
∆/Ω = 3.5, indicating an excellent agreement with a perimeter-law scaling.

181



Chapter 4. Z2 quantum spin liquid phase of Rydberg atoms

0.10

0.05

0.00

0.05

0.10

n i
n j

n i
n j

Figure 4.21: Density correlations between individual Rydberg excitations. Shown here is the
Rydberg density-density correlator ⟨ninj⟩ − ⟨ni⟩⟨nj⟩ between a central atom and all other
atoms in the system. We observe anticorrelations between the central atom and the other two
atoms in the same triangle, as well as with atoms in the adjacent triangles, given by the choice
of blockade radius Rb. Longer-range correlations vanish. This data was taken at ∆/Ω = 4.3.

towards zero on the longest strings for ∆/Ω ≳ 3.3 (Fig. 4.20G), indicating a transition out

of the disordered phase. By combining these two measurements with the regions of non-

vanishing parity for the closed Z and X loops (Figs. 4.18 and 4.19), we conclude that for

3.3 ≲ ∆/Ω ≲ 4.5 our results constitute a direct detection of the onset of a quantum spin

liquid phase (shaded area in Fig. 4.20F, G).

The measurements of the closed loop operators in Figs. 4.18 and 4.19 show that |⟨Z⟩|, |⟨X⟩| <

1 and that the amplitude of the signal decreases with the loop size, which results from a fi-

nite density of quasiparticle excitations. Specifically, defects in the dimer covering such as

monomers and double-dimers can be interpreted as electric (e) anyons in the language of

lattice gauge theory. Since the presence of a defect inside a closed loop changes the sign

of Z, the parity on the loop is reduced according to the number of enclosed e-anyons as

|⟨Z⟩| = |⟨(−1)#enclosed e anyons⟩|. The average number of defects inside a loop is expected to

scale with the number of enclosed vertices, i.e., with the area of the loop, and indeed we

observe an approximate area-law scaling of |⟨Z⟩| for small loop sizes (Fig. 4.20H). However,

for larger loops we notice a deviation towards a perimeter-law scaling, which can emerge if

pairs of anyons are correlated over a characteristic length scale smaller than the loop size.

Pairs of correlated anyons which are both inside the loop do not change its parity since their
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contributions cancel out; they only affect ⟨Z⟩ when they sit across the loop, leading to a

scaling with the length of the perimeter. These pairs can be viewed as resulting from the

application of X string operators to a dimer covering (Fig. 4.20A), originating, e.g., from

virtual excitations in the dimer-monomer model or from errors due to state preparation and

detection. Note that state preparation with larger Rabi frequency (improved adiabaticity)

results in larger Z parity signals and reduced e-anyon density.

A second type of quasiparticle excitation that could arise in this model is the so-called

magnetic (m) anyon. Analogous to e anyons which live at the endpoints of open X strings

(Fig. 4.20A), m anyons are created by open Z strings and they correspond to phase errors

between dimer coverings. These excitations cannot be directly identified from individual

snapshots, but they are detected by the measurement of closed X loop operators. The re-

markable perimeter law scaling observed in Fig. 4.20I indicates that m anyons only appear

in pairs with short correlation lengths. These observations highlight the prospects for using

topological string operators to detect and probe quasiparticle excitations in the system.

4.6.4 Towards a topological qubit

To further explore the topological properties of the spin liquid state, we now turn to an

atom array with a small hole by removing three atoms on a central triangle, which creates

an effective inner boundary (Fig. 4.22). This results in two distinct topological sectors for

the dimer coverings, where states belonging to different sectors can be transformed into each

other only via large X loops which enclose the hole, constituting a highly nonlocal process

(involving at least a 16-atom resonance). We define the logical states |0L⟩ and |1L⟩ as the

superpositions of all dimer coverings from the topological sectors 0 and 1, respectively. One

can define the logical operator σzL as proportional to any ZL string operator that connects the

hole with the outer boundary, since these have a well-defined eigenvalue ±1 for all dimer states

in the same sector but opposite for the two sectors. The logical σxL is instead proportional

to XL, which is any X loop around the hole. This operator anticommutes with ZL and has

eigenstates |+⟩ ∼ (|0L⟩+ |1L⟩)/
√
2 and |−⟩ ∼ (|0L⟩ − |1L⟩)/

√
2.

We measure ZL and XL on the strings defined in the inset of Fig. 4.22B, following the same
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Figure 4.22: Topological properties in array with a hole. A. A lattice with nontrivial topology
is obtained by removing three atoms at the center to create a small hole. The dimer states can
be divided into two distinct topological sectors 0 and 1. Z strings connecting the hole to the
boundary always have a well-defined expectation value within each sector and opposite sign
between the two sectors, while the correlations between two such strings Z1Z2 are identical
for both sectors. B. Measured expectation values for the operators ZL and XL defined in
the inset, indicate that in the QSL region (shaded area) we prepare a superposition state of
the two topological sectors (⟨ZL⟩ = 0) with a finite overlap with the |+⟩ state (⟨XL⟩ > 0).
C. Finite expectation values for the correlations between pairs of hole-to-boundary Z strings
(inset), consistent with part A.

quasi-adiabatic preparation as in Fig. 4.15D. We find that in the range of ∆/Ω associated with

the onset of a QSL phase, ⟨ZL⟩ = 0, and ⟨XL⟩ > 0, indicating that the system is in a super-

position of the two topological sectors, with a finite overlap with the |+⟩ state (Fig. 4.22B).

To further support this conclusion, we evaluate correlations ⟨Z1Z2⟩ between hole-to-boundary

strings, which are expected to have the same expectation values for both topological sectors

(Fig. 4.22A). In agreement with this prediction, we find that the correlations between different

pairs of strings have finite expectation values, with amplitudes decreasing with the distance

between the strings (Fig. 4.22C) due to imperfect state preparation. These measurements

represent the first steps towards initialization and measurement of a topological qubit.

A caveat to be noted, however, is that the experimental observations qualitatively disagree

with the ground-state phase diagram obtained from density-matrix-renormalization-group

(DMRG) [248, 684] simulations on infinitely long cylinders. For the largest numerically ac-

cessible system sizes, including van der Waals interactions only up to intermediate distances
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(∼ 4a), there exists a Z2 spin liquid in the ground state. However, longer-range couplings

destabilize the spin liquid in the ground state of the Hamiltonian (3.4) on the specific ruby

lattice used in the experiment, leading to a direct first-order transition from the disordered

phase to the VBS phase. In contrast, one experimentally observes the onset of the QSL

phase in a relatively large parameter range, while no signatures of a VBS phase are detected.

This can be understood from time-dependent DMRG calculations [248, 684, 734] simulating

the same state preparation protocol as in the experiment on an infinitely long cylinder with

a seven-atom-long circumference. The results of these simulations are in good qualitative

agreement with the experimental observations: specifically, similar to the results in Fig. 4.20,

the region ∆/Ω ∼ 3.5–4.5 is found to host nonzero signals for closed Z and X loops which

cannot be factorized into open strings, a characteristic fingerprint of spin liquid correlations.

In addition, exact-diagonalization studies of a simplified blockade model reveal how the dy-

namical state preparation creates an approximate equal-weight and equal-phase superposition

of many dimer states, instead of the VBS ground state. We conclude that quasi-adiabatic

state preparation occurring over a few microseconds is insensitive to longer-range couplings

and generates states that retain the QSL character. While this phenomenon warrants further

theoretical attention, these considerations point towards the creation of a novel metastable

state with key characteristic properties of a quantum spin liquid.

4.7 Conclusions

In summary, this chapter constructs a roadmap for realizing and probing topologically ordered

phases of matter using Rydberg quantum simulators. Based on numerical and theoretical

analyses, we first showed that the kagome-lattice Rydberg atom array constitutes a promising

platform for studying strongly correlated phenomena that supports not only a rich variety of

quantum solids, but also, potentially, a highly entangled liquid regime. We argued that the

liquid region could host a state corresponding to an elusive phase with topological order using

its placement in the global phase diagram of triangular-lattice quantum dimer models, and

theories of their quantum phase transitions.

Motivated by these observations, we then investigated a quantum dimer model with vari-
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able dimer density on the triangular lattice and uncovered a plethora of interesting phases,

including crystalline solids and two distinct classes of highly entangled QSL states hosting

fractionalized excitations. Through detailed quantum Monte Carlo analyses, we explored the

subtle interplay between these different phases and found the unique properties of their static

and dynamic fingerprints. With the remarkable advances in quantum simulation, experi-

mental realization of the dimer model in Eq. (4.3) should provide new probes of novel QSL

phases and their phase transitions. While our extended QDM differs from models of Rydberg

atoms on the sites of the kagome lattice [564] in the precise form of the V interactions, the

two systems bear resemblance in some of their phases. Specifically, the Rydberg model also

displays the 1/6 staggered and nematic phases of Fig. 4.5, separated by a liquid regime with

no broken symmetry. Appealing to the universality of phase transitions [564], possible fates

of the liquid state in the Rydberg model are then one or more of the phases obtained by

interpolating between the 1/6 staggered and nematic phases in Fig. 4.5 for the present quan-

tum dimer model: namely, the odd QSL, the PM, and the even QSL. These considerations

highlight the potential utility of variable-density dimer models in the experimental realm and

provide a pathway to studying their rich physics.

We have also shown how systems of Rydberg atoms arrayed on kagome or ruby lattices

can give rise to emergent Z2 gauge theories with matter fields; the deconfined phase of such

a gauge theory is the Z2 quantum spin liquid. We develop a formalism to systematically

characterize all three classes of topological excitations of this Z2 QSL, evaluate their spectral

properties in a parton description [Eqs. (4.9), (4.23), and (C.64)], and discuss their exper-

imental fingerprints in static structure factors. In particular, we identify a promising QSL

candidate, labeled O−
Γ , which is consistent with observations of neighboring nematic and dis-

ordered phases in the framework of spinon/vison condensation [564]. Naturally, these results

bear direct relevance to recent and ongoing experiments on Rydberg quantum simulators.

Even if the exact ground state of the Rydberg system happens to not be a QSL, one can

dynamically prepare such a state in experiments via quasiadiabatic sweeps [592], and our

analysis herein of the quasiparticle spectra and gaps should also help inform the feasibility of

such processes.

Finally, we discussed recent experiments that have yielded signatures of an elusive state
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with topological correlations [592]. The observations of Semeghini et al. [592] are for the

case where the atoms are positioned on the links of the kagome lattice; this connects to the

quantum dimer model on the kagome lattice [654]. Many of the results outlined in this chapter

pertain to the triangular-lattice dimer model, which connects to the case where the atoms are

placed on the sites of the kagome lattice [543, 564]; such a configuration can also be readily

realized in the experiments, and initial explorations of quantum phases in such a lattice have

already been carried out [591]. We expect the phase diagram in Fig. 4.10(e) to serve as a

valuable guide to the detailed experimental studies of these frustrated systems.
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5
Chiral spin liquids and their thermal probes

5.1 Introduction

The previous chapter focused on the simplest example of a phase with topological order—

namely, the Z2 quantum spin liquid—which preserves time-reversal symmetry. The Z2 QSL

illustrates fractionalization in a “pure” form, where there are no further topological consider-

ations besides those arising from the fractionalization of the lattice degrees of freedom [552].

In this chapter, we turn to a different topological phase: the chiral spin liquid, originally pro-

posed by Kalmeyer & Laughlin [321], which requires breaking time-reversal symmetry. Such

a phase of matter shows a more intricate realization of fractionalization, where the fractional-

ized particles (“partons”) also have a topological band structure [552]. A quantized thermal

Hall effect is a sharp characteristic of these chiral topological phases, which have gapless edge

states [571, 676]. In this chapter, we will discuss some recent experiments probing the ther-

mal Hall effect in several cuprate compounds, and analyze the potential signatures therein of

proximate topological phases.

The Wiedemann-Franz (WF) law is a paradigmatic property of a metal that relates its

electrical conductivity tensor σ̂ to its thermal conductivity tensor κ̂ at temperature T as

κ̂/T =L0σ̂, where L0=π2k2B/(3e
2) is the Lorenz number [757]. In 2019, studies by Gris-
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sonnanche et al. [223] of the metallic state of high-Tc cuprate superconductors, such as

La1.6−xNd0.4SrxCuO4 (Nd-LSCO), obtained by suppressing superconductivity using magnetic

fields, revealed an interesting trend in the thermal Hall coefficient as a function of doping.

On the overdoped side, with a hole doping of p > p∗—where p∗ corresponds to the doping

value where the pseudogap temperature vanishes—the thermal Hall conductivity κxy obeys

the WF law for low T . However, for hole-doping p < p∗, corresponding to the pseudogap

phase, the thermal Hall conductivity changes sign and becomes negative, while σxy remains

positive. Further, the magnitude of κxy/(Tσxy) at low temperatures significantly exceeds

L0, thus signaling a comprehensive breakdown of the WF law. Since previous measurements

suggest that the longitudinal thermal and electrical conductivities follow the WF law at all

dopings, including p < p∗ [439], this deviation was quite unexpected.

A possible explanation of this observation is the presence of charge-neutral spin-carrying

excitations in the pseudogap phase. By virtue of being electrically neutral, they do not

couple to the external electromagnetic field and, by association, do not contribute to σxy;

however, they give rise to a thermal Hall current leading to the violation of the WF law in

Hall conductivities. The large κxy observed at dopings with and without Néel order suggests

that magnons are not responsible for this phenomenon. Further, Grissonnanche et al. [223]

originally argued that the observed magnitude of κxy at low temperatures is too large to

be explained by spin-scattered phonons. This prompted the rather intriguing possibility of

emergent neutral excitations that are responsible for this unusual behavior.

Motivated by these observations, in the first part of this chapter, we investigate the thermal

Hall conductivity (see Fig. 5.1) of phases where the electron fractionalizes into an electrically

charged gapless fermionic chargon and a gapped charge-neutral spin-carrying spinon [551].

Such a phase of matter has topological order [575], and has been previously discussed in the

context of the pseudogap metal [109–111, 554, 576, 701]. Indeed, model calculations of the

longitudinal conductivities and the electrical Hall conductivity in these fractionalized phases

[110] are consistent with experimental observations in the metallic phases of several cuprates.

However, Ref. 223 shows that the large negative κxy persists even in the insulating phase as

the doping p→ 0. This is the extreme limit of breakdown of the WF law, as σxy =0. We

therefore initially restrict our focus to Mott insulators with gapped chargons and topological
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Figure 5.1: Schematic depiction of the thermal Hall effect in an insulator with topological
order, where the heat current is carried by fractionalized S = 1/2 spinons.

order, analogous to the phases discussed in Refs. [111, 576], and compute the contribution

to the thermal Hall effect from deconfined, charge-neutral, spinons using Schwinger-boson

mean-field theory.

Our first set of results is related to the thermal Hall conductivity in square-lattice spin-

liquid states with nonzero scalar spin chiralities, χijk = S⃗i · (S⃗j × S⃗k), where S⃗i is the spin

operator on site i = (ix, iy) ∈ Z2 of the square lattice, but without any spin-orbit coupling;

these results are presented in Section 5.3. Note that, by virtue of being odd under time

reversal and spin-rotation-invariant, χijk can couple to bond-current operators and, hence,

these states are in general associated with nonzero loop currents. A recent work [576] classified

four likely patterns (labeled A,B,C,D) of time-reversal and mirror-plane symmetry breaking

in spin liquids with nonzero χijk and associated loop currents. Among these, only pattern D

has a nonzero κxy, and hence, will be the center of our attention. We find that spin liquids

of pattern D, which breaks square-lattice and time-reversal symmetries down to 4
mm

′m′, do

indeed lead to values of κxy/T of order k2B/ℏ at temperatures above the spin gap; below

the spin gap, κxy/T vanishes exponentially as T → 0 [see Eq. (5.42)]. The reduction of the

symmetry to 4
mm

′m′ could either be spontaneous, or simply due to the presence of an applied

magnetic field. We note that, in the latter case, no hysteresis in the thermal Hall conductance

is expected. As we review in Appendix D.1.1, the orbital coupling of the field in a Hubbard-like
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model induces a coupling between the magnetic field and the uniform scalar spin chirality. We

also probe the thermal Hall conductivity of the associated magnetically ordered states which

break spin-rotation symmetry at T =0. In two spatial dimensions, spin-rotation invariance is

restored at any nonzero temperature by thermal fluctuations, and this allows us to treat such

states with the same formalism as that used for spin liquids. For such thermally disordered

descendants of magnetically ordered states, we also find values of κxy/T of order k2B/ℏ, but

κxy/T vanishes as a power of T as T → 0 [see Eq. (5.44)]. Although these results appear to

be an attractive model of the observations on the cuprates, it is important to keep a caveat

in mind. In the limit where full square-lattice and time-reversal symmetries are restored, our

Schwinger boson states can undergo phase transitions to a variety of possible magnetically

ordered states, and the observed Néel state is only one among a continuum of possibilities;

see Appendix D.1.5. At least at the mean-field level, there is no selection mechanism for the

Néel state when the time-reversal symmetry breaking to 4
mm

′m′ is turned off. Nevertheless,

a weakly distorted Néel state is indeed one of the possible states leading to a large κxy/T .

Our second set of conclusions in this work pertain to the influence of the spin-orbit coupling,

which induces Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya (DM) terms in the spin Hamiltonian. We study the DM

term in spin liquids connected to the Néel state, and find that it induces a significantly smaller

value of κxy/T , as described in Section 5.3.3.

In previous literature, the thermal Hall effect has been widely investigated on the kagome

[448, 484, 486, 599], pyrochlore [386], and honeycomb [404, 482, 483, 485, 740] lattices for

insulating phases with and without long-range magnetic order and in the presence of addi-

tional electric field gradients [467]. However, it is strongly constrained by no-go theorems on

the square lattice owing to the geometry thereof; the fluctuation of the scalar spin chirality

averaged over nearby elementary plaquettes in the square lattice vanishes for a generic phase

[296, 327]. For our model, the discrete broken symmetries are carefully chosen such that the

associated loop-current pattern corresponds to a net addition of spin chirality on neighbor-

ing triangular plaquettes [576]. This enables our model to overcome the symmetry barriers

associated with the square lattice. This can be achieved since we consider a Schwinger-boson

mean-field ansatz (illustrated schematically in Fig. 5.3) that is not smoothly connected to

that of the usual Néel state (which has topologically trivial bands). Rather, our ansatz can
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be viewed as a perturbation to the symmetric bosonic π-flux spin-liquid [720]. As we show in

the work, these perturbations can indeed induce nonzero Chern numbers and lead to a much

larger κxy compared to other phases with topologically trivial spinon bands. At the same

time, as already noted above, the associated magnetically ordered phase can still be (a small

deformation of) the Néel state.

We begin in Section 5.2 by setting up the Schwinger-boson mean-field formalism and its

computation of the thermal Hall conductivity. Section 5.3 evaluates the thermal Hall effect

in spin liquids with nontrivial magnetic point groups but full SU(2) spin-rotation invariance

(SRI). The DM term is not included in these analyses, but is considered separately in Sec-

tion 5.3.3 (without the additional time-reversal-symmetry-breaking terms). In the next part

of this chapter, Section 5.4, we turn to an alternative formulation of the problem, where the

spinonic degrees of freedom are fermionic instead of bosonic. Within this formalism, we study

the quantum phase transition of a square-lattice antiferromagnet from a confining Néel state

to a state with coexisting Néel and semion topological order. The transition is driven by

an applied magnetic field and involves no change in the symmetry of the state. The critical

point is described by a strongly coupled conformal field theory with an emergent global SO(3)

symmetry. The field theory has four different formulations in terms of SU(2) or U(1) gauge

theories, which are all related by dualities; we relate all four theories to the lattice degrees of

freedom. We show how proximity of the confining Néel state to the critical point can explain

the enhanced thermal Hall effect seen in experiments.

The mean-field calculations in Section 5.4, however, neglect the effect of gauge fluctua-

tions, which we subsequently address in Section 5.5. Here, we consider the thermal Hall

effect of fermionic matter coupled to emergent gauge fields in (2 + 1) dimensions. While the

low-temperature thermal Hall conductivity of bulk topological phases can be connected to

chiral edge states and a gravitational anomaly, there is no such interpretation at nonzero

temperatures above (2+ 1)-dimensional quantum critical points. In the limit of a large num-

ber of matter flavors, the leading contribution to the thermal Hall conductivity is that of

the fermionic matter. The next-to-leading contribution is from the gauge fluctuations, and

this has a sign which is opposite to that of the matter contribution. We illustrate this by

computations on a Dirac Chern-Simons theory of the quantum phase transition in a square-
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lattice antiferromagnet involving the onset of semion topological order. We find similar results

for a model of the pseudogap metal with Fermi pockets coupled to an emergent U(1) gauge

field. We also highlight the connections to the aforementioned observations on the hole-doped

cuprates: our theory captures the main trends, but the overall magnitude of the effect is

smaller than that observed.

A final wrinkle to the story was added by the more recent set of experiments by Grisson-

nanche et al. [224], which showed that the thermal Hall conductivity of La2CuO4 is roughly

isotropic, i.e., it is nearly the same for heat transport parallel and normal to the CuO2 planes.

This conveys that the Hall response must arise from phonons, as they are the only heat car-

riers that are able to move with the same ease both normal and parallel to the planes. Inside

the pseudogap phase, the phonons must become chiral to generate the Hall response, but the

mechanism by which this happens remains to be identified. Employing our picture in which

the insulating Néel state in the parent compounds of the cuprates is proximate to a quantum

phase transition to a state with coexisting Néel and semion topological orders, we study, in

Section 5.6, the manner in which proximity to this transition can make the phonons chiral,

by inducing a significant phonon Hall viscosity. We describe the spinon-phonon coupling in

a lattice spinon model coupled to a strain field and also using a general continuum theory

constrained only by symmetry. We find a nonanalytic Hall viscosity across the transition,

with a divergent second derivative at zero temperature. Thus, we can indirectly study QSLs

by looking for fingerprints of fractionalization through the interactions of spinons with other

degrees of freedom in the system.

5.2 Schwinger-boson mean-field theory of square-lattice spin liquids

Our starting point is a Mott insulator where the low-energy degrees of freedom are the S = 1/2

spins of the Cu atoms located on a square lattice, with a Hamiltonian of the form

Hspin =
1

2

∑
i,j

(
Jij Si · Sj + D⃗m

ij · Si × Sj

)
−
∑
i

B⃗Z · Si +Hχ. (5.1)

The Heisenberg couplings Jij are taken to be positive, Jij > 0, and spatially local. The

orientation of the external magnetic field is assumed to be perpendicular to the lattice plane
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(see Fig. 5.1). For the Zeeman field, we have B⃗Z = Bz ẑ, where we have absorbed the Bohr

magneton µB in the definition of Bz. The associated orbital coupling is described by Hχ

which involves third- (and higher-) order powers in Si (see Appendix D.1.1). We also include

a spin-orbit induced Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya (DM) term, which is allowed when certain spatial

symmetries are broken. The precise orientations of the DM coupling vectors D⃗m
ij will be

described below.

To treat Hspin, we adopt a Schwinger-boson mean-field approach, which is capable of de-

scribing both spin-liquid phases and ordered antiferromagnets [25, 26]. This approach, as

detailed later, provides us with a mean-field ansatz, and the projective action of lattice or

time-reversal symmetries on the ansatz describes the particular spin-liquid state under con-

sideration [677, 720]. Among the different ansätze we consider, only one, for which all in-

plane reflection symmetries are broken (pattern D in Ref. 576), leads to spinon bands with

nonzero Chern numbers. In order to compute the thermal Hall conductivity, one needs to

first know the nature of the low-energy excitations above the quantum ground state of Hspin.

An approximate method to treat this problem is provided by Schwinger-boson mean-field

theory (SBMFT) in which the Hamiltonian is written in terms of Schwinger bosons [25, 26],

whereupon an appropriate mean-field decoupling renders it quadratic. We briefly review this

formalism in the context of the thermal Hall effect below.

5.2.1 Schwinger-boson mean-field theory

The spin operator can be represented at each site i = (ix, iy) ∈ Z2 of the square lattice (we

set a = 1 for the lattice constant) using a pair of bosons (bi↑, bi↓) as

Si =
1

2

∑
σ,σ′

b†iσ σ⃗σσ′ biσ′ , (5.2)

where σ⃗=(σ1, σ2, σ3)
T is a vector of Pauli matrices. These operators satisfy the standard

bosonic commutation relations [biσ, b
†
jσ′ ] = δijδσσ′ . This construction enlarges the on-site

Hilbert space; to remain within the physical space, Eq. (5.2) has to be supplemented with the
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local holonomic constraint

n̂i =
∑
σ

b†iσbiσ = 2S, (5.3)

which enforces that S2
i = S (S + 1).

In this fashion, the reformulated Hamiltonian Hspin contains only quadratic, quartic, and

sextic terms in the bosonic operators. Now, we perform a mean-field decoupling of Hspin

into quadratic operators. We neglect here the DM interactions, which will be analyzed in

Section 5.3.3 and Appendix D.1.6, and the orbital coupling Hχ, which will be discussed in

Appendix D.1.1; for now, we concentrate on terms that preserve SRI. The only such operators

are the spin singlets

Âi,j =
1

2

∑
σ,σ′

biσ(iσ2)σσ′bjσ′ ; Âj,i = −Âi,j , (5.4)

B̂i,j =
1

2

∑
σ

biσ b
†
jσ; B̂j,i = B̂

†
i,j , (5.5)

and their adjoints. Here, and in the remainder of this section, we use i to denote the imaginary

unit. The expectation values, {Ai,j ,Bi,j}, of the operators in Eqs. (5.4) and (5.5) collectively

define the parameters of the mean-field ansatz.

First, let us examine the antiferromagnetic Heisenberg exchange term [52] in a simple spin

Hamiltonian.

H(1) =
∑
i>j

Jij Si · Sj ; Jij > 0. (5.6)

Using the identity

Si · Sj = : B̂†i,jB̂i,j : −Â
†
i,jÂi,j = B̂

†
i,jB̂i,j − Â

†
i,jÂi,j −

1

4
n̂i , (5.7)

with : : denoting normal ordering, Eq. (5.6) can be reduced to a mean-field quadratic bosonic

Hamiltonian preserving SU(2) spin-rotation invariance. This is achieved by neglecting bond-

operator fluctuations and replacing ⟨Âi,j⟩ and ⟨B̂i,j⟩ by complex bond parameters Ai,j and
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Bi,j , respectively:

H
(1)
mf =

∑
i>j,σ

[
Jij
2

(
B∗i,jbiσ b

†
jσ −A

∗
i,jσ biσ bj−σ + h.c.

)
+ Jij

(
|Ai,j |2 − |Bi,j |2

) ]
+ λ

∑
i

(
b†iσbiσ − 2S

)
. (5.8)

At the mean-field level, the local constraint (5.3) is enforced only on average—namely, ⟨n̂i⟩ = κ

via the Lagrange multiplier λ. One could, in principle, search for an optimal Ai,j and Bi,j by

self-consistently solving for the stationary points of the mean-field free energy; however, for

the purpose of the present work, we simply treat them as free (complex) parameters. The

only constraints thereon come from the upper bounds [433] on the moduli |A| ≤ S + 1/2,

|B| ≤ S, which must be obeyed for any self-consistent ansatz in SBMFT.

In the presence of a nonzero transverse magnetic field, spin-rotation invariance is broken

by the additional Zeeman term in the Hamiltonian:

H(2) = −Bz
∑
i

Szi = −Bz
2

∑
i σ,σ′

b†iσ(σ3)σσ′biσ′ = H
(2)
mf . (5.9)

This term is already quadratic and thus requires no further decoupling.

Since we will discuss spin liquid phases with certain discrete broken symmetries, to be

precise, let us clarify when a given ansatz breaks a symmetry. The physical spin opera-

tor is invariant under a local U(1) gauge transformation bj→ eiφ(j)bj . Under such a gauge

transformation, the mean-field ansatz transforms as

Ai,j → ei(φ(i)+φ(j))Ai,j , Bi,j → ei(φ(i)−φ(j))Bi,j . (5.10)

Therefore, a symmetry g is preserved as long as there is a gauge transformation, bj → Gg(j)bj ,

Gg(j) = eiφg(j), that leaves the ansatz invariant when combined with the action of the sym-

metry operation. Contrarily, if no such gauge transformation exists, or equivalently, there is

some gauge-invariant operator that transforms nontrivially under g and has a finite (nonzero)

expectation value in the phase under consideration, then the symmetry g is broken.
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5.2.2 Diagonalization of bosonic quadratic Hamiltonians

The mean-field Schwinger boson Hamiltonian can be diagonalized by the Bogoliubov-Valatin

canonical transformation [72, 649]. For illustrative purposes, consider a general quadratic

bosonic Hamiltonian

H =
1

2
Ψ†M Ψ; Ψ† =

(
b†1, . . . , b

†
N , b1, . . . , bN

)
. (5.11)

Generically, the index n = 1, . . . , N on bn and b†n could label momentum, spin, or some

other degrees of freedom. To find the eigenmodes corresponding to M , we introduce new

annihilation (creation) operators γm (γ†m) such that

Ψ = T Γ; Γ† ≡
(
γ†1, . . . , γ

†
N , γ1, . . . , γN

)
. (5.12)

The standard bosonic commutation relations for both the Ψ and Γ fields are conveniently

encapsulated in the matrix equation

[
Ψi ,Ψ

†
j

]
=
[
Γi ,Γ

†
j

]
=
(
ρ3

)
ij
; ρ3 ≡


1N×N 0

0 −1N×N

 . (5.13)

We choose T such that the Hamiltonian (5.11) becomes

H =
1

2
Γ† T †M T Γ; T †M T =



ω1 0 · · · 0

0 ω2 . . . 0

...
... . . . ...

0 0 · · · ω2N


, (5.14)

197



Chapter 5. Chiral spin liquids and their thermal probes

for ωi ∈ R. Meanwhile, to safeguard the bosonic statistics of the system, the transformation

matrix must fulfill the necessary condition

T ρ3 T † = ρ3, (5.15)

or, in other words, T is paraunitary [136]. The elements of the transformation T can be

obtained from the eigenvectors of the dynamic matrix K = ρ3M , which defines the Heisenberg

equation of motion for Ψ. All the eigenvalues of the dynamic matrix (when diagonalizable)

are real and appear in pairs. Then, T , conventionally referred to as the derivative matrix,

consists of all the eigenvectors of K

T = [V (ω1), . . . , V (ωN ), V (−ω1), . . . , V (−ωN )] , (5.16)

with the eigenvectors V ordered as

V †(ωi) ρ3 V (ωi) = 1, V † (−ωi) ρ3 V (−ωi) = −1 (5.17)

for each set (V (ωi), V (−ωi)). Thus, each eigenvalue of K is counted up to its multiplicity

and the N dynamic mode pairs are separated and arranged sequentially as columns in T

such that its left (right) half is filled with eigenvectors of positive (negative) unit norms [704].

Consequently,

T −1K T = diag (ω1, . . . , ωN , −ω1, . . . , −ωN ) , (5.18)

T †M T = diag (ω1, . . . , ωN , ω1, . . . , ωN ) , (5.19)

i.e., both M and K are simultaneously diagonalized. Borrowing fermionic terminology for

Eq. (5.14), we refer to the bands with indices n = 1, . . . , N (n = N + 1, , . . . , 2N) as the

particle (hole) bands.
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5.2.3 Berry curvature and thermal Hall conductivity

The prescription outlined above can be straightforwardly applied to the Hamiltonians in

the sections hereafter, the only difference being that the matrices H(k)—associated with the

mean-field Hamiltonian H =
∑

k(Ψ
†
kH(k)Ψk)/2—and Tk therein are momentum-dependent.

Suppose εnk > 0 is the nth band energy after such a diagonalization procedure; accordingly,

H =
∑
k

N∑
n=1

εnk

(
γ†nkγnk +

1

2

)
. (5.20)

Then, within SBMFT, the thermal Hall conductivity in the clean limit is given by [423]

κxy = −
k2B T

ℏV
∑
k

N∑
n=1

{
c2 [nB (εnk)]−

π2

3

}
Ωnk, (5.21)

where the sum on n runs only over the particle bands. Here, nB(ε) is the Bose distribution

function, and

c2(x) ≡
∫ x

0
d t

(
ln

1 + t

t

)2

= (1 + x)

(
ln

1 + x

x

)2

− (lnx)2 − 2Li2(−x), (5.22)

which is monotonically increasing with x: it has a minimum value of 0 at x=0 and, in the

opposite limit, tends to π2/3 as x→∞. Ωnk in Eq. (6.36) is the Berry curvature in momentum

space [610], which, for bosonic systems, is given by

Ωnk ≡ i ϵµν

[
ρ3
∂T †

k

∂ kµ
ρ3
∂Tk

∂ kν

]
nn

; n = 1, . . . , N. (5.23)

The integral of the Berry curvature over the Brillouin zone (BZ) is the first Chern integer

[351, 641]

Cn =
1

2π

∫
bz

dk Ωnk ∈ Z. (5.24)

In addition to being integer-valued, Cn further obeys the constraint

N∑
n=1

Cn =
2N∑

n=N+1

Cn = 0, (5.25)
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i.e., the sum of the Chern numbers over all particle and hole bands is individually zero [610].

Since the expression in Eq. (6.36) for κxy entails the summation over all particle bands and

the momentum sum (or integral in the thermodynamic limit) is taken over a closed surface

(the first Brillouin zone), Eq. (5.25) dictates that

−
k2B T

ℏV
∑
k

N∑
n=1

{
−π

2

3

}
Ωnk = 0.

For this reason, we can neglect the additional −π2/3 piece in the momentum sum in Eq. (6.36)

in the following.

It is worth noting that the derivation of the formula (6.36), with the Berry curvature defined

as in Eq. (5.23), assumes that H(k) has been chosen to satisfy the particle-hole symmetry

H(k) = ρ1 (H(−k))
T ρ1; ρ1 ≡


0 1N×N

1N×N 0

 . (5.26)

As it will be useful below, we point out that, as a consequence, the Berry curvatures of the

particle and hole bands are related as [461]

Ωn+N,−k = −Ωnk; 1 ≤ n ≤ N. (5.27)

Before proceeding with the analysis of different spin-liquid states, a few general statements

on the behavior of κxy are in order. First, if the temperature is much larger than the maximum

energy of the mth particle band so that nB (εmk) ≫ 1, the contribution of this band to

Eq. (6.36) is related to its Chern number Cm as

[
κxy
]
m
≈
π2 k2B T

3 ℏ

∫
bz

dk

4π2
Ωmk =

π k2B T

6 ℏ
Cm. (5.28)

Conversely, if T lies far below the minimum of the mth band, then nB (εmk) ≈ 0 and its

contribution to Eq. (6.36) is exponentially small in the spinon gap divided by temperature

(see also Eq. (5.38) below).
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As Ωnk is weighted by c2 [nB (εnk)] in Eq. (6.36), there is a nonvanishing thermal Hall

conductivity at finite temperatures even if all bands have zero Chern numbers. The overall

magnitude of κxy, however, hinges on whether Cn=0 or Cn ̸=0. For a trivial band, the

momentum-space average of the Berry curvature is itself zero and we generically expect that[
κxy
]
m|Cm=0

≪
[
κxy
]
m|Cm ̸=0

. As a result, the total κxy is expected to be much smaller for

a system with Cn = 0 ∀ n than for one with nonzero Chern numbers. This is evident upon

comparing Figs. 5.5 and 5.8, which correspond to conductivities arising from C ̸=0 and C =0

bands, respectively; for a similar set of parameters, the former are a thousandfold larger. We

note that, in principle, it is possible that the Berry curvature has significant energy dependence

and, hence, κxy is large even for Cn=0; however, such a situation was not realized for any of

the ansätze we considered in this work.

5.3 Spin liquid Ansätze with time-reversal symmetry breaking

Having established the necessity of Chern numbers for a sizable thermal Hall conductivity, we

study spin liquid models that can yield such topologically nontrivial band structures within

SBMFT. Inspired by the recent work of Ref. 576 in the context of possible broken symmetries

in cuprates, we examine states with nontrivial magnetic point groups. By breaking time-

reversal symmetry while preserving SRI, the ansätze we discuss are naturally associated with

nonzero scalar spin chiralities.

The simplest class of symmetry-breaking spin liquids of Ref. 576 are described by ansätze

that, while preserving all translational symmetries of the square lattice, have magnetic point

group m′mm; this means that twofold rotation perpendicular to the plane, C2, and time-

reversal symmetry, Θ, are broken, but the product ΘC2 is preserved. Depending on whether

the reflection symmetry along a Cu-O bond or along a diagonal Cu-Cu bond is present, these

states are referred to as patterns A and B in Ref. 576; they also appeared in studies of Z2

spin liquids using bosonic [109, 111] and fermionic [640] spinons. However, as will be shown

below, both these ansätze lead to spinon bands which are topologically trivial, prompting the

consideration of other patterns to procure nonzero Chern numbers.

To this end, we analyze a translationally invariant spin liquid phase, referred to as pattern
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D in Ref. 576, that has magnetic point group 4
mm

′m′; this means that time-reversal symme-

try and the point group C4v have been broken down to the symmetry group generated by

fourfold rotation perpendicular to the plane, C4, and ΘRx (the product of time-reversal Θ

and reflection symmetry Rx at the xz plane). Unlike the earlier cases, all mirror symmetries

are broken by this ansatz, and the sum of all scalar spin chiralities within the unit cell does

not add up to zero. As evidenced in this section, we find that nonzero Chern integers can

indeed be realized. Note that the magnetic symmetries of the state we consider are the same

as those of an orbital magnetic field. Consequently, if the ansatz emerges spontaneously,

we find an anomalous contribution to κxy, i.e., a thermal Hall response in the absence of an

external magnetic field. This, however, also means that the symmetry-breaking terms of the

ansatz can be induced by the orbital coupling Hχ. In the latter case, there is no anomalous

contribution.

5.3.1 One-orbital model with trivial bands

Throughout this subsection, we direct our attention to the one-orbital model of the cuprate

superconductors, which only involves the Cu-d orbitals forming a square lattice as shown

in Fig. 5.3. The general form of the mean-field Hamiltonian, only involving spin-rotation

invariant terms, reads as

Hmf =
J

2

∑
i,j, σ

(
Bi,j b

†
iσbjσ −A

∗
i,j σ biσbj−σ + h.c.

)
+ λ

∑
iσ

(
b†iσbiσ − S

)
. (5.29)

One can write down a suitable ansatz consistent with all the m′mm symmetries to describe

pattern A as

Ai,i+x̂ = Ai,i+ŷ = A1, Bi,i+x̂ = Bi,i+ŷ = iB1,

Ai,i+x̂+ŷ = Ai,i−x̂+ŷ = A2, (5.30a)
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6

A. One-orbital model with trivial bands

Throughout this section, we direct our attention to
the one-orbital model of the cuprate superconductors,
which only involves the Cu-d orbitals forming a square
lattice as shown in Fig. 3. The general form of the mean-
field Hamiltonian, only involving spin-rotation invariant
terms, reads as

Hmf =
J

2

X

i,j, �

⇣
Bi,j b

†
i�

b
j�

�A⇤
i,j

� bi�bj�� + H.c.
⌘

+ �

X

i�

⇣
b
†
i�

b
i�

� S

⌘
. (29)

One can write down a suitable ansatz consistent with all
the m

0
mm symmetries to describe pattern A as

Ai,i+x̂ = Ai,i+ŷ = A1, Bi,i+x̂ = Bi,i+ŷ = iB1,

Ai,i+x̂+ŷ = Ai,i�x̂+ŷ = A2, (30a)

and all others terms set to zero, where x̂ = (1, 0) and
ŷ = (0, 1) have been introduced. Similarly, for pattern
B,

Ai,i+x̂ = Ai,i+ŷ = A1, Bi,i+x̂ = Bi,i+ŷ = iB1,

Ai,i+x̂+ŷ = A2. (30b)

(a) (b)

FIG. 2. Schwinger boson band structure (in units of JA1)
for the ansatz of (a) Eq. (30a) (pattern A), and (b) Eq. (30b)
(pattern B), with A2 = 0.75, B1 = 0.5, Bz = 0, and � = 3.
For clarity, the eigenvalues of the dynamic matrix are shown;
the energies of the actual bosonic bands are just the abso-
lute values of the same and are strictly positive. The di↵er-
ent lines for each of the two colors refer to distinct values
of ky = �⇡,�⇡ + ⇡/6, . . . ,⇡. The dispersion minima are at
±(⇡/2,⇡/2) for A2 = 0, but shift to ±(K,K), with K incom-
mensurate, when A2 6= 0. The states can thus be smoothly
connected to the antiferromagnet by tuning A2.

By tuning |B1| and |A2| to su�ciently small values,
the ansätze in Eq. (30) can be brought arbitrarily close
to that of the conventional two-sublattice Néel state and
its quantum-disordered partner [for which only A1 is
nonzero in Eq. (30)]. Accordingly, the concomitant mag-
netically ordered state is a smooth deformation of the
Néel state and happens to be a conical spiral [6, 40].

Since the spectrum for |B1|, |A2| 6= 0, illustrated in

FIG. 3. Schwinger-boson mean-field ansatz for the one-orbital
model defined by Eqs. (31) and (33). The Cu atoms in the
CuO2 plane are depicted here as dark blue circles. The ar-
rows indicate the sign conventions: along the (next-)nearest-
neighbor bond from site i to site j, the bond operators have
the expectation values hÂi,ji = A1(2), hB̂i,ji = iB1(2); due

to Âj,i = �Âi,j and B̂j,i = B̂†
i,j , the bonds are directed and

associated with blue (red) arrows in the figure.

Fig. 2, retains its gap upon continuously tuning B1 and
A2 to zero, the Chern numbers must be Cn = 0 (exactly
like those of the Néel state), wherefore these ansätze are
not expected to be a good starting point for obtaining a
sizable thermal Hall response.

B. Chern numbers and thermal Hall conductivity

The considerations above seem to suggest looking in-
stead at ansätze that are not adiabatically connected to
that of the conventional antiferromagnet with only A1

nonzero. Motivated by the recent study [9] of spin-liquid
states with orbital loop currents, we next consider an
ansatz with magnetic point group 4

m
m

0
m

0. A minimal
choice, yielding this point group while preserving trans-
lations, Tx, Ty, is

Ai,i+x̂ = A1, Ai,i+ŷ = (�1)ix+iyA1, (31a)

Bi,i+⌘µ = i sµ(�1)ix+iyB2, (31b)

with second-nearest-neighbor vectors ⌘µ = x̂ + (�1)µ
ŷ.

The relative signs of sµ 2 {+1,�1} can be read o↵ Fig. 3,
and are chosen so as to attain the correct magnetic point
group. Obviously, the ansatz is not explicitly invariant
under the symmetry generators Tx, Ty, C4, and ⇥Rx.
However, since the symmetries act projectively, it is in-
variant under the respective symmetry operations when
they are applied in conjunction with the following gauge
transformations:

G
Tµ

(j) = (�1)jy , ; µ = x, y, (32a)

G⇥Rµ
(j) = i(�1)jx+jy , (32b)

G
C2

(j) = (�1)jx , (32c)

G
C4

(j) =

8
><

>:

cos
⇣

⇡

2
(jx + jy)

⌘
; j 2 ↵,

sin
⇣

⇡

2
(jx + jy)

⌘
; j 2 �.

(32d)

Figure 5.2: Schwinger boson band structure (in units of JA1) for the ansatz of (a) Eq. (5.30a)
(pattern A), and (b) Eq. (5.30b) (pattern B), with A2 = 0.75, B1 = 0.5, Bz = 0, and λ = 3.
For clarity, the eigenvalues of the dynamic matrix are shown; the energies of the actual bosonic
bands are just the absolute values of the same and are strictly positive. The different lines
for each of the two colors refer to distinct values of ky = −π,−π+π/6, . . . , π. The dispersion
minima are at ±(π/2, π/2) for A2 = 0, but shift to ±(K,K), with K incommensurate, when
A2 ≠ 0. The states can thus be smoothly connected to the antiferromagnet by tuning A2.

and all others terms set to zero, where x̂=(1, 0) and ŷ=(0, 1) have been introduced. Similarly,

for pattern B,

Ai,i+x̂ = Ai,i+ŷ = A1, Bi,i+x̂ = Bi,i+ŷ = iB1,

Ai,i+x̂+ŷ = A2. (5.30b)

By tuning |B1| and |A2| to sufficiently small values, the ansätze in Eq. (5.30) can be

brought arbitrarily close to that of the conventional two-sublattice Néel state and its quantum-

disordered partner [for which only A1 is nonzero in Eq. (5.30)]. Accordingly, the concomitant

magnetically ordered state is a smooth deformation of the Néel state and happens to be a

conical spiral [111, 727].

Since the spectrum for |B1|, |A2| ̸= 0, illustrated in Fig. 5.2, retains its gap upon continu-

ously tuning B1 and A2 to zero, the Chern numbers must be Cn=0 (exactly like those of the

Néel state), wherefore these ansätze are not expected to be a good starting point for obtaining

a sizeable thermal Hall response.
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Figure 5.3: Schwinger-boson mean-field ansatz for the one-orbital model defined by Eqs. (5.31)
and (5.33). The Cu atoms in the CuO2 plane are depicted here as dark blue circles. The
arrows indicate the sign conventions: along the (next-)nearest-neighbor bond from site i to
site j, the bond operators have the expectation values ⟨Âi,j⟩ = A1(2), ⟨B̂i,j⟩ = iB1(2); due to
Âj,i = −Âi,j and B̂j,i = B̂†i,j , the bonds are directed and associated with blue (red) arrows in
the figure.

5.3.2 Chern numbers and thermal Hall conductivity

The considerations above seem to suggest looking instead at ansätze that are not adiabatically

connected to that of the conventional antiferromagnet with only A1 nonzero. Motivated by

the recent study [576] of spin-liquid states with orbital loop currents, we next consider an

ansatz with magnetic point group 4
mm

′m′. A minimal choice, yielding this point group while

preserving translations, Tx, Ty, is

Ai,i+x̂ = A1, Ai,i+ŷ = (−1)ix+iyA1, (5.31a)

Bi,i+η⃗µ = i sµ(−1)ix+iyB2, (5.31b)

with second-nearest-neighbor vectors η⃗µ = x̂+(−1)µŷ. The relative signs of sµ ∈ {+1,−1} can

be read off Fig. 5.3, and are chosen so as to attain the correct magnetic point group. Obviously,

the ansatz is not explicitly invariant under the symmetry generators Tx, Ty, C4, and ΘRx.

However, since the symmetries act projectively, it is invariant under the respective symmetry

operations when they are applied in conjunction with the following gauge transformations:

GTµ(j) = (−1)jy , ; µ = x, y, (5.32a)

GΘRµ
(j) = i(−1)jx+jy , (5.32b)
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GC2
(j) = (−1)jx , (5.32c)

GC4
(j) =


cos
(π
2
(jx + jy)

)
; j ∈ α,

sin
(π
2
(jx + jy)

)
; j ∈ β.

(5.32d)

At the same time, one can indeed construct explicit gauge-invariant fluxes which are odd

under Θ or Rµ [576], and our ansatz does break these symmetries.

It turns out that the ansatz of Eq. (5.31a,b) alone proves to be insufficient to yield bands

with nonzero Chern numbers, so we add on top the additional operator expectation values:

Bi,i+x̂ = iB1, Bi,i+ŷ = i(−1)ix+iyB1, (5.33a)

Ai,i+η⃗µ = sµ(−1)ix+iyA2. (5.33b)

It is straightforward to check that Eqs. (5.31) and (5.33), in totality, preserve both translation

and 4
mm

′m′ by applying the gauge transformations in Eq. (5.32). From this point onward, the

term “one-orbital model” always implicitly refers to this combined ansatz for pattern D. For

completeness, the three-orbital model of the cuprates, also taking into account the oxygen p

orbitals, is discussed in Appendix D.1.7; the conclusions are similar in spirit.

The generalization in Eq. (5.33) results in topologically nontrivial bosonic bands and, hence,

a considerable thermal Hall response as we show below. As long as the interband gaps remain

open, the Chern integers are invariant under smooth variations of the mean-field parameters

{Aµ,Bµ} in the Hamiltonian. Consequently, this state is not smoothly connected to the

SBMFT of the conventional square-lattice antiferromagnet, for which the Chern numbers of

all the bands are identically zero.

A useful characterization of spin-liquid phases can be obtained by gauge invariant fluxes.

Of particular importance for our study is the flux ϕ = A1,2A∗
2,3A3,4A∗

4,1, where 1, 2, 3, and 4

label the four sites of any elementary square plaquette in counterclockwise order. The limiting

case A2 = B1 = B2 = 0 of the ansatz in Fig. 5.3 corresponds to the π-flux states of Yang and

Wang [720], which have full square-lattice and time-reversal symmetries; turning on nonzero

values of A2, B1, and B2 reduces the symmetry to 4
mm

′m′, and leads to spinon bands with
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nonzero Chern numbers. On the other hand, the CP1 model [553], a low-energy effective field

theory of quantum antiferromagnets on a square lattice, describes the more familiar zero-flux

Schwinger boson state [720]. It was shown in Ref. 576 that there is no quadratic perturbation

to the CP1 theory which breaks the symmetry down to 4
mm

′m′, and we discuss the needed

perturbations further in Appendix D.1.2. Our results here are consistent with these earlier

results: we need to perturb a π-flux state to have nonzero Chern numbers of spinon bands in

SBMFT; such nontrivial bands cannot be obtained as a perturbation of the zero-flux state.

Further, the CP1 theory can naturally describe low-energy excitations close to Q = (0, 0) and

(π, π); in contrast the spin-liquid phase we consider has low energy excitations at (0, π) and

(π, 0) as well.

Yang and Wang [720] also analyzed the magnetic ordered states that appeared upon con-

densing bosonic spinons from the π-flux state. They found a variety of possibilities with

ordered moments at wavevectors (0, π), (π, 0), and (π, π)—this included cases where the dom-

inant moment was at the (π, π) wavevector of the Néel state. Nonzero values of A2, B1, and

B2 distort these states to also allow for a (possibly small) ferromagnetic moment at (0, 0),

leading to a four-sublattice magnetic order of the form (see Appendix D.1.5 for details)

⟨S(j)⟩ = n(0,0) + (−1)jx n(π,0) + (−1)jy n(0,π) + (−1)jx+jy n(π,π). (5.34)

Note that this ferromagnetic moment arises without a Zeeman term in the Hamiltonian, and

is a consequence of either spontaneous breaking of the symmetry to 4
mm

′m′, or one induced

by the orbital coupling to the external field (see Appendix D.1.1).

One might wonder whether adding the orbital coupling of the magnetic field, Hχ, described

in leading order in t/U by terms involving the triple products Si · (Sj ×Sk) [593], can be used

to describe the symmetry reduction to the magnetic point group 4
mm

′m′ within SBMFT. We

consider the decoupling of this triple product term in Appendix D.1.1. Although we do not

include this self-consistently in our analysis, we verify that spin-liquid states with symmetry

broken to 4
mm

′m′ do indeed lead to a nonzero expectation value for the triple products in the

Hamiltonian, in the quadratic approximation.
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Spectrum and symmetries

In spite of the final thermal Hall conductivity itself being a gauge-invariant quantity, any

intermediate calculations require the explicit choice of a gauge. Owing to the alternating factor

of (−1)ix+iy , the ansatz (5.31) is translationally invariant only modulo a gauge transformation

or, in other words, it is invariant under two-site lattice translations when working in a fixed

gauge. We therefore choose a two-sublattice unit cell with sublattice indices defined by the

parity of ix + iy. In each unit cell, we denote the Schwinger boson operators by α (even

parity) and β (odd parity). The basis vectors for this new bipartite lattice are η⃗µ, and the

reciprocal lattice vectors are G⃗µ = π η⃗µ, so the BZ can be chosen to be the conventional

antiferromagnetic Brillouin zone, {(kx, ky) | kx, ky ∈ [−π, π); |kx|+ |ky| ≤ π}.

As sketched in Appendix D.1.3, the mean-field Hamiltonian can be represented in terms of

the eight-component spinor

Ψ†
k =

(
α†
k↑ β

†
k↑ α

†
k↓ β

†
k↓ α−k↑ β−k↑ α−k↓ β−k↓

)
with Hmf =

∑
k

(
Ψ†

kH(k)Ψk

)
/2. (5.35)

The associated band structures upon diagonalization are plotted in Fig. 5.4. At each mo-

mentum k, the dynamic matrix K has eight eigenvalues, four positive and four negative; we

label the former (latter) by n = 1, . . . , 4 (n = 5, . . . , 8) in ascending (descending) order. The

energies of the actual bosonic bands are simply the absolute values of these and are necessarily

positive.

Additionally, the Hamiltonian H(k) harbors another symmetry that is somewhat less ap-

parent. Although the particle bands are generically distinct, they become pairwise degenerate

when there is no Zeeman field, Bz = 0. We emphasize that this degeneracy is not the same

as the trivial redundancy described in Eq. (5.19), which arises due to the pairwise occurrence

of the eigenvalues of the dynamic matrix. Despite the seeming lack of an a priori reason,

the degeneracy of these eigenvalues stems from an effective antiunitary symmetry, which we

scrutinize more carefully later in Appendix D.1.4.

From the paraunitary matrix Tk, one can calculate the Berry curvatures of the bands.
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FIG. 4. (a) Dispersion of the Schwinger-boson particle bands "nk, n = 1, . . . , 4, shown in blue, orange, green, and red,
respectively, along the line kx = 0, for the one-orbital model with A2 = 0, B1 = 0, B2 = 0.25, � = 2, and Bz = 0.5, measured
in units of JA1. The bands touch along lines in the BZ, as underscored by the density plot of "2k � "1k in (b), and thus
lack well-defined Chern numbers. (c) The intersection of the bands persists even with A2 = 0.75 on top of the parameters
in (a,b). (d) The addition of a nonzero B1 (taken to be 0.5 here) is required to prevent the touching of two particle bands,
necessitating the addition of Eq. (33) to the minimal ansatz. With B1 6= 0, the bands acquire a nontrivial Chern number. (e)
The dispersion of the lowest-energy band in (d) exhibits minima at k = (±⇡/2, 0), indicating anisotropic antiferromagnetic
order in the corresponding confined phase. (f) Berry curvature for the particle band displayed in (e); it is seen that ⌦1k = 0
at the global minima of the dispersion. The first Chern integers are Cn = �1 (+1) for the n = 1, 2 (n = 3, 4) bands. The
curvatures are ill-defined at Bz = 0, for which all the particle bands are pairwise degenerate.

particle bands are generically distinct, they become pair-
wise degenerate when there is no Zeeman field, Bz = 0.
We emphasize that this degeneracy is not the same as the
trivial redundancy described in Eq. (19), which arises due
to the pairwise occurrence of the eigenvalues of the dy-
namic matrix. Despite the seeming lack of an a priori
reason, the degeneracy of these eigenvalues stems from
an e↵ective antiunitary symmetry, which we scrutinize
more carefully later in Appendix C 1.

From the paraunitary matrix Tk, one can calculate the
Berry curvatures of the bands. However, the Berry con-
nection, defined as

Aj,µ(k) ⌘ i Tr
h
�j ⇢3 T

†
k ⇢3

�
@kµTk

�i
, (35)

where �j is a diagonal matrix with (�j)ab = �ja�jb, can-
not be smoothly specified over the entire BZ and the
phases of the eigenvectors that constitute Tk must be
chosen accordingly. The resolution lies in decomposing

the BZ into two overlapping regions H1 and H2 with
H1 [H2 = BZ, and H1 \H2 = @H1 = �@H2 [35]. These
regions are chosen such that [Tk]m⌫ ,j is never zero within
the region H⌫ , where ⌫ = 1, 2, and m⌫ = 1, . . . , 8. The
phase of the j

th eigenvector can then be uniquely de-
fined by choosing a gauge in region H1 (H2) such that
[Tk]m1,j ([Tk]m2,j) is always real and positive. The two
gauge choices, which are related by a U(1) transforma-
tion, are patched together to cover the entire BZ. This
construction enables us to unambiguously calculate the
Chern number [43, 44] as

Cj =
1

2⇡

I

@H1

dk ·
⇣
A(1)

j
�A(2)

j

⌘
, (36)

where (A(⌫)
j

)µ is the gauge field [Eq. (35)] of band j in the
patch ⌫. Inspecting the eigenstructure of Tk, we find a
suitable partition to be H1 = {k : ky  0, |kx|+|ky|  ⇡}
and H2 = BZ\H1. The resultant Berry curvatures for

Figure 5.4: (a) Dispersion of the Schwinger-boson particle bands εnk, n = 1, . . . , 4, shown in
blue, orange, green, and red, respectively, along the line kx = 0, for the one-orbital model with
A2 = 0, B1 = 0, B2 = 0.25, λ = 2, and Bz = 0.5, measured in units of JA1. The bands touch
along lines in the BZ, as underscored by the density plot of ε2k − ε1k in (b), and thus lack
well-defined Chern numbers. (c) The intersection of the bands persists even with A2 = 0.75
on top of the parameters in (a,b). (d) The addition of a nonzero B1 (taken to be 0.5 here) is
required to prevent the touching of two particle bands, necessitating the addition of Eq. (5.33)
to the minimal ansatz. With B1 ̸= 0, the bands acquire a nontrivial Chern number. (e) The
dispersion of the lowest-energy band in (d) exhibits minima at k = (±π/2, 0), indicating
anisotropic antiferromagnetic order in the corresponding confined phase. (f) Berry curvature
for the particle band displayed in (e); it is seen that Ω1k = 0 at the global minima of the
dispersion. The first Chern integers are Cn = −1 (+1) for the n = 1, 2 (n = 3, 4) bands. The
curvatures are ill-defined at Bz = 0, for which all the particle bands are pairwise degenerate.
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However, the Berry connection—defined as

Aj,µ(k) ≡ i Tr
[
Γj ρ3 T †

k ρ3

(
∂kµTk

)]
, (5.36)

where Γj is a diagonal matrix with (Γj)ab = δjaδjb—cannot be smoothly specified over the

entire BZ and the phases of the eigenvectors that constitute Tk must be chosen accordingly.

The resolution lies in decomposing the BZ into two overlapping regions H1 and H2 with

H1∪H2 = BZ, and H1∩H2= ∂H1=−∂H2 [610]. These regions are chosen such that [Tk]mν ,j

is never zero within the region Hν , where ν = 1, 2, and mν = 1, . . . , 8. The phase of the jth

eigenvector can then be uniquely defined by choosing a gauge in region H1 (H2) such that

[Tk]m1,j ([Tk]m2,j) is always real and positive. The two gauge choices, which are related by a

U(1) transformation, are patched together to cover the entire BZ. This construction enables

us to unambiguously calculate the Chern number [198, 199] as

Cj =
1

2π

∮
∂H1

dk ·
(
A

(1)
j −A

(2)
j

)
, (5.37)

where (A
(ν)
j )µ is the gauge field [Eq. (5.36)] of band j in the patch ν. Inspecting the eigen-

structure of Tk, we find a suitable partition to be H1= {k : ky ≤ 0, |kx| + |ky| ≤ π} and

H2 = BZ\H1. The resultant Berry curvatures for the particle bands are illustrated in

Fig. 5.4(f). The final thermal Hall conductivity, which involves contributions from all four

bands, is plotted in Fig. 5.5.

Parameter dependence of κxy

We now discuss the parameter dependence of the thermal Hall conductivity in Fig. 5.5 in

detail and compare with asymptotic analytical considerations.

First, note that while κxy is always positive in the plots of Fig. 5.5, its sign is actually

determined by that of the parameters Aµ and Bµ of the ansatz; under the simultaneous

reversal of Aµ → −Aµ and Bµ → −Bµ, the Hall conductivity also changes sign as κxy → −κxy.

This is required by symmetry as the global sign reversal of Aµ and Bµ is equivalent (modulo

gauge transformation G(j) = i) to performing a time-reversal transformation.
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FIG. 5. Thermal Hall conductivity in the one-orbital model with the parameters A2 = 0.75, B1 = 0.5, B2 = 0.25, and � = 2,
as a function of Zeeman field at (a) low, and (b) high temperatures. In the second case, there is almost no dependence on
Bz. We emphasize that we only show the dependence of xy/T on the Zeeman field at constant orbital coupling. The latter
enters indirectly through the parameters, A1,2, B1,2, of the ansatz. (c) The variation of xy/T with temperature at a constant
Bz = 0.25 for which the spinon gap (inset) is � = 0.582. The parameter A2 can be used to tune the strength of the response.
xy/T decays as (�/T )2 exp(��/T ) and 1/T (with 1/T 3 corrections) at low and high temperatures, respectively. (d) The same
as in (c) but with the gap now varied as �(T ) = T exp(�m/T );m = 0.2⇡, so that it is exponentially small with temperature.
As in the figures above, all energies are measured in units of JA1.

⇡ C1

2⇡ ~T 2
e��/kBT

⇣
�2 + e�Bz/kBT (� + Bz)

2
⌘

.

(40)

In moderate magnetic fields Bz > T , 
xy

/T decays expo-
nentially as (�/T )2 exp(��/kBT ) at low temperatures,
in agreement with the regime of T . 0.5 in Fig. 5(c).
Concurrently, Eq. (40) tells us about the dependence of


xy
on the external magnetic field. Recognizing that the

spinon gap � at a finite field Bz is related to the zero-field
gap �0 as � = �0 � Bz/2, we find that


xy

T
⇡ C1

2⇡ ~T 2
e��0/kBT

 
X

n=±
e�nBz/2kBT (�0 + nBz/2)2

!

⇡ C1

⇡ ~T 2
cosh

✓
Bz

2kBT

◆
e��0/kBT (41)

for small Bz ⌧ �0, thereby justifying the nonlinear be-

havior observed in Fig. 5(a).

Another interesting limit is the intermediate temper-
ature range when � < max "1,k . T . min "2,k. From
the aforementioned calculations, we notice that the ther-
mal Hall conductivity is the largest in this two-band pic-
ture when the magnetic field splits the particle and hole
bands—both of which have nonzero Chern numbers—
such that the temperature T is greater than the lower-
band maximum, but smaller than the upper-band mini-
mum.

With our formalism, we can also study phases with
magnetic order at T = 0, but with restored SRI due
to thermal fluctuations at nonzero temperature. To this
end, we vary the gap such that it is exponentially small
with temperature; in practice, this is achieved by tun-
ing the Lagrange multiplier �. Instead of performing a
self-consistent calculation, we assume a functional form
�(T ) = T exp(�m/T ), m = 2⇡⇢s (with spin sti↵ness

Figure 5.5: Thermal Hall conductivity in the one-orbital model with the parameters A2 =
0.75, B1 = 0.5, B2 = 0.25, and λ = 2, as a function of Zeeman field at (a) low, and (b)
high temperatures. In the second case, there is almost no dependence on Bz. We emphasize
that we only show the dependence of κxy/T on the Zeeman field at constant orbital coupling.
The latter enters indirectly through the parameters, A1,2, B1,2, of the ansatz. (c) The varia-
tion of κxy/T with temperature at a constant Bz = 0.25 for which the spinon gap (inset) is
∆ = 0.582. The parameter A2 can be used to tune the strength of the response. κxy/T decays
as (∆/T )2 exp(−∆/T ) and 1/T (with 1/T 3 corrections) at low and high temperatures, respec-
tively. (d) The same as in (c) but with the gap now varied as ∆(T ) = T exp(−m/T );m = 0.2π,
so that it is exponentially small with temperature. As in the figures above, all energies are
measured in units of JA1.

Next, we turn to the temperature and field dependence. κxy/T tends to zero at high

temperatures—where all bands are equally occupied—as well as very low temperatures, below

the spinon gap, when all bands are nearly empty: intuitively, c2(nB) is the same constant for

any band for both high and low T ; factoring it out, we are left with the sum of the Chern

numbers of all the particle bands and these add up to zero. To determine how κxy/T decays
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for low and high T , we use the asymptotic expansions for the c2 function defined in Eq. (5.22):

c2(x)→


π2

3
− 1

x
+

1

2x2
+O

(
1

x3

)
; for x→∞,(

2− ln(x) + ln2(x)
)
x+O(x2 ln(x)); for x→ 0.

(5.38)

For simplicity, consider the contribution to κxy for a single pair of particle bands that have

equal Berry curvatures (ergo, Chern numbers)—the existence of such a pair is guaranteed by

the effective antiunitary symmetry in the one-orbital model discussed above. Without loss

of generality, let these be labeled by n = 1, 2; the discussion here can be easily extended to

include the n = 3, 4 bands for the specific case of the one-orbital model. At zero external

magnetic field, the bands in the pair are degenerate energetically, i.e., ε1k = ε2k ≡ Ek, and

have the same curvatures Ω1k = Ω2k. A finite uniform Zeeman field splits their energies to

Ek ± Bz/2. The Zeeman term is proportional to the identity in the dynamical matrix K

of Eq. (D.13). Therefore, it leaves the spinon wavefunctions, which are determined by the

dynamic matrix K rather than the Hamiltonian, unchanged. Hence, the Berry curvature

remains unaffected, whereby we still have Ω1k = Ω2k.

At temperatures much larger than the band maximum, it is reasonable to approximate the

Bose dstribution function by nB(E) ∼ kBT/E for kBT ≫ E. Using Eq. (6.36), the thermal

Hall conductivity then follows as

κxy
T

= −
k2B
ℏV

∑
k

∑
n=1,2

{
c2 [nB (εnk)]−

π2

3

}
Ωnk,

≈
k2B
ℏV

∑
k

(
Ω1k

nB(ε1k)
+

Ω2k

nB(ε2k)

)
+O

(
1

n2B(εnk)

)
=

k2B
ℏV

∑
k

Ω1k

(
Ek −Bz/2

kBT
+
Ek +Bz/2

kBT

)
=

(
2

T

)
kB
ℏV

∑
k

Ω1kEk ≈
kB ζ C1

π ℏT
, (5.39)

where C1 is the Chern number of the n = 1 band, and ζ is a measure of the average band

energy without the magnetic field. We stress that Eq. (5.39) is a consequence of the effective

antiunitary symmetry explicated in Appendix D.1.4, and, in particular, of Eq. (D.18), which

ensures the equality of the Berry curvatures for the two bands. Therefore, to first order, κxy is

independent of Bz at high temperatures, in consistency with Fig. 5.5(b). In particular, there
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is an anomalous thermal Hall response, i.e., κxy ̸= 0 for Bz = 0. This is expected based on

the symmetries of the ansatz that are identical to those of the orbital magnetic field.

Going beyond leading order in the 1/T expansion incorporates a subleading term

κxy
T

=
kB ζ C+

π ℏT

(
1− 3B2

z + 4 ζ2

72 k2B T
2

)
+O

(
1

T 4

)
. (5.40)

This term is of the opposite sign but it is parametrically small and, being of O(B2
z/T

3),

negligible at high T . Hence, the decrease of κxy with Bz is hardly observable in Fig. 5.5(b).

Note, however, that in reality, the parameters of the ansatz itself might be magnetic field

dependent—this is not accounted for in the present calculation, and might yield a rather

different dependence of κxy on the magnetic field. Equation (5.40) also specifies that κxy/T

goes to zero as 1/T at large temperatures (with 1/T 3 corrections), which is indeed confirmed

by Fig. 5.5(c) for T ≳ 0.5.

On the contrary, at T much smaller than the spinon gap ∆, the bosonic band occupancies

are almost zero, and we can approximate nB(E) ≈ e−E/kBT for all bands. For the leading

contribution, we need only consider the dominant term in the small x expansion of c2(x) from

Eq. (5.38), which goes as x ln2(x). The net result in the T ≪ ∆ limit is

κxy
T

= −
k2B
ℏV

∑
k

∑
n=1,2

c2 [nB (εnk)] Ωnk

≈ −
k2B
ℏV

∑
k

(
ε21k e

−ε1k/kBT + ε22k e
ε2k/kBT

) Ω1k

(kBT )2

≈ C1

2π ℏT 2
e−∆/kBT

(
∆2 + e−Bz/kBT (∆ +Bz)

2
)
. (5.41)

In moderate magnetic fields Bz > T , κxy/T decays exponentially as (∆/T )2 exp(−∆/kBT )

at low temperatures, in agreement with the regime of T ≲ 0.5 in Fig. 5.5(c). Concurrently,

Eq. (5.41) tells us about the dependence of κxy on the external magnetic field. Recognizing

that the spinon gap ∆ at a finite field Bz is related to the zero-field gap ∆0 as ∆ = ∆0−Bz/2,

we find that

κxy
T
≈ C1

2π ℏT 2
e−∆0/kBT

(∑
n=±

e−nBz/2kBT (∆0 + nBz/2)
2

)
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≈ C1

π ℏT 2
cosh

(
Bz

2kBT

)
e−∆0/kBT (5.42)

for small Bz ≪ ∆0, thereby justifying the nonlinear behavior observed in Fig. 5.5(a).

Another interesting limit is the intermediate temperature range when ∆ < max ε1,k ≲ T ≲

min ε2,k. From the aforementioned calculations, we notice that the thermal Hall conductivity

is the largest in this two-band picture when the magnetic field splits the particle and hole

bands—both of which have nonzero Chern numbers—such that the temperature T is greater

than the lower-band maximum, but smaller than the upper-band minimum.

With our formalism, we can also study phases with magnetic order at T = 0, but with

restored SRI due to thermal fluctuations at nonzero temperature. To this end, we vary the

gap such that it is exponentially small with temperature; in practice, this is achieved by tuning

the Lagrange multiplier λ. Instead of performing a self-consistent calculation, we assume a

functional form ∆(T ) = T exp(−m/T ), m = 2πρs (with spin stiffness ρs), in analogy with

the 2D antiferromagnetic Heisenberg model [104, 105, 550]. The variation of κxy/T with this

choice of ∆(T ) is conveyed by Fig. 5.5(d). Despite always being in the regime ∆ < T , κxy/T

does not diverge as T → 0, but instead tends to zero. To understand this, we focus on the

contribution from the lowest band and momenta close to the dispersion minima ±k0. Near

±k0, the momentum dependence of the energy is quadratic, while that of the Berry curvature

is empirically observed to be quartic. Accordingly, assuming ∆ = 0,

κxy
T
≈−

k2B
ℏV

∑
k

Ω1k

nB(ε1k)
≈ −

k2B
ℏ

∫
|k−k0|<Λ

d2k

(2π)2
Ω0(k− k0)

4 c2

(
1

e(k−k0)2/2m∗T − 1

)
(5.43)

−
k2B
ℏ

∫
|k+k0|<Λ

d2k

(2π)2
Ω0(k+ k0)

4 c2

(
1

e(k+k0)2/2m∗T − 1

)
.

As T → 0, we may rescale k± k0 = y
√
2m∗T and extend the upper limit of y integration to

infinity, to obtain

κxy
T

= −
2k2B(2m

∗T )3Ω0

ℏ

∫ ∞

0

y5dy

2π
c2

(
1

ey2 − 1

)
= −

2k2B(2m
∗T )3Ω0

ℏ
(5.78117 . . .) (5.44)

Thus, we find that κxy/T ∼ T 3 as T → 0 with ∆≪ T .
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5.3.3 Antiferromagnet with Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interactions

So far, our discussion has been confined exclusively to spin-rotation-invariant spin liquids. In

this section, we will extend the analysis to include spin-orbit coupling, i.e., spin rotations are

not independent symmetry operations any more, but are coupled with real-space symmetry

transformations. In terms of the underlying spin model, this corresponds to including DM

interactions [162, 451, 452] as described by the term proportional to D⃗m
ij in Eq. (5.1),

H(3) =
∑
⟨i,j⟩

D⃗m
ij ·
(
Si × Sj

)
. (5.45)

The thermal transport properties of a spin Hamiltonian with DM coupling was studied

on the kagomé lattice in Ref. 372 for the magnetically ordered phase using both Holstein-

Primakoff bosons and Schwinger bosons—in particular, the latter approach featured a large

thermal Hall coefficient at Bz, T ∼ J . On the square lattice, however, it is strongly con-

strained by no-go theorems [296, 327]. In a recent spin-wave analysis, Ref. 332 demonstrated

that a thermal Hall effect can be realized in an inversion-symmetry-broken square-lattice an-

tiferromagnet with DM couplings. Here, we move away from the magnon description, which

necessarily requires long-range magnetic order, and probe the influence of the DM interactions

relevant to the cuprate superconductors in a spin-liquid phase using Schwinger bosons. We

will show that some of these DM vectors can lead to a nonzero Berry curvature, Ωnk ̸= 0,

and, in turn, a nonzero thermal Hall coefficient, albeit with much smaller magnitude than in

the ansatz of Section 5.3.2. This is related to the fact that the Chern number vanishes for

each band in the models with DM interactions that we study here.

We will focus here on the Zeeman coupling of the magnetic field and neglect orbital effects.

In this case, only a certain class of DM coupling vectors can lead to κxy ̸= 0 due to symmetry

constraints. For instance, consider global spin rotations by angle |φ⃗| along axis φ⃗/|φ⃗|. Under

these transformations, it holds that Jij → Jij , B⃗Z → Rφ⃗B⃗Z , and D⃗m
ij → Rφ⃗D⃗

m
ij , where Rφ⃗ is

the vector representation of the spin rotation. As for any spin-rotation-invariant observable,
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Figure 5.6: Illustration of the DM coupling vectors [130, 131] for (a) orthorhombic La2CuO4

and (b) YBCO, where the black dots represent the Cu atoms of the CuO2 planes and D⃗1 =
(d1, d2, 0)

T , D⃗2 = (−d2,−d1, 0)T , D⃗3 = (d3, 0, 0)
T , D⃗4 = (0, d3, 0)

T with real constants dj (not
determined by symmetry). Given that D⃗m

ij = −D⃗m
ji, the DM coupling vector D⃗m

ij corresponds
to a directed bond, which is indicated by the arrows in the figure. The different DM textures
are due to the different symmetries: in YBCO, the Cu atoms are not centers of inversion, which
allows a spatially constant DM coupling vector; in La2CuO4, it must alternate in sign since
the Cu atoms are inversion centers, which is permitted because of the broken translational
symmetry.

the thermal Hall conductivity κxy satisfies

κxy[Jij , D⃗
m
ij , B⃗Z ] = κxy[Jij , Rφ⃗D⃗

m
ij , Rφ⃗B⃗Z ]. (5.46)

Being odd under time-reversal, it further obeys

κxy[Jij , D⃗
m
ij , B⃗Z ] = −κxy[Jij , D⃗m

ij ,−B⃗Z ]. (5.47)

Consequently, if the DM coupling vectors are collinear, i.e., D⃗m
ij ∝

ˆ⃗
d, and ˆ⃗

d · B⃗Z = 0, the

combination of Eqs. (5.46) and (5.47), with φ⃗ = π
ˆ⃗
d, implies κxy = 0. To wit, this is the case

for D⃗m
ij = D0x̂, or for the potentially more relevant (spatially alternating) DM coupling vector

of the tetragonal phase of La2CuO4 [131].

It is also easily seen that κxy vanishes for the DM coupling vector in the orthorhombic phase

of La2CuO4 [Fig. 5.6(a)]: the spatial reflection symmetry Ry with action (x, y) → (−x, y),

not combined with any rotation in spin space, remains a symmetry of the system also in the

presence of Zeeman field along ẑ. Being odd under Ry, κxy has to vanish.

This is different for the DM coupling vector expected to arise in the tetragonal phase of
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YBa2Cu3O6+x (YBCO) [131], shown in Fig. 5.6(b), which analytically corresponds to

D⃗m
ij = D∥ d̂ij , d̂ij = dij (cos θij x̂+ sin θij ŷ) , (5.48)

where d̂ij is a unit vector, dij = −dji = ±1 for j = i± êµ (µ = x, y), and θij = 0 (π/2) on all

x (y) bonds. Note that this form of D⃗m
ij respects the translational and fourfold-rotational (C4)

symmetries of the underlying square lattice (when accompanied by an appropriate rotation in

spin space). It is not collinear and does not break time-reversal symmetry [the argument in

Eqs. (5.46)–(5.47) does not apply]; furthermore, it also breaks all in-plane reflection symme-

tries in combination with a Zeeman field and will indeed give rise to a nonzero thermal Hall

response as we will show next.

To proceed with the Schwinger-Boson description of the DM interactions, we define the

additional operators

Ĉ†i,j =
1

2

∑
µ ν

b†iµ

(
i d̂ij · σ⃗

)
µν
bjν =

i

2
dij e

−iσ θij b†iσbj−σ,

D̂i,j =
1

2

∑
µ ν

biµ

(
σ2 d̂ij · σ⃗

)
µν
bjν = − i

2
σ dij e

iσ θij biσbjσ,

whereupon the DM term can be decomposed as [419]

d̂ij ·
(
Si × Sj

)
=

1

2

(
:B̂†i,j Ĉi,j + Ĉ

†
i,jB̂i,j : +Â

†
i,jD̂i,j + D̂

†
i,jÂi,j

)
. (5.49)

Assuming only SU(2) spin-rotation-invariant operators acquire nontrivial expectation values

in the mean-field decoupling (e.g., B̂†i,j Ĉi,j → ⟨B̂
†
i,j⟩ Ĉi,j+const.), the SBMFT analysis is carried

out in Appendix D.1.6 to obtain the dispersion of the bosonic bands for a zero-flux ansatz

appropriate to a conventional Néel state [720], Ai,i+µ = A, Bi,i+µ = B ∀ i, µ = x̂, ŷ, taking the

DM coupling vector defined in Eq. (5.48) and Fig. 5.6(b). Note that considering only SU(2)-

invariant operators does not mean that the resulting mean-field Hamiltonian preserves SRI

since the DM term in Eq. (5.49) couples the operators, Âi,j and B̂i,j , that are spin-rotation

invariant, to Ĉi,j and D̂i,j , which are not.
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12

tetragonal phase of La2CuO4 [54].
It is also easily seen that 

xy
vanishes for the DM

coupling vector in the orthorhombic phase of La2CuO4

[Fig. 6(a)]: the spatial reflection symmetry Ry with ac-
tion (x, y) ! (�x, y), not combined with any rotation in
spin space, remains a symmetry of the system also in the
presence of Zeeman field along ẑ. Being odd under Ry,


xy
has to vanish.

This is di↵erent for the DM coupling vector expected to
arise in the tetragonal phase of YBa2Cu3O6+x (YBCO)
[54], shown in Fig. 6(b), which analytically corresponds
to

Dm
ij

= Dk d̂ij , d̂ij = dij (cos ✓ij x̂ + sin ✓ij ŷ) , (47)

where d̂ij is a unit vector, dij = �dji = ±1 for j = i± êµ

(µ = x, y), and ✓ij = 0 (⇡/2) on all x (y) bonds.
Note that this form of Dm

ij
respects the translational

and fourfold-rotational (C4) symmetries of the underly-
ing square lattice (when accompanied by an appropriate
rotation in spin space). It is not collinear and does break
time-reversal symmetry [the argument in Eqs. (45)–(46)
does not apply]; furthermore, it also breaks all in-plane
reflection symmetries in combination with a Zeeman field
and will indeed give rise to a nonzero thermal Hall re-
sponse as we will show next.

To proceed with the Schwinger boson description of
the DM interactions, we define the additional operators

Ĉ†
i,j

=
1

2

X

µ ⌫

b
†
iµ

⇣
i d̂ij · �

⌘

µ⌫

b
j⌫

=
i

2
dij e�i� ✓ij b

†
i�

b
j��

,

D̂i,j =
1

2

X

µ ⌫

b
iµ

⇣
�2 d̂ij · �

⌘

µ⌫

b
j⌫

= � i

2
� dij ei� ✓ij b

i�
b
j�

,

whereupon the DM term can be decomposed as [55]

d̂ij · (Si ⇥ Sj) =
1

2

✓
:B̂†

i,j
Ĉi,j + Ĉ†

i,j
B̂i,j :

+Â†
i,j
D̂i,j + D̂†

i,j
Âi,j

◆
. (48)

Assuming only SU(2) spin-rotation-invariant operators
acquire nontrivial expectation values in the mean-field
decoupling (e.g., B̂†

i,j
Ĉi,j ! hB̂†

i,j
i Ĉi,j + const.), the

SBMFT analysis is carried out in Appendix D to obtain
the dispersion of the bosonic bands for a zero-flux ansatz
appropriate to a conventional Néel state [14], Ai,i+µ = A,
Bi,i+µ = B 8 i, µ = x̂, ŷ, taking the DM coupling vector
defined in Eq. (47) and Fig. 6(b). Note that considering
only SU(2)-invariant operators does not mean that the
resulting mean-field Hamiltonian preserves SRI since the
DM term in Eq. (48) couples the operators, Âi,j and B̂i,j ,

that are spin rotation invariant, to Ĉi,j and D̂i,j , which
are not.

Unlike previously, there is no e↵ective antiunitary sym-
metry and therefore, the bands are nondegenerate even
in zero fields. Nonetheless, in the absence of a magnetic
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FIG. 7. (a–b): Dispersion of the Schwinger boson bands
for the mean-field approximation to Hspin (1), with JxA =
JyA = 1, B = 0.5i, and Dk = 0.10, in (a) zero and (b)
large (Bz = 2) magnetic fields. Shown are the eigenval-
ues of the dynamic matrix—the bosonic bands have ener-
gies given by the absolute values of the same, which are
always positive. In a finite magnetic field, the individual
particle and hole bands become progressively well separated.
Exactly as in Fig. 2, the lines refer to di↵erent values of
ky = �⇡,�⇡ + ⇡/6, . . . ,⇡. (c–d): Same as above but now
plotted in the kx–ky plane for the (c) n = 1 (blue; particle)
and (d) n = 3 (yellow; hole) bands, at Bz = 0—the two bands
are nonidentical. At each point in k-space, min ("1k, "3k) cor-
responds to the lowest energy eigenmode and the band min-
ima are at {(⇡/2,⇡/2), (�⇡/2,�⇡/2)}. Condensation of these
Schwinger bosons generally leads to long-range antiferromag-
netic order. (e–f) Berry curvatures of the particle bands with
the same parameters as before, and a magnetic field Bz = 0.5.

field, the two particle (and hole) bands intersect at a
finite number of points as can be seen in Fig. 7(a), so
the Berry curvatures are well-defined only for Bz 6= 0.
These are plotted for the Schwinger-boson particle bands
in Figs. 7(e) and 7(f); the curvatures of the hole bands are
related by Eq. (27). Despite a nonvanishing Berry cur-
vature, each bands is actually topologically trivial with

Figure 5.7: (a–b): Dispersion of the Schwinger-boson bands for the mean-field approximation
to Hspin (5.1), with JxA = JyA = 1, B = 0.5i, and D∥ = 0.10, in (a) zero and (b) large
(Bz = 2) magnetic fields. Shown are the eigenvalues of the dynamic matrix—the bosonic
bands have energies given by the absolute values of the same, which are always positive.
In a finite magnetic field, the individual particle and hole bands become progressively well
separated. Exactly as in Fig. 5.2, the lines refer to different values of ky = −π,−π+π/6, . . . , π.
(c–d): Same as above but now plotted in the kx–ky plane for the (c) n = 1 (blue; particle)
and (d) n = 3 (yellow; hole) bands, at Bz = 0—the two bands are nonidentical. At each point
in k-space, min (ε1k, ε3k) corresponds to the lowest energy eigenmode and the band minima
are at {(π/2, π/2), (−π/2,−π/2)}. Condensation of these Schwinger bosons generally leads
to long-range antiferromagnetic order. (e–f) Berry curvatures of the particle bands with the
same parameters as before, and a magnetic field Bz = 0.5.
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Figure 5.8: The thermal Hall conductivity in an antiferromagnetic Heisenberg spin model
with Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interactions, as a function of magnetic field for different constant
temperatures (top) and as a function of temperature at a constant magnetic field Bz = 0.5
(bottom). Although not clearly visible in the numerical data, κxy has to vanish exactly at
zero field (no anomalous contributions) as dictated by symmetry. The couplings considered
are JxA = JyA = 1 (solid lines in both plots) and JxA = 1.05, JyA = 0.95 (red dots), with all
other parameters the same as in Fig. 5.7. When Jx ̸= Jy, C4 rotational symmetry is broken.
The Schwinger-boson bands do not acquire nontrivial Chern numbers in the model considered,
and κxy is thus much smaller than for the spin-liquid ansätze in Section 5.3.

Unlike previously, there is no effective antiunitary symmetry and therefore, the bands are

nondegenerate even in zero fields. Nonetheless, in the absence of a magnetic field, the two

particle (and hole) bands intersect at a finite number of points as can be seen in Fig. 5.7(a),

so the Berry curvatures are well-defined only for Bz ̸= 0. These are plotted for the Schwinger-

boson particle bands in Figs. 5.7(e) and 5.7(f); the curvatures of the hole bands are related

by Eq. (5.27). Despite a nonvanishing Berry curvature, each bands is actually topologically

trivial with zero Chern number.

The ensuing thermal Hall conductivities, which can be calculated directly using the for-

malism of Section 5.2.3, are found to be more than two orders of magnitude smaller than for

the earlier spin-liquid ansätze that result in nonzero Chern numbers. Although the Hall coef-

ficients are nonzero, as displayed in Fig. 5.8, this is a purely thermal effect in the sense that

the main contribution to κxy comes from asymmetric weighting of the Berry curvature by the

thermal distribution function nB (εnk) in Eq. (6.36) because the integral of Ωnk over the Bril-

louin zone alone is identically zero. We also remark that there is no anomalous contribution

as time-reversal symmetry is preserved at zero Zeeman field, guaranteeing that κxy = 0.

Since the CuO2 square plaquettes in YBCO are slightly distorted and form a rectangular

lattice [266, 449], we have also studied the impact of anisotropic Heisenberg exchanges Jx and
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Jy along the x̂ and ŷ directions, respectively—this breaks the C4 rotation symmetry down

to C2. As demonstrated by Fig. 5.8, even a moderately large anisotropy has no significant

impact on κxy.

5.4 Enhanced thermal Hall effect in the square-lattice Néel state

Our results of the previous section demonstrate that if the insulator is in a conventional

Néel state, as expected, spin-wave wave theory shows that this state has a much smaller

thermal Hall response in an applied magnetic field than that observed. At the same time,

experimentally, there is no sign of a quantized thermal Hall response, so the insulator is not

in a state with topological order and protected edge excitations. In this section, we shall

study the possibility that the orbital coupling of the applied magnetic field can drive the

conventional, confining, Néel insulator to a state which has semion topological order [321]

coexisting with Néel order (see Fig. 5.9). Assuming that the current experiments are at a

field where the ground state is a conventional Néel state whose only low-energy excitations

are spin waves, we shall describe how the proximity to the lower quantum phase boundary in

Fig. 5.9 can enhance the thermal Hall response of even such a conventional state. The applied

field and the Néel order break spin-rotation, time-reversal, and mirror-plane symmetries, and

the states on both sides of the transition have an identical pattern of symmetries. So, the

quantum phase transition only involves the onset of topological order. We shall obtain the

universal critical field theory describing the vicinity of the lower phase boundary in Fig. 5.9

at low temperatures.

Remarkably, we find that the critical theory is one that has been carefully studied [60] in

the context of the recent advances in dualities of non-Abelian conformal gauge theories in 2+1

spacetime dimensions [8, 9, 273]. The theory of interest has four different dual formulations

in terms of relativistic field theories, and we will relate all of them to theories of the lattice

antiferromagnet: the assumption of universality at the quantum phase transition then provides

a new route to obtaining the dualities.

We are interested in spin S = 1/2 antiferromagnets with spin operators Si on the sites, i,
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of the square lattice, and Hamiltonian H = H1 +HB. The first term has the form

H1 =
∑
i<j

JijSi · Sj + . . . , (5.50)

which describes near-neighbor exchange interactions and possible ring-exchange terms, all of

which preserve the global SU(2) spin-rotation, time-reversal, and all square-lattice symmetries.

The second term, induced by the applied magnetic field, is

HB = Jχ
∑
△

Si · (Sj × Sk)−
∑
i

BZ · Si . (5.51)

The Jχ term couples to the scalar spin chirality and is induced by the orbital coupling of the

applied magnetic field to the underlying electrons [593]. It preserves lattice translations and

rotations, but explicitly breaks time-reversal and mirror-plane symmetries while preserving

their product. The value of Jχ itself is proportional to the small magnetic flux penetrating the

square lattice. The second term in HB is the Zeeman term, and the electron magnetic moment

has been absorbed in the definition of BZ . We do not include spin-orbit interactions; we note

that with BZ ̸= 0, spin-orbit interactions can enhance the stability of chiral topological phases

similar to those discussed here [342], and we do not expect such interactions to modify the

universal critical theories presented below.

Numerical studies of H at BZ = 0 and Jχ ̸= 0 on the kagome [51, 234, 251] and triangular

[214, 276, 547, 691] lattices have found convincing evidence, above very small values of Jχ
(values as small as Jχ/J1 = 0.0014 in Fig. 19 of Ref. 547) for a chiral spin liquid: a gapped

state with semion topological order, but no antiferromagnetic order. More recently, a study

[633] of the Hubbard model on the triangular lattice found evidence for the same chiral spin

liquid even at Jχ = 0. On the square lattice, Nielsen et al. [472] studied the antiferromagnet

with first (J1) and second (J2) neighbor exchange and a nonzero Jχ, and found evidence for

the chiral spin liquid at quite small values of Jχ, but in relatively small system sizes. These

strong effects of a small Jχ can be understood by the proximity to a critical spin liquid at

which an infinitesimal Jχ is a relevant perturbation. The phase diagram we propose for the

square lattice J1-J2-Jχ antiferromagnet is summarized in Fig. 5.9, and the critical spin liquid
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Figure 5.9: Proposed schematic phase diagram of H1 + HB at BZ = 0 (see Fig. 5.11(a)
for a phase diagram with nonzero BZ). By varying the first, J1, and second, J2, nearest
neighbor exchange interactions and the orbital coupling Jχ in Eq. (5.51), the antiferromagnet
on the square lattice shows phases with combinations of Néel, valence bond solid (VBS), and
chiral spin liquid topological order (CSL). The phase boundaries are presumed to meet at a
SO(5)-symmetric (near) critical point at which Jχ is a relevant perturbation, and the phase
boundaries all scale as Jχ ∼ |J2 − J2c|λχ/λ2 ; we expect λχ/λ2 > 1. In this work, we imagine
starting from the Néel state at zero magnetic field, Jχ = 0, close to the boundary of VBS
order such that a small value of field-induced Jχ can already drive the system close to the
phase boundary with Néel + CSL (indicated by the red arrow). We note that the existence
of a SO(5) critical point is not a precondition for a continuous Néel to Néel + CSL transition.

is realized by the deconfined critical point at Jχ=0 between the Néel and valence bond solid

(VBS) states. Recent analyses [665] have shown that a relevant Jχ at this critical point does

indeed lead to semion topological order. At such a critical point there is a discontinuous jump

in the thermal Hall conductivity at low T from κxy/T = 0 at Jχ = 0 to |κxy/T | = (π/6)(k2B/ℏ)

[95] at infinitesimal Jχ, and we will use proximity to this discontinuity to obtain the enhanced

thermal Hall response in the Néel state. We will show that turning on Jχ at values of J2/J1
smaller than at the deconfined critical point (e.g., along the red arrow in Fig. 5.9) leads to a

state with coexisting Néel and semion topological order across a novel quantum critical phase

boundary whose universal theory is obtained below. We refer to Appendix D.2.1 for further

discussion of Fig. 5.9.

Our analysis starts from a model [665] of the square-lattice Néel state as the confining phase

of a SU(2) gauge theory of fluctuations about a π-flux mean-field state [3]. In this formulation,

the spins are represented by fermionic spinons fiα, (α =↑, ↓) via Si = (1/2)f †iασαβfiβ, where
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Figure 5.10: Ansatz and spectrum of the fermionic spinon Hamiltonian. (a) The nearest (t1,
black) and second-nearest neighbor (t2, red) hopping matrix elements for the spinon mean-
field Hamiltonian in Eq. (5.52) on the square lattice formed by the Cu atoms (indicated in
brown). The applied magnetic field induces a nonzero hopping it2 and there is a uniform π/2
flux through each elementary triangle. In (b–e), we plot the evolution of the band structure
of the Hamiltonian in Eq. (5.52) along the line ky = 0, with N = 0.5ẑ, t1 = 1, t2 = 0.10,
upon changing the Zeeman field, which is taken to be |BZ | = (b) 0, (c) 0.4, (d) B(c)

Z ≈ 0.6245,
and (e) 0.8. The Chern numbers (indicated in the respective color) of the two lowest bands
switch from {−1,−1} to {−1, 1} as |BZ | is increased across the phase boundary.

σ are the Pauli matrices. This spinon representation induces a SU(2) gauge symmetry [4], and

a full treatment requires careful consideration of the associated SU(2) gauge field. However,

much can be learnt from a mean-field theory in which we ignore the SU(2) gauge fluctuations:

we will analyze such a mean-field theory now, and turn to the gauge fluctuations in the next

chapter.

5.4.1 Mean-field theory

After inserting the spinon representation of Si in H, and a mean-field factorization respecting

lattice and gauge symmetries, we obtain the quadratic spinon Hamiltonian [576, 665, 678, 680]

Hf = −
∑
i<j

(
tijf

†
iαfjα + t∗ijf

†
jαfiα

)
− 1

2

∑
i

(
BZ + ηi N

)
· f †iασαβfiβ . (5.52)

The pattern of the tij is shown in Fig. 5.10(a). The first-neighbor hopping, t1, originates from

the factorization of the exchange couplings in H1. The second-neighbor hopping, ±it2, arises

from the scalar spin chirality term Jχ and has the same symmetry as the orbital coupling of
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the underlying electrons to the magnetic field orthogonal to the plane of the square lattice.

We have assumed a nonzero Néel order, and this leads to the N term after factorization of

H1; η = ±1 has opposite signs on the two checkerboard sublattices of the square lattice. The

Zeeman term minimizes the energy of the square-lattice antiferromagnet when the Néel order

is orthogonal to the magnetic field, so we take BZ ·N =0; the BZ term is not essential to the

topological and field-theoretic considerations below but can be important in understanding

the experimental role of the applied field, as we will see below.

Many key results follow from a consideration of the topology of the spinon band structure

implied by Hf . Our choice of tij in Fig. 5.10(a) and ηi leads to a unit cell with two sites.

Combined with the spin label α, we obtain a total of four spinon bands, which are half-filled.

The key discriminant is the net Chern number of the occupied bands. When this is zero, there

will be no Chern-Simons term in the theory for gauge fluctuations, leading to confinement and

a conventional Néel state. On the other hand, when the net Chern number is 2, we obtain

a Chern-Simons term and a state with semion topological order (as argued in Ref. 665),

coexisting with the Néel order here, because N ̸= 0; this state has gapped excitations with

semionic statistics, along with the conventional spin-wave modes of the Néel state. In this

manner, we obtain the mean-field phase diagram shown in Fig. 5.11(a).

The evolution of the band structure across the phase boundary in Fig. 5.11(a) is shown

in Fig. 5.10(b–e). Note the appearance of two massless Dirac fermions at the critical point.

Away from the critical point, these fermions acquire a common Dirac mass, which has opposite

signs in the two phases.

Next, we compute the thermal Hall conductivity κxy across the phase boundary in Fig. 5.11(a):

the results are shown in Fig. 5.11(b). Denoting the Berry curvature for each band n = 1, . . . , 4

by Ωnk, the thermal Hall conductivity is given by [517]

κxy = −
k2B
ℏT

∫
dε ε2σxy(ε)f

′(ε) (5.53)

where σxy(ε) = −
∫
εnk<ε

d2k Ωnk /(4π
2) is ℏ/e2 times the Hall conductivity, and f(ε) is the
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Fermi function. The corresponding Chern number is

Cn =
1

2π

∫
d2k Ωnk ∈ Z. (5.54)

As T → 0,
κxy
T

= −
πk2B
6ℏ

∑
n∈ filled bands

Cn. (5.55)

Consequently, κxy/T → (π/3)(k2B/ℏ) as T → 0 in the phase with topological order; quantum

gauge fluctuations, to be discussed below, will change the prefactor (π/3) to the exact quan-

tized value (π/6) in this phase. In the other phase, κxy/T varies nonmonotonically as T is

lowered, and eventually vanishes as T → 0 because the occupied bands have opposite Chern

numbers. Note the bifurcation in the T -dependence at the phase boundary. Exactly on the

phase boundary, the present mean-field theory yields κxy/T → (π/6)(k2B/ℏ) as T → 0: this

value is expected to have universal corrections from gauge fluctuations by some nonrational

renormalization factor [549].

We plot the field dependence of κxy withing the Néel phase in Fig. 5.11(c–e), along the

dashed lines in Fig. 5.11(a). Note that κxy is a nearly linear function of the field, with a slope

which is enhanced as we approach the phase boundary to the state with semion topological

order.

5.4.2 Gauge theories and dualities

We now discuss universal properties of the quantum phase transition in Fig. 5.11(a), and the

lower phase boundary in Fig. 5.9. This critical theory has four different dual formulations,

summarized in Fig. 5.12. The first of these, labeled SU(2)−1/2 in Fig. 5.12, is obtained by

reinstating gauge fluctuations to the free-fermion mean-field theory described above. The

resulting field theory turns out to have an emergent global SO(3) symmetry, which must then

also be a property of the other dual formulations. We now discuss these field theories, and

their connections to the lattice antiferromagnet, in turn. We refer the reader to recent reviews

[139, 586, 700] for subtle aspects of gauge and gravitational anomalies which we will not enter
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Figure 5.11: Phase diagram and thermal Hall conductivity of spinon mean-field theory. (a)
The two different phases of the fermionic spinon mean-field Hamiltonian Hf in Eq. (5.52)
are shown as a function of the second-nearest-neighbor spinon hopping it2 [see Fig. 5.10(a)]
and the Zeeman field |BZ |. Here, we take the Néel order N = 0.5ẑ and measure all energies
in units of the nearest-neighbor spinon hopping t1. As discussed in the text, it2 is induced
by the orbital coupling of the magnetic field. Both t2 and |BZ | are linear functions of the
applied magnetic field, and the dashed purple lines show three possible trajectories for which
we plot the field dependence of κxy in (c–e) for different temperatures T . (b) Temperature
dependence of the mean-field κxy as t2 is tuned across the phase boundary; the corresponding
discrete values of |B⃗z| and t2 are indicated by green dots in (a). The quantized value of the
ordinate in the topological phase is π/3, and the bifurcation point as T → 0 is at π/6. Both
values are corrected by gauge fluctuations (the exact quantized value in the topological phase
is π/6).

into here.

SU(2)−1/2 with a fermion doublet

Near the phase boundary in Fig. 5.11(a), we can focus on the effective theory of the nearly

massless Dirac fermions. These form a single doublet, ψ, under the SU(2) gauge symmetry

and so, a low energy theory will have a SU(2) gauge field, Aµ, coupled minimally to ψ.

However, we cannot entirely neglect the single filled fermionic band far from the Fermi level,

see Fig. 5.10(b–e). This band has a nonzero Chern number, and integrating out these fermions
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Figure 5.12: Four dual field theories for the antiferromagnet flow to the same fixed point.
Distinct approaches to the lattice antiferromagnet (violet) lead to 4 different continuum field
theories (blue) for the transition from the Néel to the Néel+CSL state (Fig. 5.9). Universality
then implies that these describe the same renormalization-group fixed point (red) with an
emergent global SO(3) symmetry. Adapted from Ref. [60].

yields a Chern-Simons term for Aµ at level −1/2. In this manner, we obtain the low-energy

2+1-dimensional Lagrangian

L1 = iψγµ(∂µ − iAµ)ψ +mψψ − 1

2
CS[Aµ] . (5.56)

Here, γµ are the Dirac matrices, m is the mass term which changes sign across the phase

transition, and the last term represents the SU(2) Chern-Simons term. When m is nonzero

we can safely integrate the fermions out. For one sign of m, the net Chern-Simons term

vanishes, and we obtain a “trivial” confining phase with κxy =0. For the other sign of m, we

obtain a Chern-Simons term at level 1, and the SU(2)1 theory describes a chiral spin liquid

with κxy/T = (π/6)(k2B/ℏ) [95].

The emergent global SO(3) symmetry of L1 is most easily seen by writing ψ in terms of

Majorana fermions, and then the fermion kinetic term has a global O(4) symmetry. One

SU(2) subgroup of O(4) is the SU(2) gauge symmetry, while the other leads to the global

SO(3) symmetry. There is no global SO(3) symmetry in the lattice Hamiltonian Hf , so this

symmetry is special to the vicinity of the critical point. Further discussion, including an

interpretation of this global symmetry in terms of the microscopic spins, can be found in

Appendices D.2.2 and D.2.3.
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5.4.3 U(1)2 with a charged scalar

The second dual theory has a complex scalar, ϕ, coupled to a U(1)2 gauge field, aµ:

L2 = |(∂µ − iaµ)ϕ|2 − s|ϕ|2 − u(|ϕ|2)2 +
ϵµνλ

2π
aµ∂νaλ .

However, the SO(3) global symmetry is not manifest in this formulation, and its description

requires consideration of monopole operators [8, 9, 60, 273]. The coupling s tunes across the

phase transition at s = sc, while the quartic nonlinearity u is assumed to flow to a fixed-

point value, analogous to that in the Wilson-Fisher theory without the Chern-Simons term.

For s< sc, the ϕ field forms a Higgs condensate, and this quenches aµ and all topological

effects: we thus obtain the conventional Néel state. This maps to the positive-mass phase

of the SU(2)− 1
2

fermion theory discussed above. For s> sc, we obtain the state with semion

topological order: the gapped ϕ quasiparticles have mutual semion statistics which is induced

by the Chern-Simons term. Below the quasiparticle gap, this phase is described by U(1)2 and

so, maps to the negative-mass phase of the SU(2)− 1
2

fermion theory. We can connect the field

theory L2 to the lattice antiferromagnet by viewing the latter as a theory of hard-core bosons

S+ = Sx + iSy; then, assuming the bosons form a ν = 1/2 fractional quantum Hall state,

as in the chiral spin liquid [321], we identify ϕ as the quasiparticle (vortex) operator in the

Chern-Simons-Landau-Ginzburg theory [373, 738].

U(1)−3/2 with a charged fermion

The third dual theory of Ref. 60 is a theory that had been discussed in Ref. 43: it has a single

Dirac fermion coupled to a U(1)−3/2 gauge field. The SO(3) symmetry is not manifest. Such a

field theory can be related to a fractionalization of the hard-core boson S+ into two fermions

∼ f1f2 [43]. In the state with topological order, which is a ν = 1/2 fractional quantum

Hall state of the bosons (as above), both fermions fill bands with unit Chern number, as in

composite fermion theory [303]; the phase transition maps to a change of the Chern number

of one band to zero [43, 114, 373].
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SU(2)1 with a scalar doublet

The fourth dual theory [8, 9, 60, 273] has a complex scalar doublet transforming as the

fundamental of a SU(2)1 gauge field. This can be connected to the SU(2) gauge theory

obtained by transforming to a rotating reference frame in spin space [551, 554, 576], in which

we write the electrons as cα=Rαβψβ. Here ψβ is a fermion (the “chargon”), and Rαβ is

a SU(2) matrix (R†R=1), which can be expressed in terms of the aforementioned complex

scalar doublet; in the renormalized continuum theory, the unit-length constraint on the scalar

doublet can be replaced by a quartic self-interaction. The SU(2) gauge symmetry corresponds

to right multiplication of R (and left multiplication of ψ), while the SO(3) global symmetry

corresponds to left multiplication of R. We assume that the band structure of the ψβ fermions

is such that both species are in a filled band with unit Chern number; then, integrating out

these gapped fermions yields the Chern-Simons terms for the SU(2)1 gauge field. Now, the

needed transition is obtained by the Higgs transition of the scalar: the topological phase has R

gapped, while the trivial phase has R condensed. We also need spectator SU(2) gauge-neutral

electrons in filled Chern bands to match the thermal and electrical Hall conductivities of the

two phases.

5.5 Gauge theories for the thermal Hall effect

In the previous section, we considered the thermal Hall effect in the insulator and illustrated

that the proximity to a quantum phase transition—between the Néel state and a state with

coexisting Néel and semion topological orders—could explain the enhanced thermal Hall effect

in the insulator. This enhanced κxy was computed using the gauge theory for the critical point,

which had four different formulations, all dual to each other. As the gauge theory is strongly

coupled, the computation relied on an expansion in 1/Nf , where Nf is the number of flavors of

matter fields. The calculation of κxy at Nf =∞ was described in Ref. 565, and we will present

further details here. We will also describe the structure of the leading 1/Nf corrections to

κxy; we argue that an important component of these corrections (resulting from the analog

of the “Aslamazov-Larkin” diagrams) can be interpreted as the contribution of the collective

mode associated with the emergent gauge field to κxy. This interpretation will be useful to
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us when we turn to consideration of the doped case in the latter part of this work.

We now outline the models studied and the main results for the undoped and doped cases

in turn.

5.5.1 Undoped insulator

We focus our attention on one of the four duality-equivalent gauge theories describing the

vicinity of the onset of semion topological order in the Néel state [565]: the SU(2) gauge

theory at Chern-Simons level k=−1/2, coupled to a single flavor (Nf = 1) of a two-component

Dirac fermion Ψ with mass m. We generalize the fermions to Ψℓ with ℓ=1, . . . , Nf flavors,

and consider the Lagrangian

LΨ = Ψ̄ℓ

[
iγµ

(
∂µ − iAµ

)]
Ψℓ +m Ψ̄ℓΨℓ + kCS[Aµ], (5.57)

where Aµ is the SU(2) gauge field, k is the Chern-Simons level, and Ψ is a continuum field

derived from the lattice model in Appendix D.3.1; Ψ̄ = Ψ†γ0. For Nf = 1 and k = −1/2,

the m > 0 phase of Eq. (5.57) is “trivial” and describes the conventional Néel state, while

the m < 0 phase of Eq. (5.57) has semion topological order [565]. The derivation of this field

theory starting from a microscopic lattice model is sketched in Appendix D.3.1.

The thermal Hall conductivity of Eq. (5.57) is expected to obey

κxy =
k2BT

ℏ
K(m/T ) (5.58)

where K is a dimensionless universal function of m/T , with m the renormalized mass of the

lowest quasiparticle excitations and T the absolute temperature. In the limit |m|/T → ∞,

the exact values of κxy can be deduced from arguments based on gravitational anomalies as

[95, 565, 585]

κxy =
πk2BT

6ℏ
sgn(k̂)

[
2|k̂| − 3|k̂|

|k̂|+ 2

]
;

|m|
T
→∞, (5.59)

where the integer k̂ is defined by

k̂ = k +
Nf

2
sgn(m), (5.60)
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and the sign function vanishes for zero argument, i.e., sgn(0) = 0. We will obtain the large-Nf

limit of the result (5.59) below in a direct 1/Nf expansion, with k taken to be of order Nf .

Note that the first term in Eq. (5.59) is of order N1
f , while the second term is of order N0

f .

Our 1/Nf expansion also yields a simple interpretation of the two terms in Eq. (5.59). The

leading-term of order Nf is the contribution of free Dirac fermions, where we assume that

the Chern-Simons term in Aµ was generated by integrating out massive Dirac fermions. The

contribution to the universal scaling function K by the free Dirac fermions is specified by

Eq. (5.75) and plotted in Fig. 5.14. The subleading term of order N0
f is the contribution of

the fluctuations of Aµ. We will exploit this interpretation when we consider the doped case.

We also consider the quantum critical limit, |m|/T → 0, when neither an exact computation

of κxy is possible, and nor is κxy(ℏ/(πk2B)) expected to be quantized at a rational value. In

this case, we obtain

κxy =
πk2BT

6ℏ
[
2k +O(N0

f )
]

,
|m|
T
→ 0 . (5.61)

The computation of the O(N0
f ) number requires a lengthy numerical computation which we

will outline, but not carry out to completion. We note that we do not expect κxy in the

limit |m|/T → 0 to be related to any gravitational anomaly or contact terms [128, 129]; the

latter are evaluated at T = 0, and not in the limit required for a quantum critical transport

coefficient, with frequencies much smaller than T [144, 549].

5.5.2 Pseudogap at nonzero doping

We will describe the pseudogap by essentially the same theory as that used in Ref. 575, which

was successfully compared with numerical studies of the Hubbard model [575, 701, 702] and

photoemission experiments on an electron-doped cuprate [249]. In the limit of the insulating

state, and in the vicinity of the onset of semion topological order in the presence of Néel order

as discussed in Section 5.5.1, this theory can be related [565] to one of the theories which are

equivalent to Eq. (5.57) after duality—a SU(2) gauge theory at Chern-Simons level 1, coupled

to a complex scalar which is a SU(2) fundamental. While the fermionic SU(2) theory at level

−1/2 in Eq. (5.57) was useful in describing κxy in the insulator [565], the complex scalar

SU(2) theory is far more convenient in the doped case. This is because the latter theory has
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fermionic charge carriers, and this allows easy access to a metallic state at nonzero doping.

The pseudogap metal is described by transforming to a rotating reference frame in spin

space [554], which results in a SU(2) gauge theory. The fluctuating spin-density-wave order

acts like a Higgs field, which breaks the SU(2) invariance down to U(1). Coupled to the U(1)

gauge field, aµ, we have bosonic spinons and fermionic chargons fp with U(1) gauge charges

p = ±1. We focus on the fermionic chargons, as they form Fermi pockets with charged gapless

excitations on the Fermi surface. We write down a simple effective theory for these chargons

[374, 575, 701]:

Lf =
∑
v=1,2

∑
p=±1

f †pv

(
∂

∂τ
− µ− ipaτ

(∇− ipa− ieAem)
2

2m∗ + vdis(r)

)
fpv (5.62)

Here, v is a valley index, m∗ is the effective mass of the fermions (we have ignored mass

anisotropies), µ is a chemical potential, aµ=(aτ , a⃗) is the emergent U(1) gauge field, and

Aem is the fixed background electromagnetic gauge field associated with the applied magnetic

field B= ẑ ·(∇×Aem). We have included a disorder potential vdis(r), because we will consider

Hall transport in the weak-field regime ωcτ ≪ 1, where ωc is the cyclotron frequency and τ

is the elastic scattering time associated with the disorder.

First, let us ignore the internal gauge field aµ. Then, the f fermions form a conventional

Fermi liquid, and for ωcτ ≪ 1, the electrical and thermal Hall responses are given by familiar

expressions involving the Wiedemann-Franz relation

ρxy =
B

nec
, σxy ≈

ρxy
ρ2xx

, κ0xy =
π2T

3

(
kB
e

)2

σxy , (5.63)

where n is the total density of the f fermions. Now, let us consider the contribution of aµ to

the thermal Hall response. We will compute this by a simple Maxwell-Chern-Simons action

for aµ

La =
K1

2
(∇× a)2 +

K2

2
(∇aτ − ∂τa)2 −

iσxy
2e2

ϵµνλaµ∂νaλ. (5.64)

We assume that the predominant contribution to the Maxwell terms arises from integrating

out the gapped spinons. Integrating out the fermionic chargons introduces the Chern-Simons

term in Eq. (5.64), proportional to the Hall conductivity of the fermions in Eq. (5.63); such
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a term is also permitted under the symmetry constraints on this gauge theory of doped

antiferromagnets [34, 576]. In general, because of the presence of disorder, the couplings

K1,2 will also be functions of spatial position; we replace them by their spatial average and

do not expect fluctuations to significantly modify the results presented here. The fermions

also introduce singular terms in the transverse gauge field propagator arising from Landau

damping [237], so that a more complete effective action is

Sa =
∫
d2x dτ La +

∫
d2k dω

8π3
γk|ω| [aT (k, ω)]2 , (5.65)

where γk∼ 1/k for kvF τ≫ 1, and γk∼ constant for kvF τ≪ 1. Although the term in Eq. (5.65)

could make a significant contribution to the thermal Hall effect, we leave an analysis of its

effects to future work.

Computing the thermal Hall response of the Maxwell-Chern-Simons theory La in Sec-

tion 5.5.4, we find that it yields a correction κ1xy, which has the opposite sign from κ0xy in

Eq. (5.63). This sign change is similar to that in Eq. (5.59) between the O(Nf ) term (from

the fermions) and the O(N0
f ) term (from the gauge field). The universal function K in

Eq. (5.58) for the Maxwell-Chern-Simons theory is specified in Eq. (5.104) as a function of

the “topological mass” mt = σxy/(e
2K2), and is plotted in Fig. 5.16. Note that the universal

function (5.75) for Dirac fermions in Fig. 5.14 does not reduce to the gauge-field function

in Eq. (5.104) and Fig. 5.16 by a rescaling of axes: this is evidence that the T > 0 thermal

Hall conductivity is a bulk property and is not specified by any topological field theory or

gravitational anomaly.

We begin our analysis by describing the thermal Hall response of two free theories: a free

Dirac fermion in Section 5.5.3, and free Maxwell-Chern-Simons theory in Section 5.5.4. The

results of the Maxwell-Chern-Simons theory apply directly to the effective theory for the

doped pseudogap phase in Eq. (5.64). We will combine Sections 5.5.3 and 5.5.4 to obtain

results for the Dirac Chern-Simons theory (5.57) in the 1/Nf expansion in Section 5.5.5.

232



Chapter 5. Chiral spin liquids and their thermal probes

5.5.3 Free Dirac fermion

In order to obtain a finite thermal Hall effect, time-reversal symmetry must be broken: this

can be achieved by either an external magnetic field or intrinsic magnetic ordering [327].

However, initial attempts to calculate this response based on direct application of the Kubo

formula were found to suffer from unphysical divergences at zero temperature [5, 422]. This

is because in a system breaking time-reversal symmetry, a temperature gradient drives not

only the transport (heat) current, but also an experimentally unobservable circulating current

[138, 615]. Both contributions are present in the microscopic current density calculated by

the standard linear response theory, necessitating a proper subtraction of the circulating

component. Qin et al. [517] showed that the electromagnetic and gravitomagnetic energy

magnetizations [413, 545] naturally emerge as corrections to the thermal transport coefficients,

removing the aforementioned divergences in the process. A subtlety pointed out in Ref. 324 is

that the energy magnetization and the thermal Hall coefficient are relative: only the difference

between two systems are physically meaningful. We choose to normalize κxy such that the

κxy/T → 0 as m/T → 0, i.e., the vacuum has zero thermal Hall coefficient.

We now present details of the computation of the thermal Hall coefficient of a free Dirac

fermion with a mass m which can be scanned through zero at T > 0. This is the theory

(5.57) without the gauge field Aµ. While we consider a single two-component Dirac fermion,

note that, because of the SU(2) gauge index, the theory (5.57) has 2Nf such fermions. In

the following, we determine both the Kubo part and the magnetization separately, identifying

precisely what the transport currents and the magnetizations are, and illustrating how they

can be evaluated for a general continuum theory.

Transport contribution from the Kubo formula

The leading contribution to κxy is given by a single fermion polarization bubble shown in

Fig. 5.13.

Summing over the internal momentum k and Matsubara frequency iωn, this diagram eval-
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q, iεn

k − q/2, iωn

k + q/2, iωn + iεn

q, iεn q, iεn

k − q/2, iωn

k + q/2, iωn + iεn

q, iεn

FIG. 1. The fermion polarization bubbles that give the mean-field Kubo (left) and internal magnetization
(right) contributions to the thermal Hall conductivity; the crossed circles represent thermal current vertices.
Figures drawn using [? ].

(a) (b)

Figure 5.13: The fermion polarization bubbles that give the mean-field Kubo (left) and inter-
nal magnetization (right) contributions to the thermal Hall conductivity; the crossed circles
represent thermal current vertices.

uates to

Πq
xy(q, iϵn) =

1

β V

∑
k,iωn

Tr
[
Vq
x (−q,−iϵn)G(k − q/2, iωn)Vq

y (q, iϵn)G(k + q/2, iωn + iϵn)
]
,

(5.66)

whereGΨ(k, iωn)= 1/(−i ωn+σ·k+mσz) is the free fermion Green’s function, and Vq
a (q, iϵn) =

σa (iωn + iϵn/2) is the heat/energy-current vertex, derived in Appendix D.3.2. The response

function is defined as

Lxy =
1

ϵn
Πq
xy(q, iϵn) =

T

2ϵn V

∑
k,iωn

−(ϵn + 2ωn)
2

k2x + k2y +m2 + ω2
n

2kxky +mϵn
k2x + k2y +m2 + (ϵn + ωn)2

as q → 0,

specializing to the case of zero external momentum. The numerator of the polarization tensor

Πq
µν consists of a part proportional to kµkν and a term ∼ δµν ; we can drop the former because

it is odd in kx and ky and hence, vanishes upon integration over all momenta. Performing the

Matsubara summation and converting the momentum sum to an integral, we get

Lxy = −
1

ϵn

∫
d2k

(2π)2
mϵn
2 ξk

tanh

(
βξk
2

)
, (5.67)

where ξk =
√
k2x + k2y +m2. Finally, introducing the shorthand u = β ξk, we have

Lxy = −
∫ ∞

β|m|

du

4π β
m tanh

(u
2

)
= − m

2π β
ln
[
cosh

(u
2

)] ∣∣∣∣∞
β|m|

.
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A few comments are in order about this result. First, we have regulated the integral by

introducing a UV cutoff Λ but, as we shall see, this drops out eventually. Further, to obtain

the DC response, we need to analytically continue to real frequencies iϵn → ϵ+ i0+, and then

take the limit ϵ→ 0 after q → 0. The thermal Hall coefficient is then [423, 517]

κKubo
xy ≡

Lxy
T

=
m

2π

{
ln

[
cosh

(
β |m|
2

)]
− ln

[
cosh

(
β Λ

2

)]}
. (5.68)

Internal magnetization

The second contribution to the conductivity comes from the circulating heat current. The

zero-field heat magnetization can be calculated from the differential equation [517]

2MQ − T
∂MQ

∂T
=

1

2i
∇q ×

⟨
K̂−q; Ĵ

Q
q

⟩
0

∣∣∣∣
q→0

, (5.69)

where K̂q is the Fourier transform of K̂(r) = h(r) − µ n̂(r), h and n̂ being the local energy

and number densities, respectively. The correlator on the RHS is evaluated in the static limit,

i.e., q → 0 after ϵ → 0. We also point out to readers that Eq. (5.69), cited from Ref. 517,

only applies to systems whose energy current depends on the gravitational field in a particular

way, while the general formalism is discussed in Ref. 324.

Equipped with the structure of this modified vertex from Appendix D.3.2, we now evaluate

Eq. (5.69) piece by piece. Consider the first term in the curl; retaining only the terms even

in the internal momentum1, we get

∂qx

⟨
K̂−q; Ĵ

Q
y,q

⟩
= ∂qx

(
1

βV

∑
k,iωn

2im qx(ϵn + 2ωn)
2

4 (|k − q/2|2 +m2 + ω2
n)

1

(|k + q/2|2 +m2 + (ϵn + ωn)2)

)∣∣∣∣∣
ϵn=0

= i

∫
d2k

(2π)2
m (β ξk + sinh (β ξk)) sech2 (β ξk/2)

4 ξk

= i

∫ ∞

β|m|

du

8π β
mu (u+ sinh(u)) sech2 (u/2) =

imu

4π β
tanh

(u
2

) ∣∣∣∣∞
β|m|

. (5.70)

In the second line, we evaluate the sum at ϵn = 0 and then take the qx derivative. Similarly,
1This is allowed since we focus on the limit q = 0. More formally, this corresponds to expanding the

full integrand in powers of qx and qy and then keeping only those terms of O(qx) that would survive the k
integration.
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as expected by symmetry,

∂qy

⟨
K̂−q; Ĵ

Q
x,q

⟩
= − imu

4π β
tanh

(u
2

) ∣∣∣∣∞
β|m|

. (5.71)

Plugging Eqs. (5.70) and (5.71) back into Eq. (5.69), we have

2MQ − T
∂MQ

∂T
=
m

4π

[
Λ tanh

(
β Λ

2

)
− |m| tanh

(
β|m|
2

)]
, (5.72)

which can be solved for MQ to obtain

MQ = c1T
2 − mT

4π

[
2Li2

(
−e−Λ/T

)
Λ/T

−
2Li2

(
−e−|m|/T )
|m|/T

+
|m| − Λ

2T
+ 2 ln

(
e−|m|/T + 1

e−Λ/T + 1

)]
,

(5.73)

where c1 is an arbitrary constant. Now, κtrxy =κKubo
xy +2MQ/T . Collecting the terms propor-

tional to Λ, we get

lim
Λ→∞

m

4π

[
− 2 ln

(
cosh

(
βΛ

2

))
+ βΛ−

4Li2
(
−e−β Λ

)
β Λ

+ 4 ln
(
e−β Λ + 1

)]
=
m

2π
ln 2, (5.74)

the first two terms cancel out the UV divergences and all dependencies on the cutoff Λ drop

out. Thus, the physical thermal Hall conductivity is given by

κtrxy = 2c1T +
m

2π

[
2Li2

(
−e−|m|/T )
|m|/T

− ln
(
e−|m|/T + 1

)]
, (5.75)

where the first part comes from the magnetization and the last piece is the Kubo contribution.

At this point, the constant c1 arising from the solution of the differential equation can be

determined as follows. We have seen above that κxy/T is a function of the dimensionless

variable |m|/T alone. Therefore, taking the limit m → 0 or equivalently, T → ∞ (where we

know a priori that κxy/T should go to zero), Eq. (5.75) reduces to

κtrxy = 2c1T +
sign(m)

2π

(
−2 · π

2

12

)
T ≡ 0 (5.76)
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Figure 5.14: The thermal Hall conductivity of a free Dirac fermion of mass m. The values as
T → 0 are ±π/12.

and the last condition implies that c1= sign(m)π/24. As a result, when T → 0 keeping m ̸= 0

and fixed, we obtain κtrxy/T = sign(m)π/12. The dependence of κtrxy on temperature and mass

is shown in Fig. 5.14.

5.5.4 Maxwell-Chern-Simons Theory

In this section, we consider the framing anomaly and thermal Hall response of the U(1)

Maxwell-Chern-Simons theory (5.64). Our discussion will be restricted to the level of an

effective theory and we do not attempt to extract the microscopic values of K1,K2. As we

will see, the effective theory already provides a satisfactory interpolation between the two

topological phases.

The Maxwell-Chern-Simons (MCS) theory has a speed of “light” c0 =
√
K1/K2. Since

there is no other velocity scale in the theory, we can set c0 = 1 (see also Appendix D.3.4).

The MCS theory (5.64) takes the following relativistic form in real time:

L =
k

4π
εµρνaµ∂ρaν −

1

4g
fµνf

µν , (5.77)

where fµν = ∂µaν − ∂νaµ. Here, the coupling g = 1/K2 has dimensions of energy in 2+1D,

and k = 2πσxy/e
2 is the Chern-Simons Level. The large-Nf limit of fermion flavor implies

k = O(Nf ) and g = O(1/Nf ). If we are interested in the thermal Hall effect of the gapped

phases, we should take g to be the largest energy scale and send g →∞.
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Chern-Simons theory has a gravitational anomaly called the framing anomaly. It is well

known that Chern-Simons theory is topological and does not couple to spacetime geometry on

the classical level. Witten [699] pointed out that at the quantum level, the theory inevitably

couples to a metric because of the gauge-fixing procedure. However, this is not adequate for

writing down a sensible stress tensor, because any vertex function due to the gauge-fixing

procedure is longitudinal and thus, vanishes when contracted with the physical transverse

propagator. Here, we will try an alternative method, by considering the Maxwell-Chern-

Simons theory. The Maxwell term serves as a UV regulator and enables us to write down

a stress-tensor vertex. According to Witten [699], the gravitational anomaly appears as a

gravitational Chern-Simons term

CSg[gµν ] =
c

96π

∫
tr

(
Γ ∧ dΓ +

2

3
Γ ∧ Γ ∧ Γ

)
, (5.78)

where Γ is the Christoffel symbol associated with the metric gµν . The prefactor c is the

(chiral) central charge

c = − dim(G) k

(|k|+ c2(G))
, (5.79)

where c2(G) is the dual Coxeter number of the gauge group G.

In what follows, we perturbatively compute the gravitational anomaly and thermal Hall

effect of the above MCS theory in the large-k (k ∝ Nf ) limit. Following Ref. 22, we calculate

the stress tensor-stress tensor correlation function Πµν;ρλ(x, t) = −i⟨Tµν(x, t)T ρλ(0, 0)⟩ of the

MCS theory. We can interpret Πµν;ρλ as the effective action (up to a minus sign) Seff[gµν ] of

metric gµν in a weakly curved background gµν = ηµν + hµν , |hµν | ≪ |ηµν |. We will show that

at zero temperature, Πµν;ρλ agrees with the gravitational Chern-Simons term (5.78).

This gravitational anomaly is proportional to the thermal Hall coefficient at the next-

leading large-Nf order via the relation

κxy =
π

6
c T. (5.80)

It is argued in Ref. 623 that a gravitational Chern-Simons term cannot give rise to a thermal

Hall effect from the Kubo formula because it contains three derivatives rather than one. In
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our calculation, we find that the thermal Hall effect actually arises from the finite-temperature

part of Πµν;ρλ, which comes from the same diagrams as the gravitational anomaly and contains

only one derivative.

At the next-leading large-Nf order, our approach works both for Abelian and non-Abelian

theories because c = dim(G)+O(1/Nf ), and we simply include dim(G) copies of gauge fields,

which are noninteracting at this order.

Propagator

We add a gauge fixing term Lgf = (∂µa
µ)2/(2ξg) and work out the propagator. Some algebra

leads to

S =

∫
d3p

(2π)3
1

2g
aµ(−p)

(
pµpν − ηµνp2 + pµpν

ξ
+
kg

2π
εµνρipρ

)
aν(p).

The propagator is thus

Dµν(p) =
−g

p2 −m2
t

[
Pµν(p) +

mt

p2
εµνρ ipρ

]
+

ξ

(p2)2
pµpν , (5.81)

where the topological mass mt= kg/(2π), and Pµν(p) = ηµν − pµpν/p2.

Stress-tensor vertex

Next, we work out the stress-tensor vertex as shown in Fig. 5.15. The stress tensor is given

µν

α

β

p+ q

q

Figure 5.15: Left: Vertex diagram of the stress tensor. Right: Diagram of the stress tensor-
stress tensor correlation function.
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by the Maxwell term, which is

Tµν =
−1
g

[
fµρfνρ −

1

4
ηµνfαβf

αβ

]
. (5.82)

It is worth noticing that the stress tensor above can be derived solely from translation sym-

metry and gauge invariance, without reference to Lorentz symmetry (see Appendix. D.3.2).

We write the vertex function of Fig. 5.15 as

−Γµν;αβ(p+ q, q)/g, (5.83)

where

Γµν;αβ(p+ q, q) = [(p+ q)µqν + (p+ q)νqµ − ηµν(p+ q) · q] ηαβ + (p+ q) · q
(
ηµαηνβ + ηµβηνα

)
−
[
qα
(
ηβµ(p+ q)ν + ηβν(p+ q)µ

)
+ (p+ q)β (ηαµqν + ηανqµ)− ηµνqα(p+ q)β

]
.

(5.84)

Stress tensor-stress tensor correlation function

We compute the following stress tensor-stress tensor polarization function:

Πµν;ρλ(x, t) = −i
⟨
Tµν(x, t)T ρλ(0, 0)

⟩
. (5.85)

In general, the full polarization function should also contain contact terms such as, for in-

stance, ⟨δTµν(x, t)/δhρλ(0, 0)⟩, but those terms are symmetric in µρ and independent of exter-

nal momentum, so they do not contribute to either the gravitational anomaly or the thermal

Hall effect. We only need to consider the single bubble diagram in Fig. 5.15, which yields

Πµν;ρλ(p) =

∫
d3q

(2π)3
−i
2g2

Γρλ;αβ(p+ q, q)iDα′α(p+ q)× Γµν;β
′α′

(q, p+ q)iDββ′(q), (5.86)

where we have included a symmetry factor of 1/2.

We want to extract the part which is antisymmetric in µρ and symmetric in νλ, which
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should ultimately lead to a gravitational Chern-Simons term and thermal Hall effect:

Πµν;ρλAS =
1

4

(
Πµν;ρλ −Πρν;µλ +Πµλ;ρν −Πρλ;µν

)
. (5.87)

Zero temperature: Gravitational Chern-Simons term

At T =0, the integrand has Lorentz symmetry, and we can evaluate ΠAS using Feynman

parameters:

1

q2(p+ q)2(q2 −m2
t )((p+ q)2 −m2

t )
= 6

∫ 1

0
dx1dx2dx3dx4 δ

(∑
x− 1

) 1

(l2 −∆)4
, (5.88)

where

l = q + (x1 + x3)p, (5.89)

∆ = (x1 + x2)m
2
t − (x1 + x3)(1− x1 − x3)p2. (5.90)

This results in

Πµν;ρλAS (p) =− εµρσpσ(ηνλp2 − pνpλ)× 6

∫ 1

0
dx1dx2dx3dx4 δ

(∑
x− 1

)(−mt

15

)
×
∫

d3l

(2π)3
l4[10− 63(x1 + x3)(1− x1 − x3)] +O(l2)

(l2 −∆)4
.

(5.91)

To obtain the gravitational Chern-Simons term, we isolate the topological contributions by

taking the limit mt →∞. Note that only the l4 term written above can survive the mt →∞

limit. The integral can be evaluated using dimensional regularization. The result is

Πµν;ρλAS (p) =
−i
48π

sgn (mt)ε
µρσpσ

(
ηνλp2 − pνpλ

)
, (5.92)

employing the integral formula

∫
ddlE
(2π)d

(l2E)
a

(l2E +D)b
=

Γ(b− a− d
2)Γ(a+

d
2)

(4π)d/2Γ(b)Γ(d2)

1

Db−a− d
2

. (5.93)
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We can compare the above result to the gravitational Chern-Simons term (5.78), which, to

quadratic order in h, reduces to

CSg[h] = −
c

192π

∫
d3p

(2π)3
hµν(−p)εµρσ(ipσ)(p2ηνλ − pνpλ)hρλ(p). (5.94)

The correlation function is related to CSg by

Πµν;ρλAS (p) = −i
⟨
Tµν(p)T ρλ(−p)

⟩
AS

= − δ2CSg[h]

δhµν(−p) δhρλ(p)
+ (symmetrization). (5.95)

When evaluating the variation, we get a trivial factor of 2 because CSg is quadratic in h.

There is another hidden factor of 2 because, when considering variations, we have to include

all permutations of µ↔ ν, ρ↔λ, which results in four terms. One term is symmetric in µρ

and can be dropped. Another term has an apparent εµρσipσ factor. The other two terms

are not totally antisymmetric in µρ, but after antisymmetrization they give another εµρσipσ

factor. Therefore, we get a prefactor of c/(48π).

Matching Eq. (5.92) with Eqs. (5.94) and (5.95), we see that the MCS theory has central

charge c = −sgn (mt) = −sgn (k).

Finite temperature: Thermal Hall Effect

We now evaluate Eq. (5.87) at nonzero T . Since we are interested in the thermal Hall effect,

we will restrict ourselves to the energy-current sector ν = λ = 0.

Following some algebra, we find that the (p+ q)2 and q2 factor in the denominator of ΠAS

cancels out (we only write down the (µ0; ρ0) component here, but the cancellation happens

for all components):

Πµ0;ρ0AS (p) =

∫
d3q

(2π)3
−mt ε

µρσuσ(p, q)

(q2 −m2
t )((p+ q)2 −m2

t )
, (5.96)

where uσ(p, q) are three polynomials in p, q (superscripts denote components, not powers):

u0 =
1

2

[(
p1
)2
q0 + p1q1

(
p0 + 2q0

)
+ p2

(
p2q0 + q2

(
p0 + 2q0

))]
, (5.97)
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u1 =
1

2

[(
p0
)2 (−q1)+ p0q0

(
p1 − 2q1

)
+ 2

(
p1
)2
q1 + p2q1

(
p2 + 2q2

)
+ p1

(
p2q2 + 2

(
q0
)2

+ 2
(
q1
)2)]

,

u2 =
1

2

[(
p0
)2 (−q2)+ p0q0

(
p2 − 2q2

)
+ 2

(
p2
)2
q2 + p1q2

(
p1 + 2q1

)
+ p2

(
p1q1 + 2

(
q0
)2

+ 2
(
q2
)2)]

.

To proceed, we note that Πµν;ρλAS satisfies the Ward identity from both sides, so we have the

ansatz

Πµ0;ρ0AS (p) = mt ε
µρσpσA(p), (5.98)

and

A(p) =
1

p2

∫
d3q

(2π)3
−p · u

(q2 −m2
t )((p+ q)2 −m2

t )
. (5.99)

We then evaluate the finite-temperature part of A(p) by replacing the frequency integral with

a Matsubara summation ∫
dq0

2π
→ iT

∑
q0=2πiTn

.

The summation can be performed by standard contour methods; the finite-temperature part

is

Aβ(p) =
i

p2

∫
d2q

(2π)2
1(

Ep+q − Eq − p0
) (
Ep+q + Eq − p0

) (
Ep+q − Eq + p0

) (
Ep+q + Eq + p0

)
×

{
nB(Ep+q)

Ep+q

[
−p2E4

p+q + E2
p+q

(
E2

qp
2 +

(
p0
)2

(3p · q + 2p2)− p · q(p · q + p2)
)

+(p · q + p2)
(
E2

q − (p0)2
) ((

p0
)2

+ p · q
)]

−
nB(Eq)

Eq

[(
p2
(
E2

q + p · q
)
+ (p · q)2

)(
−E2

p+q + E2
q +

(
p0
)2)

+ p · q
(
p0
)2 (

E2
p+q + 3E2

q −
(
p0
)2)]}

, (5.100)

where we have dropped the zero-temperature contribution.

To determine the thermal Hall conductivity, we need to compute the Kubo conductivity

κKubo
xy and the heat magnetization MQ. As discussed earlier, because the gravitational Chern-

Simons term has three derivatives, it does not contribute to κKubo
xy or MQ, so we only need to

consider the finite-temperature contributions. By inspecting (5.100), we see that Aβ(p0,p =
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Figure 5.16: Thermal Hall conductivity due to the gauge fields, from Eq. (5.104); mt is the
topological mass.

0) = 0, and therefore, κKubo
xy = 0. Sending p0,p→ 0 in the static limit, we get

A(p0 = 0,p→ 0) =
−i
4π

[
|mt|nB(|mt|)− T ln(1− e−|mt|/T )

]
. (5.101)

The heat magnetization can be obtained from the differential equation

2MQ − T
∂MQ

∂T
= − 1

2i
∇p ×Πi0;00AS (p0 = 0,p→ 0) = −imtA(p

0 = 0,p→ 0),

where the different prefactor compared to Eq. (5.69) comes from the definition of Πµν;ρλ.

Integrating the above differential equation brings us to

MQ

T 2
= C(mt)−

1

4π
f(mt/T ), (5.102)

where

f(x) = x ln(1− e−|x|)− 2 sgn (x)Li2(e
−|x|), (5.103)

and the integration constant C(mt) is arbitrary function of mt. This leads to the thermal

Hall conductivity
κxy
T

=
2MQ

T 2
= 2C(mt)−

1

2π
f(mt/T ), (5.104)

which is plotted in Fig. 5.16.
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We choose C(mt) = − π
12 sgn (mt) such that κxy/T vanishes continuously at mt= k=0.

The physical motivations for this choice are the following. First, at k = 0, we have the usual

Maxwell theory, which should have no thermal Hall effect at any temperature. Secondly, in

the high-temperature limit T ≫ mt, the system should be insensitive to the ground-state

energy gap (∼ mt) and the related topological distinctions, so the thermal Hall coefficient

should also vanish. Therefore, κxy/T should disappear continuously at mt = k = 0 and we

fix C(mt) accordingly. In the mt →∞ limit, we obtain

κxy/T = −π
6
sgn (mt) = −

π

6
sgn (k), (5.105)

which, once again, yields central charge c = −sgn (mt) = −sgn (k).

5.5.5 Dirac Chern-Simons Theory

This section turns to a discussion of the thermal Hall response of the SU(2) Dirac Chern-

Simons theory in Eq. (5.57) in the 1/Nf expansion. In order to sidestep subtle issues with

gravitational anomalies, we will view Eq. (5.57) as an effective theory, in which the Chern-

Simons term is obtained by integrating out spectator heavy Dirac fermions. To obtain a

SU(2) Chern-Simons term at level k, we need 2|k| flavors of heavy Dirac fermions with mass

M obeying sgn(M) = sgn(k). We will always assume |M | ≫ T , while the ratio of the light

Dirac fermion to temperature, m/T , can be arbitrary.

At leading order for large Nf , we ignore gauge fluctuations, and simply add the contribu-

tions of the light and heavy Dirac fermions, using the results in Section 5.5.3. Owing to the

SU(2) gauge index carried by the Ψ fermions in Eq. (5.57), we need to multiply the contribu-

tion by an additional factor of 2 for each flavor. In this manner, we obtain the thermal Hall

conductivity

κxy = 2Nf κxy,D(m) + 4|k|κxy,D(M) (5.106)

where κxy,D(m) is the Dirac fermion contribution in Eq. (5.75). We show a plot of Eq. (5.106)

in Fig. 5.17 for Nf =2|k|= 1. In the limit |M |/T → ∞ and |m|/T → ∞, Eq. (5.106) yields

the first term in the square brackets in Eq. (5.59).
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Figure 5.17: The thermal hall conductivity computed from Eq. (5.106) upon including both
light and heavy fermions of masses m and M = −10, respectively for Nf = 2|k| = 1. The
quantized value in the topological phase at zero temperature is π/3, as expected from mean-
field theory. The temperature dependence of κxy/T calculated in this continuum field theory
is in excellent agreement with the results on the lattice model in Ref. [565].

Upon examining the effect of gauge fluctuations in the 1/Nf expansion, we find that there

are Feynman graphs which potentially contribute to the thermal Hall conductivity even at

Nf =∞. However, evaluation of these graphs shows that they vanish, as we will illustrate in

Section 5.5.5, so no corrections are needed to Eq. (5.106) at this order. We then discuss the

leading 1/Nf corrections in Section 5.5.5.

Gauge fluctuations in the Nf →∞ limit

Explicitly expanding out the non-Abelian gauge field, the appropriate modification of the

Lagrangian (5.57), for a particular fermion species, reads as

LNf ,SU(2) =

Nf∑
v=1

∑
b,s,t

iΨ̄vsγ
µ

(
∂µ −

i√
Nf

abµτ
b
st

)
Ψvt +mΨ̄vsΨvs, (5.107)

where τa are the generators of SU(2), Aµ = abµτ
b, and the coupling constant has been scaled

by 1/
√
Nf for normalization. The fermionic field is labeled simultaneously by the flavor index

v = 1, . . . , Nf as well as the color index i = 1, 2, 3; the γ (or σ) and τ Pauli matrices operate
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q, iεn

k − q/2, iωn

k + q/2, iωn + iεn

q, iεn

FIG. 1. The sole Feynman diagram contributing at leading order to gauge-field corrections in the limit
N → ∞. The dressed gluon propagator, indicated by a cross, is obtained by perturbatively integrating out
the fermions from the action S.

Figure 5.18: The sole Feynman diagram contributing at leading order to gauge-field correc-
tions in the limit Nf → ∞. The dressed gluon propagator, indicated by a cross, is obtained
by perturbatively integrating out the fermions from the action S.

in Dirac and color spaces, respectively. The fermion-gluon vertex corresponds to

1

t

s

µ; a ≡ − 1√
Nf

τast σ
µ.

(5.108)

Every fermion loop now bears an extra factor of Nf owing to the summation over flavors,

while each interaction vertex carries a factor of 1/
√
Nf . The diagram in Fig. 5.13 is, therefore,

of O(Nf ). In the limit of large Nf →∞, the only diagram that contributes at the same order

is shown in Fig. 5.18. One might naively think that there are additional diagrams beyond

Fig. 5.18 because each new fermion bubble within the gluon propagator is of O(1) in this

expansion. Typically, these contributions can be subsumed in a renormalized propagator,

denoted by a cross, by summing up the chain of bubble diagrams in a geometric series as
1

≡ + + + · · · .

(5.109)

However, in (2+1)D the Maxwell kinetic term is irrelevant and the bare (F aµν)
2 is thus sup-
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q, iεn

FIG. 1. The magnetization diagram at the same order in 1/N as Fig. ??. One of the two thermal vertices
in Fig. ?? is replaced by an energy-density vertex here.

Figure 5.19: The magnetization diagram at the same order in 1/Nf as Fig. 5.18. One of the
two thermal vertices in Fig. 5.18 is replaced by an energy-density vertex here.

pressed by higher energy scales. Indeed, in our formulation, the bare kinetic term comes from

integrating out the heavy fermions, and is proportional to 1/M . The renormalized gluon

propagator should also include the contribution from integrating out light fermions, and in

fact, it is dominated by the light fermion bubble. To derive the renormalized gluon propaga-

tor, we build upon the results of Ref. 329 for the photon propagator at nonzero temperatures

in (2+1)D U(1) gauge theories with fermionic and bosonic matter. The full expression for the

gluon propagator is detailed in Appendix D.3.3.

It is now easy to observe the absence of gauge-field corrections at leading order. Figure 5.18

is composed of two fermion bubbles, each of which, following the Feynman rules listed earlier,

translates to

T

V

∑
k,iωn,s t

(
−τast√
Nf

)
δst (iωn + iϵn/2)Tr [G(k + q/2, iωn + iϵn)σ

ν G(k − q/2, iωn)σ
µ] ,

(5.110)

where the factor of δst comes from the fact that the thermal vertex conserves color. Re-

sultantly, Eq. (5.110) is just proportional to Tr (τa) and hence, is identically zero. By the

same reasoning, the diagram for the magnetization contribution in Fig. 5.19 also vanishes.

Therefore, we conclude that upon taking Nf → ∞, there are no corrections to the thermal

Hall conductivity due to SU(2) gauge-field fluctuations.
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Gauge fluctuations at next-to-leading order

We are now positioned to consider the contributions to κxy of the theory (5.57) at order N0
f .

The Feynman diagrams which contribute to this order are shown in Figs. 5.20 and 5.21. Given

the complexity of the gluon propagator in Appendix D.3.3, and the differential equation that

has to be solved for the magnetization subtraction, we do not attempt a full numerical evalu-

ation of these graphs for general m/T . Instead, we will be satisfied by examining them in the

limit |m|/T →∞ (recall that we always take the limit |M |/T →∞). In this limit, we expect

that a description in terms of the effective Maxwell-Chern-Simons theory in Section 5.5.4

applies, and we can therefore deduce the contribution to κxy from results therein. The MCS

theory gives the second term in the bracket of Eq. (5.59). 1

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 5.20: The (a–b) density of states (DOS) and (c) Maki-Thompson [418, 639] diagrams,
which contribute to κxy for the theory (5.57) at O(N0

f ). Additionally, the magnetization
subtraction requires evaluation of the analogous graphs given by replacing a thermal vertex
with an energy-density vertex, like in Fig. 5.19.

We now argue that the DOS and MT diagrams listed in Fig. 5.20 are not important in

the |m|/T → ∞ limit. The DOS diagram is simply adding self-energy into the fermion

propagator. A standard computation yields a fermion mass correction δm ∝ e2/Nf in the

zero-momentum limit, where e2 is the coupling constant of the gauge field. The DOS diagram

can also generate fermion anomalous dimension at higher momentum. The MT diagram is

a vertex correction to the stress tensor. Using a gravitational Ward identity [82], it can be

shown that the anomalous dimension from the vertex correction cancels that from the self-

energy, and the net effect is a fermion mass renormalization δm consistent with the self-energy

calculation. We note in passing that similar behaviors have been observed in nonrelativistic

calculations [474]. As a result, a finite renormalization δm (also subleading in large Nf ) can

be ignored in the |m|/T → ∞ limit. Therefore, the important Feynman diagram in this

limit is the “Aslamazov-Larkin” diagram [21] drawn in Fig. 5.21. The triangular vertices in
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Figure 5.21: The Aslamazov-Larkin diagram responsible for the thermal Hall response at
order N0

f . The red triangles denote the effective stress tensor-gauge field-gauge field vertex
obtained from integrating out fermionic loops in Fig. 5.22.

Fig. 5.21 each reduce to the stress-energy vertex used in Section 5.5.4, as we now show.

Following the discussions of Appendix D.3.2, the gauge-invariant stress tensor of the theory

(5.107) is

Tµν =
i

2
Ψ̄γµ(

−→
∂ ν −

←−
∂ ν)Ψ +

aνb√
Nf

Ψ̄γµτ bΨ− ηµνLNf ,SU(2). (5.111)

For shorter notation, we have suppressed flavor and color indices on the fermions.

Based on the above stress tensor, there are two types of vertices contributing to the trian-

gular vertex, as shown in Fig. 5.22. The first type is a fermion triangle; the corresponding

pαa

qβb

k
µν

pαa

qβb

µν

Figure 5.22: The two types of diagrams for the triangular vertex.

effective vertex function is

Γµναβ1 (p, q)
δab

2
=

∫
d3k

(2π)3
(−1)Tr

{[
γµ

(2k + q − p)ν

2
− ηµν(

2/k + /q − /p
2

+m)

]
× i

/k − /p+m
iγατa

i

/k +m
iγβτ b

i

/k + /q +m

}
+ (pαa↔ qβb) .

(5.112)

250



Chapter 5. Chiral spin liquids and their thermal probes

The second type is a fermion bubble, and the associated effective vertex is

Γµναβ2 (p, q)
δab

2
=

∫
d3k

(2π)3
(−1)Tr

{
τ b(γµηνβ − γβηµν) i

/k +m
iγατa

i

/k + /p+m

}
+ (pαa↔ qβb) .

(5.113)

In the equations above, we have factored out the color indices on the LHS. Since we are looking

at the |m|/T →∞ limit, we will only evaluate the above integrals at zero temperature. The

integrals can be performed with the standard Feynman-parameter tricks. While it is possible

to obtain closed-form results for arbitrary momenta and mass, the resultant expressions are

too long and not very enlightening. We expand the result to second order in momenta, and

obtain

Γµναβ1 (p, q) + Γµναβ2 (p, q) =
1

12π|m|
Γµναβ(p, q), (5.114)

where Γµναβ(p, q) is the stress-tensor vertex function defined in Eq. (5.84).

Given the identity of the stress tensor above, we can now use the results of Section 5.5.4 on

the Maxwell-Chern-Simons theory to deduce the 1/Nf correction to the Dirac Chern-Simons

theory in the limit |m|/T →∞. Each U(1) gauge field yields the contribution in Eq. (5.105);

for a SU(2) gauge field, we have 3 U(1) gauge fields (which can be treated as independent at

this order in 1/Nf ), so we obtain the second term in Eq. (5.59) in the limit of large |k̂|.

5.6 Phonon Hall viscosity from phonon-spinon interactions

Inspired by experimental observations, in this chapter so far, we have proposed that the

insulating Néel state in the parent compounds of the cuprates is proximate to a quantum

phase transition to a state in which the Néel order coexists with semion topological order.

Now, we study the manner in which proximity to this transition can make the phonons of the

system chiral, by inducing a significant phonon “Hall viscosity”. Such a scenario is relevant

to the recent experiments by Grissonnanche et al. [224] and Boulanger et al. [74] suggesting

that chiral phonons are responsible for the large thermal Hall conductivities measured in the

insulating phase of several cuprate superconductors. A nonzero phonon Hall viscosity could

be a mechanism for intrinsic phonon chirality in these systems. In this fashion, the fingerprints
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of the exotic spinon excitations are encoded in the humble phononic degrees of freedom.

In this section, we will study the coupling of spinons of a square-lattice chiral spin liquid to

lattice excitations. Specifically, we will be interested in a response coefficient called the Hall

viscosity [27, 28]. Similar to the Hall conductance, the phonon Hall viscosity can appear for

phonons coupled to a gapped electronic system that breaks time-reversal symmetry. The Hall

viscosity tensor ηijkl characterizes the system’s viscoelastic response to a strain deformation

as

⟨
∂

∂ϵij
H

⟩
= λijklϵkl + ηijklϵ̇kl, (5.115)

where ϵij ≡ (∂iuj + ∂jui)/2 is the symmetrized strain tensor, and the time derivative is repre-

sented by the overdot. In the presence of C4 symmetry in two dimensions (2D), there is only

one independent component of the Hall viscosity tensor, ηxxxy [397]. Contrary to a viscosity

that is dissipative, the Hall viscosity is antisymmetric with respect to the pairs of indices (ij)

and (kl) and hence, nondissipative.

The Hall viscosity was first studied in the context of the quantum Hall effect, in which it

was shown to be proportional to the square of the electron filling density for integer quantum

Hall fluids [27, 42, 75, 200, 272, 284, 285, 491, 492, 527, 530]. In these systems, the Hall

viscosity can be calculated as the response of an appropriate continuum field theory to a

variation of the underlying geometry or spatial metric, gij . This Hall viscosity, which acts as

a Chern-Simons-type term for the frame field, was termed the gravitational Hall viscosity in

Ref. 42. Instead, our focus will be on the response of systems of phonons and the resulting

phonon Hall viscosity. While the Hall viscosity originates from the chiral spinons, we use the

term phonon Hall viscosity to indicate that the stress tensor is coupled to the lattice acoustic

phonons instead of a background spatial metric. This is appropriate because the resulting

equations of motion for the phonons have a corresponding Hall viscosity term.

Theoretically, the phonon Hall viscosity has been studied for electronic systems and topo-

logical insulators [42, 122, 272, 603, 611]. For lattice systems, such as discrete tight-binding

models, there are a priori many different ways to model the viscoelastic response, including

coupling to a lattice frame field [603] or using momentum polarization methods [645, 735].
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We will adopt a more physical “geometric bond stretching” approach, realizing the strain as

a modification to the tight-binding overlap integrals originating from the lattice sites being

displaced from their equilibrium positions. This coincides with the approach of viewing the

phonon Hall viscosity as the adiabatic response of a system to acoustic phonons [42], analogous

to the Hall conductance. Using the Kubo formula, the Hall viscosity can also be recognized

as a type of Berry curvature of the ground-state wavefunction.

While a measurement of the Hall viscosity would provide valuable information for identify-

ing phases with topological order, it has been difficult to do so in practice. Nevertheless, it is

possible to experimentally detect the phonon Hall viscosity through other physical quantities

that share the broken symmetries. For example, one such quantity is the phonon thermal

Hall conductivity, which can be nonzero only with broken time-reversal and (in-plane) mirror

symmetries. The phonon Hall viscosity leads to both intrinsic and extrinsic contributions to

the thermal Hall conductivity: the intrinsic contribution is discussed in Section B.8.5, while

the extrinsic contribution is discussed in Ref. 232.

We will study the phonon Hall viscosity induced by lattice strain couplings to a chiral spin

liquid on the square lattice. In particular, we are interested in a spin-liquid ansatz in which the

orbital coupling of the applied magnetic field drives the conventional confining Néel insulator

to a state with semion topological order [565, 665]. Recent optical experiments by de la Torre

et al. [148] indicate the presence of mirror-plane-symmetry breaking which is compatible with

this scenario. In our work, we will analyze the behavior of the Hall viscosity in both the

lattice tight-binding model and the continuum Dirac field theory. We find that the above

mentioned quantum phase transition (QPT) in the spinon sector is reflected by a divergence

in the second derivative of the phonon Hall viscosity.

The rest of the work is organized as follows. We begin in Section 5.6.1 by reviewing

the general definition of the phonon Hall viscosity and linear response theory. Section 5.6.2

introduces the mean-field chiral spin liquid model on the square lattice. We study the spinon-

phonon interactions in two settings. On the lattice, we consider phonon-fermion coupling by

“bond stretching” in Section 5.6.3, whereas for the continuum field theory, we couple phonons

and spinons based on symmetry considerations in Section 5.6.4. After commenting on some

physical consequences in Section B.8.5, we summarize and discuss our results in Section 6.6.
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5.6.1 Definition of the phonon Hall viscosity

Phonon effective action with broken time-reversal symmetry

For gapped fermionic systems, the low-energy dynamics of acoustic phonons is captured by

an effective action for u⃗(r⃗), describing the displacement of an atom from its original location.

The effective action obtained by integrating out the fermionic degrees of freedom is

Z =

∫
Dψ̄DψDu⃗ e−S(u⃗,ψ̄,ψ) =

∫
Du⃗ e−Seff(u⃗). (5.116)

In the long-wavelength limit, the phonon effective action is determined by the mass density ρ

and the elastic moduli tensor λijkl,

Seff =
1

2

∫
ddx dt

(
ρu̇j u̇j − λijkl∂iuj∂kul

)
. (5.117)

For gapless states such as metals, the phonon action will generally be nonlocal and thus cannot

be written as above.

When time-reversal symmetry is broken, there is an allowed, nondissipative Hall viscosity

term [27, 28, 42]

δS =
1

2

∫
ddx dt ηijkl∂iuj∂ku̇l, (5.118)

with ηijkl=−ηklij antisymmetric under the exchange of pairs of indices. The number of

independent components of ηijkl can, in general, be determined using symmetry. For example,

one can show that ηijkl will always vanish for a three-dimensional isotropic system. As we are

concerned with phonons in a spin-liquid background, we will restrict ourselves to d=2 in the

subsequent analysis. For simplicity, we will also assume C4-rotation symmetry, though this

requirement can easily be relaxed.

Following Ref.42, we can knead the Hall viscosity in Eq. (5.118) into a more convenient form

by defining the strain tensor ϵij and the vorticity (also called rotation) tensor θij according

to

ϵij ≡
1

2
(∂iuj + ∂jui), θij ≡

1

2
(∂iuj − ∂jui). (5.119)
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Dropping boundary terms, Eq. (5.118) can then be rewritten as

δS = 2

∫
d2x dt

[
ηH
(
ϵxx − ϵyy

)
ϵ̇xy + ηM

(
ϵxx + ϵyy

)
θ̇xy

]
. (5.120)

Here, we have defined ηH =(ηxxxy + ηxxyx)/2 and ηM = (ηxxxy − ηxxyx)/2. While boundary

terms can modify surface phonon dispersions for topological insulators and generate interest-

ing effects such as phonon Faraday rotation [603, 646], we will ignore these phenomena in our

discussion. Finally, it can also be useful to rewrite the action δS in Eq. (5.120) directly in

terms of the deformation field u⃗. In that case, there ends up being one effective Hall viscosity

coefficient η ≡ ηxxxy = ηH + ηM ,

δS =

∫
d2x dt

[
−η
2

(
∇2uxu̇y −∇2uyu̇x

)]
. (5.121)

In the calculations hereafter, however, we will follow Eq. (5.120) and discuss ηH and ηM

separately.

Definition as a response function

We can also view the Hall viscosity as a response function. To begin, we make the adiabatic

assumption that the time scale of the lattice motion is infinitely slower than that of the

fermions’ motion, so that the electronic configuration is always in its instantaneous ground

state with respect to its lattice configuration. This implies that the electronic quasiparticles

only couple to phonons that are well below their energy gap. The lattice deformation fields u⃗

then act to modify the effective hopping terms in the tight-binding Hamiltonian Ht.b. for the

electronic system and can be treated as external parameters.

In Fourier space, viewing u(q⃗)=
∑

n u(r⃗)e
iq⃗·r⃗/
√
L as parameters in Ht.b., we can first define

the two-component Hall tensor from linear response theory through the Kubo formula [42, 75]

ηab(q⃗) = lim
ω→0

1

ω

1

Ld

∫
dt eiωt

⟨[
∂Ht.b.(t)

∂ua,q⃗
,
∂Ht.b.(0)

∂ub,−q⃗

]⟩
, (5.122)

where it is clear that the Hall tensor is, by construction, antisymmetric, i.e., ηab = −ηba. This
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leads to an effective action of the form

δS =
1

2

∫
ddq⃗ dt

(2π)d
ηab(q⃗)ua(−q⃗, t)u̇b(q⃗, t). (5.123)

From Eq. (5.123), we can obtain the Hall viscosity tensor by taking the appropriate derivatives

ηijkl =
1

2
lim
q→0

∂

∂qi

∂

∂qk
ηjl(q⃗). (5.124)

5.6.2 Spin liquid ansatz and mean-field theory

Our model of interest, studied in Ref. 565, describes S = 1/2 antiferromagnets on the square

lattice with the spin Hamiltonian Hspin = H0 +HB, where

H0 =
∑
i<j

JijS⃗i · S⃗j + · · · , (5.125a)

HB = Jχ
∑
△
S⃗i · S⃗j × S⃗k −

∑
i

B⃗Z · S⃗i. (5.125b)

H0 describes nearest-neighbor spin interactions and other possible exchange terms that are

invariant under all spacetime symmetries. HB describes the coupling of the electrons to an

applied magnetic field [593]. The Jχ term couples to the scalar spin chirality and is induced

by the orbital coupling of the magnetic field to the electrons. The value of Jχ is proportional

to the small magnetic flux penetrating the square lattice. The second term in HB is the

Zeeman coupling of the magnetic field, with the electron magnetic moment absorbed in the

definition of B⃗Z . Therefore, the physical magnetic field is included in our model through

both an orbital coupling (Jχ) and a Zeeman coupling (B⃗Z). While Hspin could, in principle,

also include Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya exchange terms, we do not consider the effect of spin-orbit

interactions here.

As mentioned earlier, numerical studies of Hspin on the square [472] and other lattices

[51, 214, 234, 251, 276, 547, 691] have found evidence of a chiral spin liquid phase at small

nonzero Jχ, and it was argued in Ref. 565 that near a critical spin liquid, Jχ would be a rele-

vant perturbation leading to semion topological order. Consequently, one finds an enhanced

thermal Hall conductivity κxy even in the antiferromagnetic Néel state [565] stemming from
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Figure 5.23: The mean-field spinon ansatz defined by Eq. (5.127), with nearest (t1, black) and
second-nearest neighbor (t2, red) hopping matrix elements. The applied magnetic field induces
an orbital coupling it2, and there is a uniform π/2 flux through each elementary triangle. The
inset in the bottom-right corner illustrates the bottommost red and yellow atoms with the
dx2−y2 orbitals deviating from their equilibrium positions by u⃗(n⃗) and u⃗(n⃗+ x⃗), respectively.
The result of this deviation can be captured by changing the bond length between the two
atoms from the equilibrium length r⃗0 to the new length r⃗0 + (u⃗(n⃗+ x⃗)− u⃗(n⃗)), as discussed
further in Section 5.6.3.

the discontinuity of the zero-temperature thermal Hall response |∆κxy/T | = (π/6)(k2B/ℏ)

between the trivial and topological phases [95]. On the other hand, we will find the phonon

Hall viscosity to be continuous (but nonanalytic) across this QPT.

We begin our mean-field analysis by considering the square-lattice Néel state as the con-

fining phase of an SU(2) gauge theory of fluctuations about a π-flux mean-field state [665].

Transforming to the parton representation [3, 420], the spin operator at each site is decom-

posed as

S⃗i =
1

2
f †i σ⃗fi. (5.126)

Here, fi ≡ (fi↑, fi↓)
T represents the two-component fermionic spinon operator while σ⃗ denotes

the Pauli matrices. The mapping from the spin-1/2 Hilbert space to the fermionic one expands

the Hilbert space, and we must impose a single-site occupancy constraint in order to remain

within the physical Hilbert space. Therefore, the fermionic band structure of spinons is always

constrained to be at half-filling. Furthermore, Eq. (6.11) has an SU(2) gauge redundancy

[259, 376] and a full treatment of Hspin would also require analysis of the SU(2) gauge field
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Chapter 5. Chiral spin liquids and their thermal probes

associated with f [4, 16, 135].

In our mean-field treatment, we ignore the SU(2) gauge fluctuations. Instead, we will be

interested in a mean-field saddle point which breaks this SU(2) gauge symmetry down to U(1)

[675, 678]. Inserting the parton representation of S⃗i into Hspin and mean-field factorizing

while respecting the spacetime and gauge symmetries, we obtain the spinon Hamiltonian

[565, 576, 665, 678, 680]

Ht.b. =−
∑
i<j

(
tijf

†
j fi + t∗ijf

†
i fj

)
− 1

2

∑
i

(B⃗Z + ζi N⃗) · f †i σ⃗fi. (5.127)

Our ansatz for the spinon hopping terms tij is shown in Fig. 5.23. The nearest-neighbor

hopping terms, t1, arise from the factorization of the Heisenberg exchange couplings in H0

[Eq. (5.125a)]. The second nearest-neighbor hopping terms, ±it2, originate from the scalar

spin chirality Jχ in Eq. (5.125b), and they have the same symmetry as the orbital coupling

of the electrons to an applied magnetic field orthogonal to the lattice plane. In particular,

the field-induced couplings t2 break time-reversal and reflection symmetries but preserve their

composition. We have also assumed a nonzero Néel order N⃗ , with ζi = ±1 on the two checker-

board sublattices (A/B) of the square lattice. The Néel order is temperature-dependent in

general but for simplicity, here, we regard N as fixed. In order to minimize the energy of the

antiferromagnet with a Zeeman coupling, we take B⃗Z · N⃗ = 0. The Zeeman coupling along

the ˆ⃗z-axis originates from the perpendicular applied external field, so N⃗ lies in the xy-plane.

As there is no spin-orbit coupling, we will perform a rotation in spin space for convenience,

so that B⃗Z ∝ ˆ⃗x and N⃗ ∝ ˆ⃗z. Equation (5.127) can be written in momentum space, with

f
k⃗
≡
∑

i e
ik⃗·r⃗ifi/

√
L = (f

k⃗A↑, fk⃗B↑, fk⃗A↓, fk⃗B↓)
T , as

Ht.b. = −
∑
k⃗

f †
k⃗
h
k⃗
f
k⃗
,

h
k⃗
= 2t1 cos(kx)τ

x − 2t1 sin(ky)τ
y + 4t2 sin(kx) cos(ky)τ

z +
N

2
σzτ z +

|B⃗Z |
2

σx, (5.128)

where the Pauli matrices acting in sublattice and spin spaces are denoted by (τx, τy, τ z) and

(σx, σy, σz), respectively.

The mean-field phase diagram for this ansatz is sketched in Fig. 5.24. With our choice of a
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two-site unit cell, we obtain a total of four spinon bands, which are half filled. When the net

Chern number of the occupied bands is zero, one obtains a conventional Néel state, and the

theory for the gauge fluctuations will have no Chern-Simons term, leading to confinement.

However, when the net Chern number of the filled bands is two, we obtain a state with semion

topological order coexisting with the Néel order. With a fixed Néel order, one can thus move

between the two phases by tuning the orbital (t2) and Zeeman (B⃗Z) couplings of an applied

field. We discuss this point further in Section 5.6.3.

While this specific ansatz may appear to break lattice symmetries at first sight, the repre-

sentation Eq. (6.11) is invariant under the local gauge transformations

fi → fie
iϑi , tij → tije

i(ϑi−ϑj). (5.129)

Accordingly, the representation of lattice symmetries can be supplemented by an appropriate

gauge transformation, so the spinons f form a projective representation of the lattice symme-

try group, called the projective symmetry group [63, 675, 678]. With this gauge freedom in

mind, the spinon lattice model Ht.b. in Eq. (5.127) indeed preserves all the symmetries of the

original spin Hamiltonian Hspin, as shown in Ref. 565. We will also consider the projective

symmetries in detail when we analyze the continuum spinon theory in Section 5.6.4.

In what follows, we consider the total spinon-phonon action

Stotal = Ssp + Sph + Ssp−ph (5.130)

in both the lattice and continuum settings. The first term in Eq. (5.130) is obtained from our

ansatzHt.b. in Eq. (5.127), while the second term is obtained from the quadratic phonon action

in Eq. (5.117). On the lattice (Section 5.6.3) we deduce the necessary elastic coupling to the

fermions, Ssp−ph, from geometric bond stretching whereas in the continuum (Section 5.6.4),

we will derive the allowed elastic coupling to the fermions from symmetry considerations. Our

goal will be to integrate out the spinon degrees of freedom to obtain an effective theory for

the acoustic phonons (see also Fig. 5.25).
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Figure 5.24: The two phases of the spinon mean-field Hamiltonian Ht.b in Eq. (5.127) are
shown as a function of the second-nearest-neighbor spinon hopping t2 and the strength of the
Zeeman field |B⃗Z |. Here, we take the Néel order to be N⃗ = 0.5ˆ⃗z and measure all energies
in units of the nearest-neighbor spinon hopping t1. Both t2 and |B⃗Z | are assumed to be
linear functions of the applied magnetic field. The red dots show the points for which we plot
the temperature dependence of ηH in Fig. 5.27(b), and the dashed green line illustrates the
trajectory for which we plot the field dependence of ηH in Fig. 5.27(c).

5.6.3 Hall viscosity from spinon couplings to lattice strain fields

Given our tight-binding ansatz in Section 5.6.2, we will model the spinon-phonon coupling

through the microscopic deformation of the hopping amplitudes as the result of lattice strain,

i.e, bond stretching. As mentioned previously, we assume that the spinons only couple to low-

energy phonons with frequencies well below the spinon energy gap. There are two equivalent

ways of computing the resulting response to the lattice distortion by bond stretching. The

first is to compute the one-loop phonon effective action by integrating out the spinons [shown

in Fig. 5.25(b)]; the second is to use the linear response formalism and compute the adiabatic

Berry curvature as the result of the variation of the strain field [42, 603]. We use the first

approach here as it more closely makes contact with our later continuum calculations.

Geometric coupling through bond stretching

To introduce the method of geometric bond stretching, we will consider a generic tight-binding

model

Ht.b. =
∑
ij

tijc
†
jci, (5.131)
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where the hopping amplitude tij represents the overlap integral between the orbitals at site

i and site j with bond length (spatial separation) |r⃗0|. In models with multiple orbitals with

nontrivial symmetry properties, the change of hopping amplitudes can also have an angular

dependence. In our case here, however, Eq. (5.127) is a model with only one type of orbital

(dx2−y2) on each site of the square lattice, so, to leading order, the hopping amplitude only

depends on the distance between the two sites. Following the approach of Ref. 603, suppose

now that the bond length becomes a variable r⃗ so that we can introduce a bond stretching

of δr⃗ = r⃗ − r⃗0, illustrated in the inset of Fig. 5.23. Assuming that tij is a smooth function of

such small deformations, the hopping amplitude then becomes

t(r⃗) ≡ tr⃗i,r⃗j ≈ t(r⃗0) + δr⃗ · ∇t(r⃗)|r⃗0 +O(δr⃗
2). (5.132)

For example, the nearest-neighbor (horizontal) hopping amplitude from site n⃗ to n⃗ + x⃗ is

tn⃗,n⃗+x⃗ = t(x⃗) where x⃗ = aˆ⃗x. Letting ux(n⃗) and ux(n⃗ + x⃗) be the deformations along the
ˆ⃗x-axis of the two sites, the hopping amplitude is approximated as

tn⃗,n⃗+x⃗ ≈ t(x⃗) +
∂

∂r
t|x⃗
(
ux(n⃗+ x⃗)− ux(n⃗)

)
+O(δr⃗ 2) = t(x⃗) + a

∂

∂r
t|x⃗
(
∂xux

)
, (5.133)

where, on the second line, we have assumed that the lattice distortion is a smooth function

on the lattice scale. This is consistent with our assumption of considering only adiabatic

spinon-phonon interactions. Carrying out this procedure with our mean-field ansatz defined

in Eq. (5.127), we obtain the modified hopping amplitudes as

|tn⃗,n⃗±x⃗| ≈ t1 + λ1ϵxx, (5.134a)

|tn⃗,n⃗±y⃗| ≈ t1 + λ1ϵyy, (5.134b)

|tn⃗,n⃗±(x⃗+y⃗)| ≈ t2 + λ2(ϵxx + ϵyy + 2ϵxy), (5.134c)

|tn⃗,n⃗±(x⃗−y⃗)| ≈ t2 + λ2(ϵxx + ϵyy − 2ϵxy) , (5.134d)

expressed in terms of the strain tensor ϵij in Eq. (5.119). The coupling constants λj are

formally given by λ1≡ a (dt1/dr)|⃗a and λ2≡ (a/
√
2)(dt2/dr)|√2a⃗ in the bond-stretching pic-
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(a)

γµν,k µν,q,Ωm

k + q, ωn + Ωm

k, ωn

(b)

γµν,k

µν,q,Ωm ησ,−q,−Ωm

γησ,k+q
k, ωn

k + q, ωn + Ωm

Figure 5.25: (a) Spinon-phonon interaction vertex, as defined by Eq. (5.135). (b) The Feyn-
man diagram representing the phonon self-energy, which contributes to the one-loop effective
action and determines the phonon Hall viscosity. Note that we work in the q⃗=0 limit when
computing the Hall viscosity on the lattice. For our calculations in the continuum, we also
evaluate the same diagram though the precise notations differ.

ture. Since λj has the same symmetry as tj , we will take the two to be linearly related; their

dimensionless ratio, λj/tj will be treated as an unknown, phenomenological parameter.

Replacing the fixed hopping amplitudes in Eq. (5.127) by their strain-dependent generaliza-

tions in Eq. (5.134), one can systematically derive all spinon-phonon coupling terms; for exam-

ple, the term in Eq. (5.134a) leads to a coupling term of the schematic form f †(λ1ϵxx)(cos(kx)τ
x)f ,

where the cos(kx)τ
x piece in sublattice space originates from Eq. (5.128).

Before listing the precise structures of all of these couplings, we comment on further-

neighbor couplings. While we only include terms involving up to second-nearest neighbors

(2NN) in our spinon ansatz, higher-neighbor terms are still allowed by symmetry. Usually,

these couplings are not necessary as they are expected to be weak in magnitude and can

often effectively be taken into account by renormalizing the NN or 2NN terms. However, it

turns out that additional fourth-nearest-neighbour (4NN) terms are crucial for our analysis:

while their coupling strengths may be numerically small, their induced phonon coupling alters

the divergent behavior of ηH at the critical point, as we will see below and also consistently

reproduce later in the continuum analysis of Section 5.6.4. To include their effects, we use

the projective symmetry of Eq. (5.127) to find allowed 4NN terms with hopping strength

t4, as shown in Fig. 5.26. Following the bond-stretching procedure, we define an analogous

parameter λ4 ≡ (a/
√
5)(dt4/dr)|√5a⃗. As the t4 coupling will not modify the critical behavior of

the spinon Hamiltonian, we will take t4 → 0 so that it only enters through the spinon-phonon

coupling Hamiltonian.
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Figure 5.26: Spinon ansatz with fourth-nearest-neighbour (4NN) hopping amplitude t4 allowed
by projective symmetry.

Moreover, while it is formally possible to consider time-dependent deformations ˙⃗u, we will

not include them in our analysis since these terms will be suppressed by the ratio of the sound

velocity to the Fermi velocity (∼ t1). We comment on potential interesting effects from these

terms in Appendix D.4.2. Lastly, we note that couplings similar to the ones induced by λ4

can also arise from bond stretching in a multiorbital model; for coupling between s − p and

d − p orbitals, Eq. (5.133) would include terms that take into account the relative rotation

between sites.

Summarizing all the relevant bond stretching coupling terms, we can write the spinon-

phonon coupling as K
k⃗,Ω

= γ
µν,⃗k

ϵµν(Ω), which couples the spinon operators:

Ssp−ph =
1

L2β2

∑
ω,Ω,⃗k

f †
k⃗,ω+Ω

K
k⃗,Ω
f
k⃗,ω
. (5.135)

This interaction vertex is displayed in Fig. 5.25(a), but we will take the limit in which the

strain field, ϵ, carries no momentum, as terms dependent on the phonon momentum will lead

to higher-order anharmonic viscosity terms in the phonon effective action. The interaction

vertex γ
µν,⃗k

then reads as γ
µν,⃗k
≡
∑

i γ
i
µν,⃗k

τ i =


−2λ1 cos(kx)τx − 4λ2 sin(kx) cos(ky)τ

z; µν = xx,

−2λ1 sin(ky)τy − 4λ2 sin(kx) cos(ky)τ
z; µν = yy,

−8λ2 cos(kx) sin(ky)τ z − 16λ4[cos(ky) sin(2kx)τy + sin(2ky) sin(kx)τx]; µν = xy,

(5.136)

where γi
µν,⃗k

defines the coefficient multiplying the Pauli matrix τ i in γ
µν,⃗k

.
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Evaluation of the phonon self-energy

Given the couplings from the previous section, we will now integrate out the spinons (ψ) from

the total partition function [42, 598, 724],

Z =

∫
Dψ̄DψDu e−(Sph(u)+Ssp(ψ̄,ψ)+Ssp−ph(ψ̄,ψ,u)),

=

∫
Du e−Seff(u). (5.137)

This is equivalent to evaluating the phonon self-energy to lowest-order in the interaction

couplings and leads to a term in the phonon effective action:

δSeff =− 1

2L2β2

∑
ωn,Ωm ,⃗k

Tr
[
K
k⃗,iΩm

G(k⃗, iωn)Kk⃗,−iΩm
G(k⃗, iωn + iΩm)

]
, (5.138)

which can be represented by the Feynman diagram in Fig. 5.25(b) with the external momenta

q⃗ = 0. In the absence of the Zeeman field (B⃗Z = 0), the two spin sectors are decoupled so

we write the block-diagonal spinon Green’s function for the spin up (+) and spin down (−)

sectors as

G±(k⃗, iωn) =
iωmI+H±,⃗k · τ
(iωm)

2 −H2
±,⃗k

, (5.139)

in which H is defined from the momentum-space Hamiltonian in Eq. (5.128),

H±,⃗k ≡ (−2t1 cos kx, 2t1 sin ky,−4t2 sin kx cos ky ∓
N

2
). (5.140)

Leaving the details of the derivation to Appendix D.4.1, Eq. (5.138) leads to a Hall viscosity

ηH = − 1

L2

∑
k⃗,±

(
(1− 2nF (|H±|) + 2|H±|n′F (|H±|))

4|H±|3

)

× [Hy
±γ

z
xxγ

x
xy +Hz

±γ
x
xxγ

y
xy −Hx

±γ
z
xxγ

y
xy −Hy

±γ
x
xxγ

z
xy], (5.141)

where nF (E) = 1/(1 + eE/T ) denotes the Fermi distribution function with chemical potential

at 0, and n′F (E) denotes its first derivative with respect to E. We have also suppressed the
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Chapter 5. Chiral spin liquids and their thermal probes

momentum indices of H±,⃗k and γi
µν,⃗k

for ease of notation. The terms multiplying the thermal

factor in Eq. (5.141) should be thought of as an effective Berry curvature for the phonon Hall

viscosity, with the summation being over occupied spinon states.

The phonon Hall viscosity is shown in Fig. 5.27(a–e). Let us first concentrate on the zero

Zeeman field limit B⃗Z = 0 described by Eq. (5.141). Figures 5.27(a) and 5.27(b) show the

Hall viscosity for λ4=−0.1 while Figs. 5.27(c) and 5.27(d) display the viscosity for λ4=0.1.

Recall, as mentioned previously, that we take λ1 ∝ t1 and λ2 ∝ t2. We first observe that ηH

is an odd function of t2: this property arises from the second line of Eq. (5.141) via either the

Green’s function component Hz or the interaction vertex γixy. The viscosity vanishes when

t2 = 0 in consistency with the fact that it can only be nonzero when time-reversal and mirror

symmetries are broken. The viscosity also monotonically increases with increasing t2 across

the critical points N = ±8t2. As discussed in Section 5.6.2, t2 originates from the orbital

coupling of the magnetic field, so tuning t2 should be understood as tuning the magnetic

flux threading the square lattice. Furthermore, from Figs. 5.27(a) and 5.27(c), we notice that

although the viscosity is continuous, it exhibits a kink at zero temperature at the quantum

critical point, signaling a discontinuous first derivative. The exact difference in the slope of

ηH on either side of the critical point is nonuniversal and depends on the choice of couplings.

In our ansatz, we see that a negative (positive) λ4 leads to a smaller (larger) slope for ηH in

the topological phase.

The behavior of ηH as a function of temperature is also of experimental relevance. Fig-

ures 5.27(b) and 5.27(d) illustrate the temperature dependence of ηH for different values of t2

(while keeping B⃗Z = 0), which are indicated by the red dots in the phase diagram of Fig. 5.24.

We observe, in both cases, a plateau of ηH at small T , which scales with the distance of t2

from the critical point (here, t2,c = N/8 = 0.0625). From the plots, the extent of the plateau

can be seen to be the smallest for t2 = 0.06 and increases with changing t2 in either direction

away from the critical value. The plateau originates from the spinon energy gap, whose scale

is set by |t2 − t2,c|. At temperatures below this gap, thermal excitations fail to excite higher

spinon bands so we expect ηH to retain its zero-temperature behavior.

An interesting feature of the temperature dependence sketched in Figs. 5.27(b) and 5.27(d)

is that at intermediate temperatures above the energy gap, there is a peak in the viscosity
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for λ4=0.1 but not for λ4=−0.1. This peak is nonuniversal, being dependent on our choice

of parameters, but its behavior can actually be understood from the behavior of the kink in

ηH across the QPT. Intuitively, this can be seen as follows. In passing through the QPT,

the effective Berry curvature is exchanged between the highest occupied and lowest unoccu-

pied bands when the spinon gap closes. This is similar in essence to the process of changing

temperature, which also involves accessing the effective Berry curvature of the lowest-energy

unoccupied spinon bands as ηH gains (loses) Berry curvature from the unoccupied (occupied)

bands due to thermal excitations. For the case of λ4 = −0.1, the slope of ηH with respect to

t2 decreases across the QPT. At the QPT, Berry curvature is exchanged between the occu-

pied and unoccupied bands, so at a fixed t2, a similar redistribution of the Berry curvature

between the occupied and unoccupied bands should decrease ηH . This is exactly what occurs

at intermediate temperatures because of thermal excitations, and geometrically, this Berry

curvature exchange deforms the viscosity towards the secant through the kink, as illustrated

in Fig. 5.27(a). Therefore, it is expected that ηH decreases with increasing temperature. A

similar analysis for λ4 = 0.1 with the kink in Fig. 5.27(c) predicts that ηH will increase to

a local maximum at intermediate temperatures as thermal excitations capture larger Berry

curvature contributions from the lowest unoccupied bands. Regardless of our choice of cou-

plings, however, the Hall viscosity will eventually decay to zero at high temperatures because

the Berry curvatures from states at all energies will then contribute, and the net curvature

from all spinon bands is necessarily zero.

Under a nonzero Zeeman coupling, we expect the location of the critical points to be renor-

malized without any qualitative changes in the nature of the QPT [565]. In Fig. 5.27(e), we

turn on the Zeeman coupling B⃗Z . As discussed below Eq. (5.125a), Jχ and B⃗Z are propor-

tional to an externally applied, perpendicular field. Since t2 arises from Jχ, for simplicity,

we take t2 and B⃗Z to be linear functions of the applied out-of-plane magnetic field B, with

B= |B⃗Z |=7t2, as shown by the dashed trajectory in Fig. 5.24. We find that ηH scales linearly

with B at small field strengths.
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Figure 5.27: Hall viscosity as functions of t2, T,B and its derivative with respect to m1. We
set N = 0.5, λ1 = t1 and λ2 = 0.5t2. In (a,b) and (e,f), we choose λ4/t1 = −0.1. In (c,d),
we choose λ4/t1 = 0.1 for comparison. (a) Hall viscosity as a function of t2 for temperatures
T/t1=0, 0.1 and B⃗Z =0. The dashed lines indicate critical points at N =±8t2. The inset
shows the kink at T = 0 after zooming in, signaling a QPT. (b) Hall viscosity ηH as a function
of temperature for different orbital couplings t2 and B⃗Z = 0, shown by the red dots in phase
diagram Fig. 5.24. (c, d) The same as in (a) and (b), respectively, but with the opposite sign
of λ4. (e) Field dependence of ηH for different T . The orbital and Zeeman couplings scale
linearly with the applied external field, and here, we take B = |B⃗Z | = 7t2, which is shown by
the dashed trajectory in phase diagram Fig. 5.24. (f) The divergence in the second derivative
of ηH with respect to mass m1 near the critical point. The blue curve shows that the mass
derivative of the Hall viscosity d2ηH/dm2

1 evaluated at m1 = 0 diverges at T = 0; the yellow
curve demonstrates that d2ηH/dm2

1 has no true divergence at finite T .
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Hall viscosity near the spinon critical point

Compared to the quantized thermal Hall conductivity or the ordinary Hall conductance, the

Hall viscosity plotted in Fig. 5.27 is continuous and, at first sight, does not seem to encode

any signatures of a QPT. However, as seen in Fig. 5.27(a), it is possible for the derivatives of

the Hall viscosity to have a discontinuity or divergence at the critical point.

In the mean-field ansatz given in Eq. (5.127), by choosing appropriate mean-field orbital

coupling parameters t2 and Néel order N⃗ =N ˆ⃗z, one can tune across the topological phase

transition. In particular, at B⃗Z =0, the critical points at N =±8t2 describe the transition

between a confining Néel state and a state where the Néel order coexists with a chiral spin

liquid. At both critical points, the spectra have pairs of Dirac cones at±Q where Q = (π/2, 0).

For example, when N = 8t2, fermions in the spin-down (−) sector have a Dirac cone at Q so

that |H−,Q| = 0; a similar statement follows for the spin-up (+) sector. To examine ηH near

the QPT, we expand the spinon momentum around −Q as k⃗ = −Q+ q⃗ for small momentum

q⃗. Then, we find—to leading order in q⃗—for ηH at T = 0:

λ4[
(t2 − N

8 )q
2
xλ1 − t1λ2q2

8 |q2 + 4(t2 − N
8 )

2|3/2
+

(t2 +
N
8 )q

2
xλ1 − t1λ2q2

64 |t2 + N
8 |3

]. (5.142)

In accordance with our earlier remarks, we observe that the nonvanishing leading terms above

arise from the 4NN spinon-phonon couplings in Eq. (5.136). The second term in Eq. (5.142)

vanishes as we approach −Q. The first term appears divergent but is actually finite when we

take into account the summation over momentum, which comes with measure |q⃗|d|q⃗|.

While ηH seems well behaved, its derivatives with respect to the time-reversal-breaking

t2 can have singularities and signal a QPT of the spinons. It is convenient to rewrite our

expression as a function of the Dirac masses m1,2 = 2t2 ∓ N/4, which vanish at the critical

points. For instance, taking the second derivative of ηH with respect to m1 at the critical

point m1 = 0 (and k⃗ ≈ −Q+ q⃗) leads to a δ-function divergence

∂2

∂m1
ηH ∝∼ λ4m2

∑
q⃗

∂2

∂
m1

q2

|H
+,⃗k
|3
∼ m2∂

2
m1
|m1| −−−−→

m1→0
∞, (5.143)

where we have written λ2∝ t2∝m1+m2. As previously noted, the second derivative’s diver-
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gence manifests as a kink in ηH at the QPT. Note that without a nonzero λ4, the singularity

in ηH would only show up in its fourth derivative. The divergent behavior of ηH is present

only at zero temperature, as illustrated in Fig. 5.27(f). In the limit of N → 0, the two Dirac

masses coincide (m1 = m2), and ηH is better behaved, with the divergence appearing in the

third derivative. This is actually the behavior seen in previous works [285, 603] that explored

the case of two-orbital Chern insulators on the square lattice; we discuss this point further in

Section 5.6.4.

5.6.4 Hall viscosity from spinon couplings to continuum strain fields

In the previous sections, we studied how phonon chirality could emerge from an underlying

chiral spin liquid on the square lattice. The calculation of the continuum phonon Hall viscosity

is qualitatively the same as that for the lattice phonon Hall viscosity: we begin by defining the

spinon Hamiltonian Hsp and symmetry considerations constrain the allowed spinon-phonon

couplings. However, instead of taking into account lattice displacements through the strain

dependence of tight-binding parameters, we will see how phonon couplings emerge from a

projective symmetry analysis of the underlying spin liquid. In particular, the lattice space

group can have significant effects on the topological quantization of the phonon Hall viscosity.

Our representation-theoretic approach follows Ref. 598. We also note that the symmetry-

based approach to electron-phonon interactions has been well studied in the case of graphene

[48, 101, 231, 385, 416, 520].

Continuum low-energy theory

To define our continuum theory, we begin with our original square-lattice Néel state N⃗ = N ˆ⃗z,

given by Ht.b. in Eq. (5.127). We will also work in the regime of no Zeeman coupling, B⃗Z = 0.

While the low-energy theory and projective symmetry group of Ht.b. was already studied in

Ref. 565, we will find it convenient to first perform a local U(1) gauge transformation in

order to match the π-flux ansatz considered in Ref. 598. Our new ansatz, which is neverthe-

less gauge equivalent to Eq. (5.127), will have different couplings. The resulting projective

symmetries [263] realized on the low-energy continuum fields will dictate the allowed spinon-

phonon interactions. First, we consider a position-dependent gauge transformation of Ht.b.
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Figure 5.28: The nearest- (t1, black) and second-nearest-neighbor (t2, red) hopping matrix
elements for the ansatz in Section 5.6.4. It is gauge equivalent to the mean-field ansatz in
Fig. 5.23 using the transformations outlined in Eqs. (5.144a) and (5.144b).

in Eq. (5.127),

fn⃗ → eiπn1/2fn⃗ for n2 even, (5.144a)

fn⃗ → eiπ/2eiπn1/2fn⃗ for n2 odd, (5.144b)

where n⃗ ≡ n1x⃗+ n2y⃗. As a result, our nearest-neighbor spinon-hopping terms are given by

tn⃗,n⃗+x⃗ = i, tn⃗,n⃗+y⃗ = (−1)n1i, (5.145)

with second-nearest-neighbor chiral couplings

tn⃗,n⃗±x⃗±y⃗ = it2, for n1 even, (5.146a)

tn⃗,n⃗±x⃗±y⃗ = −it2, for n1 odd. (5.146b)

Now, we relabel our unit cell with four sites as in Fig. 5.28. The resulting Bravais lattice

vector is r⃗ = r1a⃗1 + r2a⃗2, with r1, r2 ∈ Z labeling the unit cell, and a⃗1 = 2x⃗, a⃗2 = 2y⃗. The

full form of the Hamiltonian is given in Appendix D.4.3.

Within the Brillouin zone kx, ky ∈ [−π/2, π/2), our new (but gauge-equivalent) Hamiltonian

has degenerate Dirac points at Γ = (0, 0). Near Γ, the dispersion can be described by four
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two-component (s=1, 2) Dirac fermions ψsασ. The four “flavors” (α, σ) are associated with

the two spin polarizations, σ= ↑, ↓, and an additional valley index α=1, 2. In the following,

we will suppress the (sublattice) spinor index s of ψsασ. We can perform an expansion of the

momentum-space Hamiltonian [see Eq. (D.135)] around Γ using the continuum spinor fields

ψασ:

ψ1σ(k⃗) ∼
1√
2


if
k⃗2σ

+ f
k⃗4σ

−if
k⃗1σ
− f

k⃗3σ

 , (5.147a)

ψ2σ(k⃗) ∼
1√
2


if
k⃗3σ

+ f
k⃗1σ

−if
k⃗4σ
− f

k⃗2σ

 , (5.147b)

from which the resulting Dirac Hamiltonian is

HDirac =

∫
d2k⃗

(2π)2
ψ†
ασ

[
vF
(
kxτ

x + kyτ
y
)
− 2t2(kxµ

xτx + kyµ
yτy) + 2

(
2t2τ

z − N

4
σzµzτ z

)]
ψασ,

(5.148)

where we have labeled vF = 2t1. We have defined the Pauli matrices τ to act on the spinor

(sublattice) indices, µ to act on the valley indices α, and σ to act on the spin indices. The

continuous fields also realize a projective representation of our lattice symmetries, the details

of which are summarized in Appendix D.4.3. Away from the critical points, the Dirac fermions

ψασ are gapped with a mass m1,2 = 2t2 ∓N/4 given by a combination of the orbital current

t2 and the Néel order, as in Section 5.6.3. Therefore, when t2≈N/8 close to the critical

point, we can safely integrate out the two higher-energy bands to obtain the effective spinon

Hamiltonian

Hsp = 2

∫
d2k⃗

(2π)2
Ψ†
a

(
kxτ

x + kyτ
y +mτ z

)
Ψa, (5.149)
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where we have set t1 = 1 and defined

m ≡ m1 = 2t2 −N/4, Ψa(k) =


ψ1↑(k⃗) a = 1,

ψ2↓(k⃗) a = 2.

(5.150)

From here on, we will also denote the higher-energy Dirac mass as M ≡ m2 = 2t2 + N/4.

Interestingly, the effects of the orbital current t2 and Néel order N counteract each other in the

low-energy theory [565], so that even though Hsp explicitly breaks time-reversal symmetry, it

re-emerges in the low-energy theory.

Spinon-phonon coupling vertex

In this section, we will describe a general framework for deriving the spinon-phonon interaction

Hamiltonian from symmetry considerations and then apply it to our model, Eq. (5.149).

Approaches based on symmetry have also been used to find the phonon couplings in graphene

[48, 416], but the main difference in our spin-liquid system is that the analysis needs to account

for the projective symmetry group of our ansatz. A universal procedure that does exactly

this is provided by Serbyn & Lee [598], and we will reproduce their method here to provide

background.

We begin by specifying the form of the spinon-phonon interaction Hamiltonian,

Hsp−ph =

∫
d2k⃗ d2q⃗

(2π)4
Ψ†
a(

⃗k + q)hsp−ph(k⃗, q⃗)Ψa(k⃗). (5.151)

Expanding k⃗ around the Dirac points at Γ, we allow the presence of terms of zeroth or-

der, h(0)sp−ph(q⃗), and linear order, h(1)sp−ph(k⃗, q⃗), in the spinon momentum k⃗ so that the total

interaction Hamiltonian can be written as

hsp−ph(k⃗, q⃗) = h
(0)
sp−ph(q⃗) + h

(1)
sp−ph(k⃗, q⃗). (5.152)

Often, only the zeroth-order contribution h
(0)
sp−ph(q⃗) needs to be considered, but as we will

find for the nonchiral π-flux state, h(0)sp−ph(q⃗) = 0 by symmetry. In the case of nonzero t2,

there is a single symmetry-allowed zeroth-order phonon coupling. Either way, to obtain a
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nonzero ηH , it will be necessary to also take h(1)sp−ph(k⃗, q⃗) into account. The h(1)sp−ph term can

be understood as a deformation of the spinon band structure near the Dirac points at Γ by

acoustic phonons.

Acoustic phonons can only couple to the spinons through spatial derivatives of the phonon

field, so they enter into hsp−ph(k⃗, q⃗) through the q⃗ Fourier component of u⃗(r⃗). As in the

previous subsection, we expect couplings to the time derivative of u⃗ to be suppressed by the

ratio of the sound and Fermi velocities, so we will ignore them in our analysis. Since both the

phonon fields and the phonon momenta transform under the vector representation E1 of C4v,

we can decompose the set of terms ∂iuj(r⃗) ∼ −iqiuj(q⃗) into irreducible representations as

Eph
1 ⊗ E

ph
1 = ⊕jD

ph
j , (5.153)

where Dph
j labels irreducible representations of C4v. As spinons are fermionic while phonons

are bosonic, the leading-order coupling of phonons must be to bilinears of the continuum

spinon fields ψ. Even though ψ realizes a projective representation of the lattice symmetry

group C ′
4v, the space of local spinon bilinears,

Gψ†ψ =
{
ψ†Iψ, ψ†τ iψ, ψ†µiψ, ψ†(µiτ j)ψ

}
, (5.154)

realizes regular representations in our Abelian U(1) spin liquid because the U(1) gauge factors

cancel. For non-Abelian SU(2) spin liquids, as studied in Refs. 261–263, we must restrict

ourselves to spin singlet bilinears to obtain regular representations. We omit the spin degrees

of freedom since we assume that the phonons couple to both ψ↑ and ψ↓ bilinears equally.

In similar fashion to the phonons, we can decompose the representation of all bilinears into

irreducible representations,

Gψ†ψ = ⊕jD
ψ†ψ
j . (5.155)

As h(1)sp−ph includes terms that couple spinon momenta k⃗ (transforming in the vector repre-

sentation) and bilinears, we must also consider

Esp
1 ⊗Gψ†ψ = ⊕jD

k⃗,ψ†ψ
j . (5.156)
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We observe that Hsp−ph, which could possibly contain terms like

∑
ij

(
Dph
i ⊗D

ψ†ψ
j +Dph

i ⊗D
k⃗,ψ†ψ
j

)
(5.157)

must be invariant under all symmetries. This is only possible if the representations are equal,

i.e., Dph
i =Dψ†ψ

j or Dph
i =Dk⃗,ψ†ψ

j . Therefore, pairing together basis functions of equivalent

irreducible representations between Eqs. (5.153) and (5.155) and (5.156) will give us all pos-

sible couplings in hsp−ph. Furthermore, the additional SU(2) symmetries of time reversal and

charge conjugation will impose further constraints on allowed couplings, as the phonon strain

field ∂iuj is invariant under both symmetries.

Applying this formalism to our lattice symmetry group C4v, the underlying symmetry group

of the phonons, we have

⊕jD
ph
j = A1 ⊕A2 ⊕B1 ⊕B2, (5.158)

in Eq. (5.153), with basis elements ∂xux + ∂yuy, ∂xuy − ∂yux, ∂xux − ∂yuy, and ∂xuy + ∂yux,

respectively. For the spinon sector, we can decompose the bilinears into representations of

C ′
4v,

Gψ†ψ = A1 ⊕A2 ⊕ · · · , (5.159)

Esp
1 ⊗Gψ†ψ = A1 ⊕A2 ⊕B1 ⊕B2 ⊕ · · · , (5.160)

where the ellipsis stands for irreducible representations of C ′
4v that transform nontrivially

under lattice translations; these cannot be coupled to the phonons, which transform trivially

under translations. The full results and explicit basis elements are tabulated in Section III of

Ref. 598.

The ostensibly allowed couplings between the (A1, A2) components in Gψ†ψ and Eph
1 ⊗E

ph
1

turn out to be forbidden by time-reversal symmetry, as the (A1, A2) components in Gψ†ψ,

Dψ†ψ
A1

=
{
ψ†Iψ

}
, Dψ†ψ

A2
=
{
ψ†τ zψ

}
, (5.161)

are both time-reversal odd. However, there is an allowed coupling to the A2 channel through
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the orbital current t2. Since the orbital current t2 also transforms as A2, by coupling t2 ∝

(m +M) and Dψ†ψ
A2

together, we obtain a term that transforms trivially (as A1). This term

is permitted because Dψ†ψ
A2

, like t2, is time-reversal odd, so the product t2 ·Dψ†ψ
A2

can couple

to the phonon density fluctuations. Therefore, we find

h
(0)
sp−ph(q⃗) = ig0(m+M)τ z(qxux + qyuy), (5.162)

with g0 labeling some phenomenological coupling coefficient. Note that we cannot couple mτ z

to phonons as m itself is not an irreducible representation (it includes the Néel order), but

the combination m+M = t2 is irreducible.

The bilinears in Eq. (5.160) suffer no such restriction as they are all time-reversal and

charge-conjugation invariant. The basis elements for the irreducible representations in Eq. (5.160)

are analogous to those in Eq. (5.158), with the replacement ui → τ i. Now, we can couple

each of the first four irreducible representations in Eq. (5.160) to its partner in Eq. (5.158).

For example, the A1 spinor-bilinear component is of the form

Dk⃗ψ†ψ
A2

=
{
ψ†(kxτ

x + kyτ
y)ψ
}
, (5.163)

so that the A1-A1 coupling contribution to hsp−ph will be of the form igA1(qxux+qyuy)(kxτ
x+

kyτ
y) for some coupling constant gA1 . After some simplification, the end result is

h
(1)
sp−ph(k⃗, q⃗) =i(g1qxkxτ

x + g2qykyτ
x + g3qykxτ

y + g4qxkyτ
y)ux + (x↔ y),

for phenomenological couplings gi. The gi label combinations of irreducible representations,

with g1,4 = gA1 ± gB1 and g2,3 = gB2 ± gA2 .

Evaluation of phonon polarization and Hall viscosity

As in Eqs. (5.137) and (5.138), we will now integrate out the fermion fields to obtain the Hall

viscosity for the phonon fields. From Eqs. (5.162) and (5.164a), we can define our spinon-
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phonon coupling vertices to be (rewriting in terms of the low-energy Dirac fields Ψ)

Hsp−ph =

∫
d2k⃗ d2q⃗

(2π)4
Ψ†
a(

⃗k + q)λik,quiΨa(k⃗), (5.164a)

λx
k⃗,q⃗

= i(g1qxkxτ
x + g2qykyτ

x + g3qykxτ
y + g4qxkyτ

y + g0qx(m+M)τ z), (5.164b)

λy
k⃗,q⃗

= i(g1qykyτ
y + g2qxkxτ

y + g3qxkyτ
x + g4qykxτ

x + g0qy(m+M)τ z). (5.164c)

The last term arising from the coupling of the orbital current t2=m+M in λx,yk,q has no de-

pendence on the spinon momentum k⃗. We can write the phonon self-energy, as in Fig. 5.25(b),

in Matsubara frequency space as

Πxy(q⃗, iΩm) = −
1

2

∫
k⃗,ωn

2 · Tr
[
λy
k⃗,q⃗
G(k⃗, iωn)λ

x
k⃗+q⃗,−q⃗G(k⃗ + q⃗, iωn + iΩm)

]
, (5.165)

where G(k⃗, iωn) denotes the Dirac fermion Green’s function,

G(k, ω) =
ωI+H

k⃗
· τ

ω2 −H2
k⃗

, H
k⃗
≡ (kx, ky,m). (5.166)

In Eq. (5.165), we define
∫
k,ωn
≡T

∑
ωn

∫
d2k⃗/(2π)2, and we have also included a factor of

2 to account for the two species of Dirac fermions. The Hall viscosity originates from the

off-diagonal, antisymmetric component of Πxy. In real frequency, Eq. (5.165) contributes a

term to the phonon effective action of the form

δSeff =

∫
q⃗,Ω

Πµν(q⃗,Ω)uµ(−q⃗,−Ω)uν(q⃗,Ω) (5.167)

from which we can extract

ηH = lim
q→0

lim
Ω→0
− 1

ΩLd
∂2q⃗ Im [Πxy(q⃗,Ω)] (5.168)

In our continuum model, we did not consider any coupling to the rotational strain field, so

ηM =0. Other terms in the phonon self-energy, such as the diagonal and symmetric compo-

nents, will renormalize the real part of the phonon propagator. This is a small effect that

does not contribute to the phonon chirality, so we will not consider it here. As we are only
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interested in the leading-order contributions of q and Ω, we use

λµ
k⃗+q⃗,−q⃗

= λµ
k⃗,−q⃗

+O(q⃗2) (5.169)

and neglect the anharmonic contributions. Relegating the details of the computation to

Appendix D.4.4, we find that

Πxy(q⃗, iΩm) = q⃗2(g1g2 − g3g4)
mΩ

8π
(Λ− 2|m|) + q⃗2g0(g2 − g3)(m+M)

Ω

8π
(Λ− 2|m|) ,

where Λ is a UV cutoff near the Dirac points. Then, Eq. (5.168) gives us

ηH =
1

4πL2
[(g1g2 − g3g4)m+ g0(g2 − g3)(m+M)] (Λ− 2|m|), (5.170)

after analytic continuation to real Ω. To compare the continuum result to the lattice, we need

to extract the leading nonanalytic contribution:

ηH ∼ −[g0(g2 − g3)(m+M)]|m| ∼M |m|; (5.171)

we see that the second derivative ∂2ηH/∂2m∝ δ(m) is divergent in the limit m → 0, in

agreement with what we found in Eq. (5.143) on the lattice.

From Eq. (5.170), we notice that the Hall viscosity ηH scales with the two effective couplings

g1g2 − g3g4 and g0(g2 − g3). This can be understood in the representation theory framework

presented earlier, as both g1g2−g3g4 and g0(g2−g3) transform in the A2 channel of C4v, which

descends to the A1 channel of C4 as reflection symmetry is broken in our ansatz. Further

discussions on this point are included at the end of Appendix D.4.4.

Discussion and comparison to the lattice results

Our analysis highlights that the lattice symmetries strongly constrain the allowed spinon-

phonon couplings. Therefore, though most spin-liquid phases of interest have similar Dirac

excitations and effective theories in the continuum, the allowed spinon-phonon interactions

and resulting Hall viscosity ηH in the continuum are sensitive to microscopic information
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about the phase.

We contrast our result with the quantized Hall viscosity found in Refs. 659 and 724 for

Majorana fermions in the gapless B phase of the Kitaev honeycomb model [342]. This is a

special feature of the lattice symmetry group C6v, as in addition to a trivial density fluctu-

ation coupling, the zero-flux phase [48, 598] on a honeycomb lattice allows a spinon-phonon

interaction in the E2 channel of the form

h
(0)
sp−ph(q⃗) ∼

[
(qxux − qyuy)τx − (qxuy + qyux)τ

y
]
µz (5.172)

to zeroth order in the spinon momentum k⃗ near the Dirac point, where q⃗ is the phonon

momentum. This additional coupling, in which the spinon momentum k⃗ does not appear,

should be understood as a consequence of the special symmetries of the honeycomb lattice.

Integrating out the spinons on the honeycomb lattice then leads to a discontinuous Hall

viscosity [659, 724],

ηH ∼ sgn(m), (5.173)

that depends only on the sign of the Dirac mass m. Moreover, it was found in Ref. 724 that for

the Kitaev spin liquid, ηH decreased as the magnitude of the time-reversal-symmetry-breaking

perturbation increased.

In our analysis for the square lattice, we see that the nonanalytic behavior of the continuum

ηH agrees with the lattice result, Eq. (5.141), at low energies and near the Dirac point. How-

ever, it should be noted that the continuum viscosity is in general regularization-dependent,

and only the difference in ηH between two phases is universal [284, 285]. With this in mind,

we observe that the difference in ηH across the QPT scales, at leading order, linearly with

the Dirac mass m = 2t2 −N/4 in both the lattice and continuum formulations. This differs

from the Hall viscosity obtained for the Dirac Chern insulator on a square lattice [603] in

which case, the Hall viscosity of the tight-binding Hamiltonian scales quadratically with the

Dirac mass. For the continuum Dirac field theory of the Chern insulator, introducing suitable

Pauli-Villars regulators and counterterms eliminates the dependence of the viscosity on the

UV cutoff Λ and also leads to a quadratic dependence of ηH on m [285].

In our chiral spin liquid ansatz in Eq. (5.127), the phonons are coupled directly to the
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Figure 5.29: Finite-temperature scaling of the continuum phonon Hall viscosity from
Eq. (5.174), with F1=2F2=2 and M =Λ=5. The inset shows the low-temperature plateaus
of ηH with a scale set by m.

orbital current t2 but not the effective Dirac mass m = 2t2 − N/4. This is caused by the

presence of Néel order, which does not couple to lattice distortions as it is purely an on-

site term [see Eq. (5.127)]. In the limit N → 0, the two Dirac masses coincide and for our

calculation on the lattice, ηH ∼ M |m| = m|m|, as in the case of the Chern insulator. In

the continuum, we reproduce the field theory of the Chern insulator in Refs. 284, 285, and

with further regularization, the same scaling is obtained for the Hall viscosity. In both the

lattice and the continuum, the divergence in ηH is then only visible in its third derivative

with respect to m.

Finally, our analysis can be extended to include the finite-temperature result [see Eq. (D.153)

in Appendix D.4.4],

ηH = (F1M + F2m)·
[
DΛ(T,m)− 4T log(2 cosh(|m|/2T ))

]
, (5.174)

for some function D dependent on m, T , and a UV cutoff Λ. The constants F1 and F2 are

combinations of the spinon-phonon couplings. In the limit that Λ≫ m,T , we have

ηH = (F1M + F2m)·
[
4T log (2 cosh(Λ/2T ))− Λ− 4T log(2 cosh(|m|/2T ))

]
. (5.175)
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As the hyperbolic cosine is an even and positive function, we find that the viscosity is smooth

at finite T ; this is expected because the Matsubara summation, at finite temperatures, does

not introduce any nonanalyticities. In the limit of M≫m, we see that the Λ-independent part

of ηH/(MT ) is only a function of the ratio |m|/T . The temperature and m dependence of ηH

arising from Eq. (5.174) is illustrated in Fig. 5.29. The zero-temperature value of ηH depends

on the momentum cutoff Λ. We observe, in particular, that ηH decays at high temperature

and plateaus near zero temperature, with the size of the plateau dependent on the mass gap

m. These universal features were also present in our lattice calculation, in Figs. 5.27(b) and

5.27(d).

5.6.5 Physical Consequences

For acoustic phonons, the dispersion is assumed to be ωph∝ |q⃗|+O(q⃗2), so, according to

Eq. (5.118), the Hall viscosity’s contribution to the phonon effective action is of order ∂u∂u̇ ∼

|q⃗|3u2. This is more relevant than the leading anharmonic correction, which is of order q⃗4.

Note that the other possible O(q⃗3) contribution to the phonon action

∫
d2x dt Dijklm∂i∂juk∂lum (5.176)

vanishes in the presence of inversion symmetry. In two-dimensional isotropic systems, it was

found that the Hall viscosity mixes the longitudinal and transverse modes and renormalizes

the phonon spectrum [42, 724],

∆ωph ∼ η2q3. (5.177)

However, the exact numerical prefactor of the correction, estimated to be very small by

Barkeshli et al. [42], requires knowledge of the energies associated with the appropriate spin-

lattice couplings, and the phonon spectrum cannot distinguish the sign of the Hall viscosity.

Another consequence of a Hall viscosity is phonon Faraday rotation, which describes the

rotation of the linear polarization vector of transverse acoustic phonons due to splitting in

the circularly polarized velocities [603, 632, 667].

Recently, the thermal Hall effect has emerged as a powerful probe of neutral excitations such

as spinons, prompting extensive experimental and theoretical studies in a variety of correlated
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quantum materials, including the cuprate superconductors [113, 223, 224, 233, 242, 391, 561,

565] and Kitaev materials like α-RuCl3 [35, 137, 257, 293, 325, 326, 638, 659, 707, 725, 726].

Here, we observe that a phonon Hall viscosity, in general, implies a nonzero phonon thermal

Hall conductivity by imparting a Berry curvature to the phonon energy bands. Moreover,

their relative signs can be determined given the coupling constants. As previously studied, a

phonon thermal Hall response can arise from a coupling of phonons to the magnetization of

the system [737]. More recently, in ferroelectric insulators [113], the flexoelectric coupling of

acoustic phonons to the dipole density was shown to lead to a thermal Hall response. In our

case, the Hall viscosity appears in the phonon effective action as a term analogous to those

flexoelectric couplings. For example, consider isotropic phonons in two dimensions,

Sph =
1

2

∫
d2x dt ρ ˙⃗u2 + µ1∇u⃗2 + µ2(∇ · u⃗)2, (5.178)

with mass density ρ and elastic constants µi. Assuming the Hall viscosity in Eq. (5.121), the

thermal Hall conductivity [518], in the low-temperature limit, reads

κ2dxy(T ) = −η
3ζ(3)k3B
πℏ2

[
g1√
µ1
− g2√

µ1 + µ2

]
T 2, (5.179)

g1 ≡
4µ1 + µ2
2
√
µ1µ2

; g2 ≡
4µ1 + 3µ2

2µ2
√
µ1 + µ2

.

Hence, given that η plateaus at low temperature from our analyses in Sections 5.6.3 and 5.6.4,

we see that κ2dxy/T ∝ T as T → 0 (note that we expect that κ3dxy/T ∝ T 2 at low temperature

[518]). While we are unable to make quantitative estimates of the strength of this response,

we have demonstrated that this effect generically exists for both the conventional Néel phase

and the Néel state coexisting with semion topological order in Fig. 5.24, providing an intrinsic

source of phonon chirality. With an eye towards recent experiments on the phonon thermal

Hall response in cuprates [74, 224], our proposal lays the foundation for work on possible

enhancement of heat transport due to extrinsic mechanisms in these topological systems [232].
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5.7 Conclusions

This chapter provided a broad overview of the thermal Hall effect as well as its utility in

detecting and probing chiral topological phases. Our first collection of results concerns the

thermal Hall effect of spin liquids on the square lattice using SBMFT in the absence of spin-

orbit coupling. We have discussed different spin-rotation- and translation-invariant ansätze

that break time-reversal and certain point group symmetries; these phases exhibit nonzero

scalar spin chiralities. Among the ansätze considered, only one, with magnetic point group
4
mm

′m′ and defined in Fig. 5.3, yields spinon bands with nonzero Chern numbers. As seen

in Fig. 5.5, where the Zeeman field, Bz, and temperature, T , dependence of the resulting

thermal Hall conductivity κxy is shown, the nonzero Chern numbers lead to a sizable κxy,

of order one in units of k2B/ℏ. We derived asymptotic expressions for the dependence of κxy
on T and Bz, and established that κxy/T vanishes as ∼ exp(−∆0/T ) at low T for a spin

liquid with a nonzero energy gap ∆0. Our formalism also enables us to consider states in

which spin-rotation symmetry is broken and there is magnetic order as T → 0. Any broken

spin-rotation symmetry is restored at infinitesimal temperatures in two spatial dimensions,

and within SBMFT, this can be captured by a spin liquid with a gap, ∆, which vanishes as

∆ ∼ exp(−m/T ). In this case, we found that κxy/T acquired similarly large values (Fig. 5.5),

and vanished only as a power of T as T → 0. The spin-liquid states with 4
mm

′m′ symmetry

descend from the time-reversal-preserving π-flux SBMFT states of Yang and Wang [720]. As

such, they do not have a special connection to the Néel state in the limit of a vanishing spin

gap. However, our spin liquids do include cases in which they condense to small distortions

of the Néel state, although there is no natural selection mechanism for such states, at least

in mean-field theory. The breaking of square-lattice and time-reversal symmetries to 4
mm

′m′

in our states could either be spontaneous, or simply induced by the orbital coupling of the

applied magnetic field (see Appendix D.1.1). Only for the case when the symmetries are spon-

taneously broken, there is an anomalous contribution to the thermal Hall effect, i.e., κxy ̸= 0

even when Bz = 0. Additionally, we discussed whether the DM interactions relevant to the

cuprates can give rise to a thermal Hall effect within a SBMFT treatment of the spin model in

Eq. (5.1). We identify one DM coupling vector, defined in Eq. (5.48) and in Fig. 5.6(b), which
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not only is expected to be realized in YBCO [131] but also produces a nonzero κxy. However,

as evinced by Fig. 5.8, the thermal Hall conductivity is much weaker than that of the ansatz

in Fig. 5.3 with 4
mm

′m′ symmetry, due to the absence of bands with nontrivial Chern numbers.

Employing a fermionic (instead of bosonic) description of the spinons, our main mean-field

results for thermal Hall measurements in the cuprates are in Fig. 5.11. Note the large rise in

the thermal Hall response in the conventional Néel state proximate to the phase boundary,

before it eventually vanishes at low enough T : this rise is one proposed explanation for the

observations of Grissonnanche et al. [223]. The field and temperature dependences of κxy
in Fig. 5.11 match well with observations. It is possible that stronger fields will drive the

cuprates across the quantum phase transition into a state with semion topological order, but

the stronger field also enhances the Zeeman term, and Fig. 5.11(a) shows that this term

is detrimental to such a transition. We also discussed gauge-field-fluctuation corrections to

the results in Fig. 5.11; in the topological phase such corrections renormalize the thermal

Hall conductivity from (π/3)k2BT/ℏ to (π/6)k2BT/ℏ as T → 0. Computation of the analogous

corrections at higher T and across the phase boundary in Fig. 5.11 is more challenging. The

critical theory of the phase boundary was shown to be a central actor in recent studies of

dualities of strongly interacting conformal field theories in 2+1 dimensions [8, 9, 60, 273].

The theory of interest has four different formulations which we summarize in Fig. 5.12; we

also provided lattice interpretations of all four field theories in terms of the degrees of freedom

of the square-lattice antiferromagnet. An expansion in the inverse number of matter flavors (in

analogy with Ref. 549) is a promising route to computing the universal nonzero-temperature

thermal Hall effect in these gauge theories near the quantum critical point in Fig. 5.11(a).

Let us also comment on the role of fluctuations of the Néel order parameter. Spin waves make

only a small contribution to the thermal Hall effect [561]. In two spatial dimensions, thermal

fluctuations of the Néel order restore spin-rotation symmetry at all nonzero T [105], but these

classical fluctuations are not expected to significantly modify the quantum criticality of the

topological quantum phase transition in Fig. 5.11(a), which involves no change in symmetry.

Accounting thereafter for the gauge fields, we examined the thermal Hall conductivity in

square-lattice insulators near the quantum phase transition between the Néel state and a
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state with coexisting Néel and semion topological order. This transition is described by the

Dirac Chern-Simons field theory in Eq. (5.57) for Nf = 1 and k = −1/2. The thermal Hall

conductivity is expected to obey the universal scaling form in Eq. (5.58). In the limit of low T ,

away from the critical point, |m|/T →∞, we have the exact result in Eq. (5.59) obtained via a

sophisticated mapping to conformal field theories on the boundary of the sample. We obtained

the leading- and next-to-leading-order results of Eq. (5.59) in a direct 1/Nf expansion (with

k taken of order Nf ). These computations can also be applied to other values of m/T , and

results to leading order are in Eq. (5.75) and Fig. 5.17; however, the next-to-leading order

computations are numerically demanding. One of the lessons of this computation is that

the leading contribution can be viewed as that of fermionic matter, while the next-to-leading

order terms arise from the quantum fluctuations of the gauge fields (here we are viewing the

Chern-Simons term in the field theory as arising from integrating out a massive fermionic

matter field). We applied this lesson to a model of the doped antiferromagnet described

by Eq. (5.62). This theory contains fermionic matter forming pocket Fermi surfaces: the

thermal Hall contribution of these pockets is assumed to obey the Wiedemann-Franz law. The

contribution of the gauge field was deduced from the Maxwell-Chern-Simons effective action

in Eq. (5.64), which has the thermal Hall contribution specified by (5.104). Importantly, this

contribution has a sign opposite to that of the Wiedemann-Franz contribution, consistent with

the experimental trends [223]. We note that the Dirac-fermion thermal Hall conductivity in

Eq. (5.75) and the Maxwell-Chern-Simons thermal Hall conductivity in Eq. (5.104) correspond

to distinct universal scaling functions, a consequence of the nontopological nature of the

thermal Hall effect in the quantum-critical crossover regime. The gauge-field contribution

has the correct sign to account for the additional negative contribution to κxy/T in the

pseudogap regime, as observed in Ref. 223. However, its magnitude is bounded by π/6 [see

Eq. (5.104)] for the case of a single U(1) gauge field. The observed magnitude is larger by,

at least, a factor of 2; the coupling constants in Eq. (5.64) only appear in the crossover

energy scale mt=σxy/(e
2K2), and not in the overall magnitude of κxy. It is possible that

other models of the pseudogap with additional gauge fields could account for the discrepancy.

Alternatively, the phonon contribution [113] needs to be combined with the emergent gauge

field to understand the observations, and a phonon-emergent photon coupling could provide
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the needed chirality in the phonon transport.

Finally, we analyzed the phonon Hall viscosity arising from the coupling to spin degrees of

freedom on the square lattice in a magnetic field. We employed a fermionic spinon formulation

and obtained a low-energy effective action for the phonon fields by integrating out the spinons.

Two complementary approaches were studied: first, starting from the lattice spinon model of

Ref. 565, we introduced the coupling to lattice vibrations using the physical model of bond

stretching (or equivalently, adiabatic response). In the second approach, only the relevant low-

energy spinon degrees of freedom were retained, and the resulting continuum Dirac theory

was coupled to lattice vibrations purely by symmetry considerations. Even in the continuum

limit, microscopic details about the lattice symmetry were shown to have drastic effects on the

critical behavior of ηH : as opposed to the discontinuity of ηH when changing the sign of the

effective Dirac mass m at the transition on the honeycomb lattice, we demonstrated that the

symmetries of the square lattice lead to a Hall viscosity that varies linearly with the effective

Dirac mass m, in both the continuum and the lattice theory. We also calculated ηH at finite

temperature and determined a scaling form for the ratio ηH/(TM). The Hall viscosity is a

measure of time-reversal symmetry breaking in the spinon sector, and its nonanalyticities can

serve as signatures of the field-driven topological quantum phase transition. We found that

the second derivative of the Hall viscosity with respect to the mass, ∂2mηH , diverges at the

transition (m = 0) between the two phases in Fig. 5.24 at zero temperature. This leads to

a kink in the field dependence of ηH [see Figs. 5.27(a) and 5.27(c)]. We showed that this

enhanced singular behavior—as compared to the square-lattice Chern insulator where ∂3mηH

diverges [603]—can be traced back to the presence of Néel order. In addition to previous

studies which have proposed measuring the Hall viscosity through various phononic properties

of the material, we have shown how the Hall viscosity also leads to an intrinsic thermal Hall

response. This response can potentially be enhanced by extrinsic scattering mechanisms and

may be detectable in experiments which indicate that phonons are the dominant contribution

to heat transport. As more and more experiments probe the exotic nature of topological

phases and possible spin liquid candidates, we believe that the phonon Hall viscosity can

be a powerful tool for detecting fractionalization and quantum critical phenomena. Lastly,

we note that our computations were carried out in the setting of a spinon mean-field theory.
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Gauge fluctuations can potentially change the spinon phase diagram as well as renormalize the

spinon-phonon couplings [233]. However, we expect the nonanalytic signature of a quantum

phase transition to persist. The exact effects of gauge-field fluctuations on phonon dynamics

remain an open question, and their consequences are avenues for further study.
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Kitaev spin liquids and field-induced descendants

6.1 Introduction

The zoo of quantum spin liquids includes many more species besides the Z2 spin liquid and

the chiral spin liquid that we have encountered in the last two chapters. Despite the passage

of nearly half a century since their first proposal in the 1970s, such quantum spin liquid

states have eluded conclusive experimental detection in magnetic compounds, and even today,

undisputed material candidates are few and far between [375, 476]. On the theoretical side,

however, models of these enigmatic phases are plentiful. The prototypical example of a system

with an exact spin-liquid ground state is the Kitaev model [342]. When placed in a magnetic

field, this model hosts a gapped phase with topological order, supporting Majorana fermions

and non-Abelian Ising anyons [470], which may be relevant for quantum computation [622].

Despite the seemingly contrived form of the bond-directional interactions in the Kitaev model,

variants thereof can actually be realized in some spin-orbit entangled j = 1/2 Mott insulators

[106, 302, 336]. Among these so-called “Kitaev materials” [258, 526, 642, 697, 698] are layered

iridates such as Na2IrO3 [125, 612] and La2IrO3 [613], where the iridium atoms form the sites

of a honeycomb lattice.

Another promising material in this family, which has attracted much attention recently, is
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α-RuCl3; here, the Ru3+ ions act as effective localized moments. The ground state of α-RuCl3

is known to be magnetically ordered [190, 349] in the absence of a Zeeman field, with a zigzag

antiferromagnetic pattern [94, 315, 584]. While the system orders, in zero field, at about 7 K

[107, 525], the Kitaev exchange interaction is estimated to be ∼50–90 K. This wide separation

of scales has been interpreted as evidence for proximity to Kitaev’s QSL state. However,

searching for fingerprints of charge-neutral quasiparticles that could unambiguously identify

this state is challenging with the familiar techniques that rely on electrical transport. In this

regard, a powerful probe of unconventional excitations in insulators is the by-now-familiar

thermal Hall effect, also known as the Righi-Leduc effect. As discussed extensively in the

previous chapter, recent measurements of a giant thermal Hall conductivity in several undoped

cuprate superconductors [223, 224] have offered new insights [113, 233, 242, 391, 561, 565] into

their underlying electronic phases.

The thermal Hall effect is especially of relevance to the Kitaev materials because even if the

charge degrees of freedom are frozen out, heat transport [370] can still be facilitated through

charge-neutral modes. In α-RuCl3, upon applying a Zeeman field, the intrinsic zigzag order

melts [36, 37, 308, 361], driving the system into a paramagnetic phase. If the field induces

the aforementioned topologically ordered phase, which has a chiral Majorana fermion edge

state, one would expect a half-quantized [in units of (π/6)k2B/ℏ] thermal Hall response [38] as

T → 0. Claims of such observations [325], suggesting a non-Abelian Ising anyon phase, have

sparked extensive investigation, both experimentally [35, 326, 381, 707, 726] and theoretically

[137, 293, 659, 725]. Curiously enough, a finite but unquantized thermal Hall conductivity was

also measured in α-RuCl3, over a broad range of temperatures and magnetic fields [257, 326].

This points towards a scenario where the effect of the field yields an additional U(1) QSL

phase [201]. Indeed a plethora of numerical studies [210, 265, 392, 468, 495, 542, 753] indicate

the presence of an intermediate gapless phase with spinon Fermi surfaces (SFS), between the

gapped topological order and the trivial polarized phase at very strong fields.

Motivated by these diverse observations, we examine the thermal Hall response in the

Kitaev model for a wide variety of field strengths and orientations using a parton mean-field

theory [88, 477, 573]. One of our goals will be to understand the half-quantized conductivity—

and its stability—as a function of an applied magnetic field. The quantization ceases to hold
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as the system undergoes a phase transition [550] to a field-induced U(1) spin liquid. We

systematically investigate the thermal Hall signatures of this gapless phase, including its

temperature and field dependence, and show that it is consistent with the behavior seen in

experiments. In particular, we demonstrate that an unquantized response can be obtained

from simply the pure Kitaev model, coupled to a field, without requiring any of the auxiliary

Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interactions assumed in Ref. 202.

Interestingly, similar gapless QSLs with Fermi surfaces of neutral emergent excitations can

also appear in systems lacking spin-orbit coupling. One of the most commonly studied ex-

amples of this type is the Heisenberg model on a triangular lattice. The physical importance

of this simple model is paramount as sundry QSL candidates fall in the category of layered

spin-1/2 triangular-lattice magnets, like the organic salts [359, 609, 708–710] and the transi-

tion metal dichalcogenides [345, 368, 535, 732]. In all these materials, which belong to the

family of weak Mott insulators with strong charge fluctuations [71, 250, 441, 453, 607], trans-

port measurements hint at the existence of extensive mobile gapless spin excitations. While,

conventionally, many of the Hamiltonians used to describe these compounds have included

“ring-exchange” couplings involving multiple spins, replacing these with competing two-spin

interactions between different neighboring sites leads to equally rich physics. In fact, such

competition between neighboring couplings has proved to be an essential ingredient in under-

standing potential QSL states in the triangular-lattice delafossites [141, 319, 340, 587, 723]

and rare-earth compounds [388, 389, 487, 487, 604, 605, 739, 754]. Guided by recent nu-

merical work identifying a gapless chiral spin liquid (CSL) phase on the triangular lattice

[211], we analyze the thermal Hall coefficient in a Heisenberg antiferromagnet with compet-

ing exchange terms up to third-nearest neighbors. Furthermore, we compare and contrast this

conductivity to that calculated for α-RuCl3 earlier. Our work highlights how two seemingly

disparate systems—the Kitaev and Heisenberg models—exhibit parallel unquantized thermal

Hall responses, and underscores the generality of the same.
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(a) (b)

Figure 6.1: (a) The Kitaev model on the honeycomb lattice. Each hexagon has three types
of links, labeled by x, y, or z; the interactions between nearest-neighboring spins are bond-
dependent, as prescribed by Eq. (6.1). The operations R and C6 designate reflection across
the x = y plane, and sixfold c-axis rotation, respectively. (b) A hexagonal plaquette embedded
in the three-dimensional cubic lattice. The c axis is oriented along the [111] direction. The
lattice plane in (a), c = 0, is shaded in yellow, while the blue shading marks the ac plane
(containing the magnetic field directions studied here).

6.2 The Kitaev honeycomb model

Kitaev’s eponymous model, introduced in Ref. 342, is comprised of S=1/2 spins arranged on

a honeycomb lattice, with the Hamiltonian:

Hk = Kx

∑
x links

Sxj S
x
j +Ky

∑
y links

Syj S
y
j +Kz

∑
z links

SzjS
z
j , (6.1)

where S⃗j =(Sxj , S
y
j , S

z
j ) represents the spin operator at site j. The spin and orbital degrees

of freedom are locally entangled as the interactions between nearest neighbors depend on the

type of the link. There are three nonequivalent bond directions: the z links are the vertical

bonds of the lattice, whereas the bonds angled at ±π/3 from the vertical constitute the x and

y links (see Fig. 6.1). A remarkable feature of this model is that it is exactly solvable and

hosts different QSL [81, 571, 747] ground states. It has a gapped topological phase (known

as the A phase), which is equivalent to the toric code [344] and supports Abelian anyons.

It also has a gapless phase (the B phase), which morphs to a gapped non-Abelian topolog-

ical phase, realizing Ising topological order (ITO), under a time-reversal-symmetry-breaking

perturbation. The fractionalized excitations in this gapped QSL are Majorana fermions and

Ising anyons.
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Before studying the Kitaev model in a magnetic field, it is instructive to first consider how

the zero-field model can be solved by writing the spins in terms of Majorana fermions. This

will also help us to draw a distinction with the fermionization procedure employed later in

Section 6.2.2. We first define, for each site j, four Majorana fermions {χµ} such that:

2Sαj = i χαj χ
0
j ; α = x, y, z. (6.2)

This representation induces a redundancy in the description, and in order to correctly repro-

duce the Hilbert space of a spin-1/2 particle, the constraint

χxi χ
y
i χ

z
iχ

0
i = 1 (6.3)

has to be implemented ∀ i, wherefore

2Sα = iχαχ0 = −i
ϵαβγ
2
χβχγ . (6.4)

In this formulation, the model (6.1) can be kneaded into

Hk = −1

4

∑
⟨i,j⟩

(
iKαij χ

αij

i χ
αij

j

) (
i χ0

i χ
0
j

)
. (6.5)

Physically, this can be thought of as a simple problem of Majorana fermions {χ0
i } that hop

with a bond-dependent amplitude tij = iKαijχ
αij

i χ
αij

j . A key observation by Kitaev [342] was

that the Z2 flux around each hexagonal plaquette p,

Φp =
∏

⟨i,j⟩ ∈ p

(
iχ
αij

i χ
αij

j

)
= ±1, (6.6)

is a conserved quantity at zero field. Therefore, Eq. (6.5) can be reinterpreted as describing

Majorana fermions hopping in a background Z2 gauge flux. Conveniently, Lieb’s theorem

[394] then asserts that the ground state is given by a uniform zero-flux state where Φp = +1

∀ p.

Solving the Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG) Hamiltonian for {χ0
i } in momentum space leads
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to a fermionic band structure, which encodes all the information about the (short-ranged)

spin correlations [46]. The spectrum is fully gapped if |Kz|> |Kx|+ |Ky|, which places us in

the A phase. Contrarily, if |Kz|< |Kx|+ |Ky|, one finds a graphene-like band structure with

a pair of Dirac points at zero energy, positioned at momenta ± arccos [−Kz/(2K)] (taking

Kx=Ky ≡K). This corresponds to the phase B, which carries gapped vortices and gapless

fermions. A low-energy description of this phase is thus given by Dirac fermions coupled to a

dynamical Z2 gauge field.

Moving away from the solvable limit, we now add to Hk a Zeeman coupling to the magnetic

field

Hz = −
∑
j

h⃗ · S⃗j = −
∑
i

(
hxS

x
j + hyS

y
j + hzS

z
j

)
, (6.7)

where h⃗≡ (hx, hy, hz) is the applied field, and we have absorbed the Bohr magneton µB in its

definition. Kitaev [342] proved that a generic perturbation of this kind opens up a spectral gap

in the originally gapless B phase. To see this, we can consider the effect of Hz in perturbation

theory within the zero-flux (or vortex-free) sector; for simplicity, let us assume isotropy, i.e.,

Kx = Ky = Kz ≡ K. In this low-energy sector, all perturbations vanish at first order in h,

while the second-order terms simply renormalize the original coupling K between each nearest

neighbor (abbreviated hereafter as NN). The lowest nonzero correction actually arises at third

order in the field, leading to an effective Hamiltonian

H3s ≃ −
hx hy hz
K2

∑
j,k,l

Sxj S
y
kS

z
l , (6.8)

where the summation runs over two possible configurations of three spins arranged as follows:

(and symmetry-equivalent), or

.

In terms of the Majorana fermions {χ0
i }, H3s generates second-NN hopping as well as four-

fermion interactions, and introduces a gap in the spectrum.
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Taken together, Hk+Hz+H3s now encompasses all the ingredients for a mean-field Hamil-

tonian of the pure Kitaev model (6.1) coupled to a magnetic field, which we will construct in

Section 6.2.3. Since H3s is derived above as only a perturbative approximation to Hz, includ-

ing both these terms in a theory might naively seem redundant. However, at the mean-field

level, we allow for all possible symmetry-permitted terms, so it becomes necessary to sepa-

rately incorporate the distinct first- and second-NN interactions stemming from Eqs. (6.7)

and (6.8), respectively.

6.2.1 Symmetries

To proceed further, we have to establish the space group symmetries of the Kitaev model

that must be taken into account by our eventual mean-field theory. In this regard, it is

useful to visualize the honeycomb lattice in Fig. 6.1(a) as being embedded within a 3D cubic

lattice [Fig. 6.1(b)], as is indeed the case in material realizations such as the layered iridates

[106, 526, 612, 613]. Given the strong spin-orbit coupling, all symmetry transformations must

act simultaneously on the spin and spatial degrees of freedom, which live in three-dimensional

real space (rather than on the 2D honeycomb lattice alone).

In the absence of a magnetic field, the space group is generated by the following elements.

Firstly, the Hamiltonian enjoys the translational symmetries T1,2 along the two primitive

lattice vectors n⃗1,2. One possible set of point-group generators is [729, 759]:

1. Inversion—or twofold rotation—C2; the representation of this symmetry is simply

C2 : S
x
r⃗ → SxC2r⃗

, Syr⃗ → SyC2r⃗
, Szr⃗ → SzC2r⃗

. (6.9)

2. Pseudo-mirror R∗, composed of the conventional mirror symmetry (namely, a reflection R

across the x= y plane) and a spin rotation eiπS
y
ei(π/2)S

z , which acts as

R∗ : Sxr⃗ → −S
y
Rr⃗, S

y
r⃗ → −S

x
Rr⃗, S

z
r⃗ → −S

z
Rr⃗. (6.10)

3. Improper rotation S6, defined by a sixfold rotation about the c axis, followed by a re-

flection across the c=0 lattice plane i.e., S6≡C6 · ei(2π/3)(S
x+Sy+Sz)/

√
3 such that (S6)

6=1.
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This symmetry holds only for the isotropic Kitaev model with a Zeeman field in the [1, 1, 1]

direction.

The components of these three operations acting on the 2D honeycomb lattice are sketched

in Fig. 6.1

In addition, the zero-field Kitaev model naturally possesses time-reversal symmetry. The

antiunitary time-reversal operation (Θ) has no effect on the lattice per se but acts on the spins

as iSy K, where K denotes complex conjugation. Even though Θ2=−1 for a single spin, note

that we have Θ2=+1 for the global time-reversal symmetry operation due to the bipartite

nature of the honeycomb lattice.

The time-reversal symmetry will, of course, be broken by a finite magnetic field. Further-

more, a field along a generic direction also breaks the pseudo-mirror symmetry. Both these

properties of the applied field are crucial since the presence of either time-reversal or pseudo-

mirror symmetry prohibits a finite thermal Hall conductivity. We can illustrate this point by

contrasting two specific field directions. Let κxy denote the in-plane thermal Hall conductiv-

ity, with both the temperature gradient and the ensuing heat current in the honeycomb-lattice

planes depicted in Fig. 6.1(a). Now, for example, if we take h⃗ ∥ [1̄10], parallel to the b axis,

then κxy must necessarily vanish as a consequence of the R∗ symmetry. On the contrary, if

h⃗ ∥ [11x], in the ac plane, then the pseudo-mirror and time-reversal symmetries are individ-

ually broken but their combination is preserved; in this case, one can have a nonzero κxy.

Hence, in experiments [325], the Zeeman field is aligned to be on the ac plane. We will begin

by considering a magnetic field along the [111] direction; thereafter, we generalize the orien-

tation to [11x] and observe the change in the thermal Hall response brought about by such a

rotation.

6.2.2 Parton construction

While Kitaev’s original solution of the model (6.1) entailed a rewriting of the spin variables

in terms of Majorana fermions, the correct low-energy degrees of freedom can also be singled

out by a different fermionization procedure using spinful complex fermions [88]. Guided by

this correspondence, we will use the latter formalism to study the Kitaev spin liquid and

proximate phases upon perturbing away from the exactly solvable zero-field limit.
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In the Abrikosov fermion representation [1, 4, 420] motivated above, the spin operator at

each site is decomposed as:

S⃗i =
1

2
c†i σ⃗ ci ; (6.11)

here, ci ≡ (ci,1, ci,2)
T is a two-component fermionic spinon operator, and σ⃗ denotes the three

usual Pauli matrices. Importantly, the mapping from spin-1/2 to fermions in Eq. (6.11)

expands the Hilbert space and, in order to remain within the physical subspace, we must

restrict ourselves to the fermionic states with single occupation per site. Hence, this decoupling

is to be supplemented with the constraints

c†ici = 1, c†i,1c
†
i,2 = 0, ci,1ci,2 = 0, (6.12)

and therefore, any faithful fermionic band structure of the spinons is always constrained to

be at half filling.

Related to this constraint, the parton construction outlined above exhibits an SU(2) gauge

structure [259, 376]. This can be made apparent by defining the matrix

Ci =


ci,1 −c†i,2

ci,2 c†i,1

 (6.13)

containing the spinon operators on site i. The physical spin operators can now be written in

terms of Ci as

S⃗i =
1

4
Tr
(
C†i σ⃗ Ci

)
. (6.14)

As (6.14) is invariant under a local SU(2) transformation

Ci → CiWi , (6.15)

where Wi is an SU(2) matrix, this parton construction has an SU(2) gauge redundancy. This

leads to a description of the underlying spin model as a theory of fermions coupled to an SU(2)

gauge field [4, 16, 135]. However, the actual residual gauge group can be smaller than the full
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SU(2) depending on the particular phase of interest. For instance, in the SFS state, the SU(2)

symmetry is broken down to the U(1) subgroup—this is an emergent dynamical U(1) gauge

field (as opposed to the conventional U(1) electromagnetic field under which the spinons are

charge-neutral); the associated gauge transformation that leaves the spins invariant reads as

ci → cie
iθi . Moreover, if the spinons are in a superconducting phase (such as in the CSL),

then this gauge symmetry is broken down to Z2 (ci → ±ci) by the pairing terms.

Owing to the gauge redundancy arising from the Abrikosov fermion representation, a gauge

transformation g ∈ G, with G being the residual gauge group, leaves the Hamiltonian invari-

ant. Any operation—including, in particular, the symmetry transformations listed in Sec-

tion 6.2.1—can act within this gauge space in addition to the spin degrees of freedom. Hence,

all symmetries act projectively and are defined by the corresponding left (W ) and right (G)

multiplications of the spinon matrix C in Eq. (6.13): this information, known as the projec-

tive symmetry group (PSG) [170, 678], characterizes the fractionalized phases. The PSG for

the Kitaev model was worked out by Ref. 729. In a generic gauge, c transforms to a linear

combination of c and c†. Such a description is inconvenient for U(1) SFS spin liquids, as it

would imply that pairing terms (cicj + h.c.) could be generated from purely hopping terms

(c†icj + h.c.) due to symmetry transformations alone. This drawback can be circumvented,

however, by choosing a suitable gauge [759]. We define such a gauge in the next subsection

and denote the corresponding spinon operators by fiη, f
†
iη, η = 1, 2, in the following. In that

gauge, the symmetries act as

T1,2 : fi → fi+n⃗1,2
, S6 : fi → ei

5π
6 U †

S6
fC6i

, ΘR∗ : fi → e−i
π
4 U †

ΘR∗ fR i, (6.16a)

where

US6
≡ 1 + i(σ1 + σ2 + σ3)

2
, UΘR∗ ≡ e−iσ3

π
4 . (6.17a)

Now we can see explicitly that the gauge charge of the spinons is preserved by the symmetry

implementation. This will be very convenient in the following mean-field treatment.
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6.2.3 Mean-field theory

The Kitaev honeycomb-lattice model was studied using the SU(2) fermion formalism by

Ref. 88, which showed that the description of Ref. 342 can be exactly reproduced in this lan-

guage. To be precise, the physical correlation functions of the true ground state of Eq. (6.1)

are captured by a stable mean-field theory which can be constructed as follows.

Since all the Kitaev interactions in Hk involve two spins, inserting the representation (6.11)

generates terms that are a product of four fermions; the resultant fermionic Hamiltonian is

rather complicated due to the lack of spin-rotation invariance in the model. One way to

proceed is to use a Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation [280] to decouple the four-fermion

interactions, which can be recast into interactions between a pair of fermion operators on the

sites i and j and a bosonic field (which lives on the link between them). At the mean-field level,

these four auxiliary fields assume nonzero expectation values. Imposing the self-consistency

of the expectation values, which can be expressed in terms of Kx,y,z, leads to the coefficients

of the quadratic terms of the Hamiltonian at the saddle point of interest.

However, significant physical insight can be gleaned from a phenomenological analysis of

such a mean-field description without necessarily self-consistently solving the theory. To this

end, we now discuss the representation of the Kitaev model [342] in terms of fermionic spinons,

following closely the analyses of Refs. 729 and759. Each two-spin term in the original model

(6.1) can be written as a product of four Majorana fermions, as outlined in Eq. (6.5). Carrying

out a systematic mean-field decoupling, the Kitaev model reduces to a quadratic Hamiltonian

of Majorana fermions χαA,B, with α=0, x, y, z, where A(B) connotes the sublattice index.

This consists of three types of terms:

Hmf
k = H1 +H2 +H3 (6.18)
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where H1,3 involve NN couplings while H2 couples next-NNs. These are given by

H1 = 2iJ1
∑
r⃗i

(
χ0
B(r⃗i)χ

0
A(r⃗i) + χ0

B(r⃗i + n⃗2)χ
0
A(r⃗i) + χ0

B(r⃗i − n⃗1)χ0
A(r⃗i)

)
,

H2 = 2iJ2
∑
r⃗i

(
χ0
A(r⃗i + n⃗1)χ

0
A(r⃗i) + χ0

A(r⃗i + n⃗2)χ
0
A(r⃗i) + χ0

A(r⃗i + n⃗3)χ
0
A(r⃗i)

−χ0
B(r⃗i + n⃗1)χ

0
B(r⃗i)− χ0

B(r⃗i + n⃗2)χ
0
B(r⃗i)− χ0

B(r⃗i + n⃗3)χ
0
B(r⃗i

)
,

H3 = 2iJ ′
1

∑
r⃗i

(
χzA(r⃗i)χ

z
B(r⃗i) + χxA(r⃗i − n⃗2)χxB(r⃗i) + χyA(r⃗i + n⃗1)χ

y
B(r⃗i)

)
,

(6.19)

with n⃗1,2 denoting the lattice vectors along the directions corresponding to translations T1,2

in Fig. 6.1(a). Our focus will be not so much on the precise values of J1, J2 and J ′
1 (which

can, in principle, be solved for self-consistently) but rather, on the set of phases that can be

obtained by varying them as free parameters.

Next, we need to specify how the Abrikosov fermions are constructed from the Majoranas

but this mapping is certainly not unique. You et al. [729] relate the spinon c, defined in

Eq. (6.13), to the Majorana fermions via

c1 =
1√
2

(
χ0 + iχz

)
, c2 =

1√
2
(iχx − χy) . (6.20)

However, the SU(2) gauge redundancy (6.15) connotes that we have the freedom to define

another (equally valid) set of partons fi,η, η = 1, 2, which are related to (6.14) by a gauge

transformation

Fi =


fi,1 −f †i,2

fi,2 f †i,1

 = CiWi, (6.21)

where we take W to be WA(B) on the A (B) sublattice, such that

WA = a+ i(b σ1 + a σ3), WB = e−iσ3
π
4 W∗

A eiσ3
π
4 (6.22)
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with

a =

√
1

6− 2
√
3
, b = (

√
3− 1) a. (6.23)

The utility of this exercise lies in that the gauge charge of these new spinons is always preserved

under the symmetry transformations. The Majorana Hamiltonian (6.19) can easily be re-

expressed using these modified spinons. We decompose each of the three pieces in (6.18)

individually into hopping and pairing terms, in accordance with the prescription of Zou &

He [759]. In the following, our equations employ the convention that the first lines on the

right-hand-side always contribute to Hhopping only, while the second lines add to Hpairing alone.

When expanded using the transformed spinons, H1 reads as

2iJ1χ
0
B(r⃗j)χ

0
A(r⃗i) = J1

{
f †B(r⃗j)

[(
a2 +

b2

2

)
+ (a2 − b2

2
)σ3 + abσ1 + abσ2

]
fA(r⃗i) + h.c.

+fTB (r⃗j)

[(
ia2 +

b2

2

)
+

(
ia2 − b2

2

)
σ3 + ab(1 + i)σ1

]
fA(r⃗i) + h.c.

}
.

(6.24)

All terms in H2 are of the form 2iJ2τzχ
0(r⃗j)χ

0(r⃗i), with τz = +1 (τz = −1) for the A (B)

sublattice:

2iJ2τzχ
0(r⃗j)χ

0(r⃗i) = J2

{
f †(r⃗j)

[
i

(
a2 +

b2

2

)
+ i

(
a2 − b2

2

)
σ3 + iabσ1 + iabσ2

]
τzf(r⃗i) + h.c.

+fT (r⃗j)

[(
a2 − ib2

2

)
+

(
a2 +

ib2

2

)
σ3 + ab(1− i)σ1

]
f(r⃗i) + h.c.

}
.

(6.25)

The minus sign between the two sublattices is due to the directed nature of the Majorana

hopping stemming from the effective Hamiltonian (6.8); for details of the derivation, we refer

the interested reader to Eq. (48) of Ref. 342. Finally, the terms in H3, which depend on the

type of the bond (x, y, or z), have the spinon representation

2iJ ′
1χ

x
A(r⃗j)χ

x
B(r⃗i) = J ′

1

{
f †A(r⃗j)

[(
−a2 − b2

2

)
+

(
a2 − b2

2

)
σ3 − abσ1 + abσ2

]
fB(r⃗i) + h.c.
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+fTA (r⃗j)

[(
−ia2 − b2

2

)
−
(
−ia2 + b2

2

)
σ3 − ab(1 + i)σ1

]
fB(r⃗i) + h.c.

}
,

(6.26)

2iJ ′
1χ

y
A(r⃗j)χ

y
B(r⃗i) = J ′

1

{
f †A(r⃗j)

[(
−a2 − b2

2

)
+

(
a2 − b2

2

)
σ3 + abσ1 − abσ2

]
fB(r⃗i) + h.c.

+fTA (r⃗j)

[(
ia2 +

b2

2

)
+

(
−ia2 + b2

2

)
σ3 − ab(1 + i)σ1

]
fB(r⃗i) + h.c.

}
,

(6.27)

2iJ ′
1χ

z
A(r⃗j)χ

z
B(r⃗i) = J ′

1

{
f †(r⃗j)

[(
−a2 − b2

2

)
−
(
a2 − b2

2

)
σ3 + abσ1 + abσ2

]
f(r⃗i) + h.c.

+fT (r⃗j)

[(
−ia2 − b2

2

)
+

(
−ia2 + b2

2

)
σ3 + ab(1 + i)σ1

]
f(r⃗i) + h.c.

}
.

(6.28)

Thus, we arrive at a form of the Kitaev model rewritten in terms of the spinon operators

f as the sum:

Hmf
k = Hhopping +Hpairing, (6.29)

with the detailed forms of these terms documented above. As the notation suggests, Hhopping

consists solely of hopping operators of the spinons, i.e., each term therein preserves the U(1)

symmetry. Conversely, Hpairing contains purely pairing terms of the spinons that break the

U(1) gauge symmetry down to Z2. In total, Hmf
k is described by two types of first-NN interac-

tions, of strengths J1 and J ′
1, and second-NN interactions with a coupling J2. Equation (6.8)

informs us that such a second-NN term originates from the effect of a magnetic field in third-

order perturbation theory, so, in principle, J2 should be varied as ∝ hxhyhz. This perturbative

expansion, of course, only holds for small h; in the regime of large magnetic fields, we can

think of a constant J2 as being spontaneously induced by the field.
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6.3 Transition between non-Abelian and gapless U(1) spin liquids

In light of the discussion above, we can construct the mean field Hamiltonians for the two

different phases as

HITO = Hhopping + ξ(⃗h)Hpairing +H
h⃗

(6.30a)

HSFS = Hhopping +H
h⃗
, (6.30b)

where

H
h⃗
= −

∑
i

f †i
(
hxσ1 + hyσ2 + hzσ3

)
fi (6.31)

represents the Zeeman coupling to a magnetic field in the [hxhyhz] direction. Nevertheless,

H
h⃗

should not be literally taken as the full effect of a Zeeman field, since the latter can also

renormalize the parameters in the other terms of the Hamiltonian. The strength of the pairing

ξ(⃗h) is modulated as ξ(⃗h)= (1− |⃗h|/hc1(
ˆ⃗
h))1/2 ∈ [0, 1] such that it vanishes at the critical field

hc1(
ˆ⃗
h), and ξ(⃗h)= 0 for |⃗h|>hc1(

ˆ⃗
h). Since the Higgs mechanism is responsible for the ITO to

SFS phase transition, the choice of a 1/2 power law is in analogy to the pairing amplitude of

a superconductor. In general, the critical field hc1 depends on the direction of the magnetic

field, ˆ⃗h= h⃗/|⃗h|. For concreteness, however, we will neglect this anisotropy and set hc1(
ˆ⃗
h)= 0.8

throughout this work. We reiterate that choosing a gauge that does not mix f and f † in the

symmetry transformations (6.16) is essential here since, otherwise, dropping the pairing term

would break the symmetries of the system and, as such, not constitute a proper description

of the ITO to SFS transition. Within our description, Hhopping, Hpairing, and H
h⃗

separately

preserve all symmetries in Eq. (6.16).

To match the conventions of the literature with the magnetic field along the [111] direction,

we use h not to denote the magnitude of h⃗, but instead to parameterize it as h⃗ = (h, h, h)T

for this specific orientation of the magnetic field.

Some representative dispersions of this mean-field Hamiltonian are shown in Fig. 6.2. As

the magnetic field is increased, the Fermi pockets emerge, change in size and shape, and

eventually disappear. In this process there can be Dirac crossings of the four bands, but since

such crossings always occur away from the chemical potential, they do not induce a phase
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Figure 6.2: Dispersions of the mean-field spinon Hamiltonian, Eq. (6.29), for the Kitaev model
with J1 = 1 and J ′

1 = 3.5; plotted here is ε
n,⃗k
≡ E

n,⃗k
−µ. At low fields (a,b), we take the

coefficient of the second-NN hopping to be J2=−2.5h3, in accordance with Eq. (6.8). For
h=0.7/

√
3 (a), the system is in the ITO phase; diagonalizing HITO [Eq. (6.30a)] yields eight

fully gapped bands. At h=0.8/
√
3 (b), the band structure clearly displays both electron-like

and hole-like Fermi surfaces as expected in the SFS phase. When h > 1 (c,d), H3s is no longer
perturbative, so we employ an ansatz in which J2 = −0.75 and constant; the corresponding
field strengths are (c) h=4/

√
3, and (d) h=6/

√
3. The Fermi surfaces shrink as the field is

increased, eventually leading to the gapped polarized phase (d).

transition [759].

Prior to delving into the thermal Hall response of Hmf
k , let us briefly recast the phase

diagram of the finite-field Kitaev model in the language of fermionic spinons. Firstly, the

gapless B phase, within this description, is a p-wave superconducting state of the spinons

with zero-energy excitations at nodal points [88]; these excitations, in turn, constitute a sin-

gle Dirac fermion. The Majorana fermions of the solution in Section 6.2 appear as the BdG

quasiparticles of the superconducting state. In the presence of a field, the order parameter

acquires an ip component (resulting in a weak-pairing [529] px + ipy chiral topological super-
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Figure 6.3: Phases of the isotropic Kitaev model under a magnetic field in the [111] direc-
tion, i.e., hx=hy =hz =h. Starting with the B phase at h=0, the system transitions from
a non-Abelian chiral QSL with Ising topological order, to a gapless U(1) spin liquid, and
finally, into a trivial polarized state as the field is varied. The three field-induced phases can
also be reinterpreted in terms of the fermiology of the spinons as a px + i py weak-pairing
superconductor, a metal, and a band insulator, respectively, as depicted.

conductor) and the Dirac fermion develops a mass. This leads to a gapped ITO phase—with a

non-Abelian chiral QSL ground state—which remains stable for small magnetic fields h⃗ ∥ [111]

and weak anisotropy, i.e., Kz ≃Kx=Ky =K. Recognizing the correspondence to a px + ipy

superconductor, it immediately follows that this state must break both time-reversal and

mirror-reflection symmetries as asserted previously.

Bordering the ITO phase is the gapless U(1) spin liquid, which can be interpreted as a

spinon metal. It is characterized by both electron and hole Fermi surfaces of neutral spinons,

coupled to a dynamical U(1) gauge field. This phase persists up to intermediate magnetic

fields and weak anisotropy. Increasing the [111] field further shrinks these pockets, bringing

us to the gapped polarized phase, which is just a band insulator of spinons. This is a partially

polarized magnetic phase [495] that is adiabatically connected to the trivial fully polarized

product state at high fields. As a function of the field, the magnetization monotonically

increases toward its saturation value attained when all the spins are aligned along the [111]

direction.

Finally, in the limit of strong anisotropy, one can also realize the A phase of the Kitaev

model. This gapped Z2 spin liquid corresponds to a trivial strong-pairing p-wave supercon-

ductor of the spinons [532, 677]. The state is fully gapped because the nodes in the order

parameter do not intersect the Fermi surface. When h ≪ K, the phase boundary between

the non-Abelian ITO and this Abelian toric phase follows from perturbation theory [312] as

Kz/K ≈ 2 − 38 (h/K)2 + O(h/K)4. Similarly, analyzing the properties of the toric code
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under a transverse field [159, 656, 657], the phase boundary with the polarized phase can be

analytically determined to be Kz/K ∼ (h/K)−1. The line Kz/K = 1, which we focus on, does

not cross these boundaries in the (h/K,Kz/K)-plane, so we will never actually encounter the

Abelian phase in our calculations. A schematic phase diagram summarizing the phases that

we probe below is presented in Fig. 6.3.

6.4 Thermal Hall response in the field-induced phases

Our computation of the thermal Hall response will be carried out at the parton mean-field

level, and we will not consider the consequences of gauge fluctuations. In the ITO phase, the

gauge fluctuations are fully gapped and only lead to exponentially small corrections to κxy

at low temperatures. On the other hand, the U(1) gauge fluctuations in the gapless Fermi

surface phase can lead to significant corrections: the structure of these corrections has been

discussed elsewhere [233].

6.4.1 Formalism

The thermal Hall conductivity can be computed from the microscopic Hamiltonian using a

linear-response framework. It is, however, well recognized that calculations of κxy based on a

direct application of the Kubo formula are plagued by unphysical divergences at zero temper-

ature [327, 422]. This is known to be a consequence of the broken time-reversal symmetry in

the system. Under such circumstances, a temperature gradient drives not only the transport

current, but also an experimentally unobservable circulating current [138, 615]. While the

microscopic current density calculated by the standard linear response theory encapsulates

both contributions, the circulating component has to be subtracted out for a well-defined

response since it does not facilitate heat transport. As pointed out by Qin et al. [517], this

can be achieved by carefully accounting for the electromagnetic and gravitomagnetic energy

magnetizations [413, 545], which naturally arise as corrections to the thermal transport coef-

ficients.

We now use the formalism of Ref. 517 to first compute κxy in the SFS phase, for which the

Hamiltonian [Eq. (6.30b)] does not involve any pairing terms. Transforming to momentum
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space, we have

fA(B),η(k⃗) =
1√
N

∑
k⃗

e−ik⃗·r⃗fA(B),η(r⃗), (6.32)

where A,B stand for the two sublattices, N is the number of unit cells, and η = 1, 2. The

mean-field Hamiltonian can now be expressed as

Hmf
k =

∑
k⃗

ψ†
k⃗
H(k⃗)ψ

k⃗
, ψ

k⃗
=
(
fA,1(k⃗), fA,2(k⃗), fB,1(k⃗), fB,2(k⃗)

)T
. (6.33)

Diagonalizing H(k⃗) produces the dispersion in Fig. 6.2(b–d); there are four bands, labeled

by n, with the corresponding eigenergies En,k. The thermal transport coefficient is directly

related to the Berry curvature in momentum space [327], which is given by

Ω
n,⃗k

= −2 Im

⟨
∂ u

n,⃗k

∂kx

∣∣∣∣∂ un,⃗k∂ky

⟩
, (6.34)

u
n,⃗k

being the periodic part of the Bloch wavefunction with band index n = 1, . . . , 4. For

reference, Fig. 6.4 displays Ω
n,⃗k

for the n=2 and n=3 bands (colored yellow and green,

respectively) of Fig. 6.2(b) and (c), corresponding to the SFS phase at two different fields; we

will see shortly how the variations in κxy can be connected to the momentum space distribution

of the Berry curvatures. Defining

σxy(ϵ) = −
∫
En,k<ϵ

d2k⃗

(2π)2
Ω
n,⃗k
, (6.35)

which is simply ℏ/e2 times the zero-temperature anomalous Hall coefficient for a system with

chemical potential ϵ [317, 703], the thermal Hall conductivity is given by [517]

κxy = −
k2B
ℏT

∫
dϵ (ϵ− µ)2 σxy (ϵ) f′(ϵ− µ) (6.36)

where µ is the chemical potential and f (ϵ) is the Fermi distribution function. Enforcing the

parton constraint in Eq. (6.12) fixes µ so that the system is always maintained at half filling.

For an isolated band separated from all others by an energy gap, the Chern number, which
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Figure 6.4: Berry curvatures Ω
n,⃗k

for the second, n = 2, and third, n = 3, bands (which cross
the Fermi surfaces) in Fig. 6.2(b) and (c). The profiles here correspond to h⃗ = (h, h, h)T with
(a) h=0.8/

√
3, n=2, (b) h=0.8/

√
3, n=3, (c) h=4/

√
3, n=2, and (d) h=4/

√
3, n=3.

The integrals of the curvatures over the Brillouin zone [Eq. (6.37)] define the Chern numbers,
which are (a) 2, (b) 0, (c) −1, and (d) 1.

is the integral of the Berry curvature over the Brillouin zone,

Cn =
1

2π

∫
d2k Ω

n,⃗k
∈ Z, (6.37)

is well-defined and integer-valued. Using the Sommerfeld expansion, it is easy to see that as

T → 0,
κxy
T

= −
π k2B
6 ℏ

∑
n∈ filled bands

Cn. (6.38)

Consequently, κxy/T is quantized in units of π/6 as T → 0. On the other hand, if either the

occupied bands are all topologically trivial or the net sum of their Chern numbers is zero,

then κxy eventually vanishes at T =0. Clearly, this analysis is not applicable to the SFS

state, which is gapless, but it will prove to be relevant to the polarized phase, as well as to

Section 6.5.3 below.

The story has to be modified when the Hamiltonian involves spinon pairing terms, such
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as for the ITO phase [Eq. (6.30a)], since the spinor structure in Eq. (6.33) can no longer be

used. Instead, we can manipulate the Hamiltonian into the BdG form,

Hmf
k =

1

2

∑
k⃗

Ψ†
k⃗
HBdG(k⃗)Ψk⃗

, Ψ
k⃗
=
(
fA(k⃗), fB(k⃗), f

†
A(−k⃗), f

†
B(−k⃗)

)T
(6.39)

where Ψ is an eight-component Nambu spinor; note that we have suppressed the index η =

1, 2 on each of fA,B for brevity of notation. The bands obtained upon diagonalization of

HBdG are plotted in Fig. 6.2(a); we, once again, denote the associated eigenenergies and

wavefunctions by E
n,⃗k

and u
n,⃗k

, respectively, but with the distinction that n = 1, . . . , 8. This

eight-band description necessitates a theory of the thermal Hall effect for superconductors

[475, 623, 648, 671]. The most general formalism in this regard was developed by Ref. 628,

starting from the assumptions that the BdG Hamiltonian is Hermitian and preserves particle-

hole symmetry, both of which are satisfied by Eq. (6.39). The end result is remarkably simple:

κxy = −
1

2

k2B
ℏT

∫
dϵ (ϵ− µ)2 σxy (ϵ) f′(ϵ− µ), (6.40)

lim
T→0

κxy
T

= −
π k2B
12 ℏ

∑
n |E

n,k⃗
≤0

Cn, (6.41)

where σ and Cn are defined exactly as in Eqs. (6.35) and (6.37), respectively, but for the BdG

spectrum. The crucial difference compared to Eq. (6.38) is the additional factor of 1/2, which

implies that κxy/T is now half-quantized at zero temperature. Nonetheless, if all pairing

terms were to be dropped, Eqs. (6.36) and (6.40) would yield identical answers for κxy.

Notably, the derivation of the quantum thermal Hall conductivity in Ref. 628 relies solely

on the bulk microscopic Hamiltonian without any reference to the edge whatsoever. However,

their final formula [Eq. (6.40)] is in complete agreement with the result in Ref. 529, which

studied the purely edge theory in a spinless chiral p-wave superconductor to show that the

thermal Hall coefficient in the low-temperature limit is precisely c (πT/6)(k2B/ℏ), where c =

1/2 is the central charge of the Ising conformal field theory describing the Majorana edge

state.
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Figure 6.5: Thermal Hall conductivity of the Kitaev model (in mean-field theory) as a function
of field strengths and orientations. Gapped (gapless) phases are portrayed as solid (dashed)
lines. (a) For small magnetic fields in the [111] direction, the zero-temperature value of κxy/T
is half-quantized at −π/12, which is indicative of the Majorana edge state. Increasing |⃗h|
leads to the onset of the SFS phase, whereupon we obtain an unquantized coefficient. (b)
The SFS phase transitions to the trivial partially polarized state at high fields; the latter is
characterized by a vanishing thermal Hall response as T → 0. (c) Temperature dependence of
κxy/T for a magnetic field in the [11x] direction with a fixed magnitude |⃗h|=0.8 but variable
polar angle θ with respect to the c-axis in the ac plane. (d) Scanning the angle from θ=−π/2
to θ=π/2 in increments of π/12 for a magnetic field |⃗h| = 0.6 shows clear anisotropy, with
a change of sign between θ=−π/4 and θ=−π/6. (e–f) Field dependence of κxy/T for a
magnetic field in the [11x] direction with fixed temperatures T/J1=0.1 (e) and T/J1=0.5
(f).

6.4.2 Results

The thermal Hall conductivity for the parton mean-field theory [Eq. (6.29)] of the Kitaev

model is shown in Fig. 6.5. Let us first concentrate on the low-field regime with h⃗ ∥ [111]:

under these conditions, as discussed earlier, the second-NN interactions can be regarded as

arising from the perturbative three-spin term of Eq. (6.8), so we set J2=−2.5h3. Figure 6.5(a)

illustrates that for small h, κxy/T is quantized at precisely −π/12 as T → 0 over a substantial

field range. This plateau, which is at half of the two-dimensional thermal Hall conductance

in integer quantum Hall systems, agrees perfectly with the existence of the Majorana edge

mode in the ITO phase. The negative sign simply follows from Eq. (6.41) as the Chern

numbers of the lowest four bands in Fig. 6.2(a) are {1,−1, 0, 1} and thus, sum to +1. In

the opposite limit of high temperatures (T ≫ J1), the bands are all equally populated, as
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determined by the Fermi distribution function; since the net Chern number of all the bands

is necessarily zero, the thermal Hall conductivity also vanishes as T →∞. The quantization

persists up to |⃗h| ≤ hc1 = 0.8. Increasing the field beyond this critical value results in the

formation of Fermi surfaces, as seen in Fig. 6.2(b), and the response ceases to be pinned at

−π/12. This transition from the ITO to the SFS phase is described by QCD3-Chern-Simons

theory, which has emergent gapless Dirac fermions (with Nf =1 flavors) coupled to a U(2)

Chern-Simons gauge field [273, 586, 759]. Once the Fermi surfaces begin to grow, there is

an additional component to the zero-temperature value of κxy/T , which we can quantify as

∆≡ limT→0 (κxy/T )− (−π/12). The sign of this deviation ∆ is positive in Fig. 6.5(a) and

can be understood in terms of the Berry curvatures as follows. As h is increased from hc1 ,

the electron-like Fermi surfaces near the Γ point of the Brillouin zone, as well as the hole-like

pockets near the K and K ′ points, start to expand. In the process, κxy effectively gains (loses)

some contribution from part of the third (second) band. However, from Fig. 6.4(b), we can

see that the Berry curvature of the n=3 band centered around the Γ point is negative, so,

by Eq. (6.36), the portion of the third band below the Fermi surface contributes to a positive

∆. Analogously, the curvature of the n=2 band in the vicinity of K and K ′ is positive, and

therefore, given the hole-like nature of the Fermi surfaces concerned, this too leads to a net

positive ∆.

Proceeding to even larger h, one would expect to move beyond the scope of Eq. (6.8);

therefore, we now take the parameter J2 to be a constant (instead of the earlier cubic h

dependence); physically, this amounts to asserting that a finite J2 emerges spontaneously

as the effect of an external magnetic field. Specifically, we set the ratio J2/J1=−0.75, as

suggested by the density-matrix renormalization group (DMRG) results of Zou & He [759].

Upon increasing the field, the Fermi surfaces gradually shrink [see Fig. 6.2(c)], and the system

is driven into the field-induced polarized phase. Figure 6.5(b) highlights the thermal Hall

signatures of this quantum phase transition, which can be described by Nf =2 QCD3 [759].

While we initially observe a nonzero κxy/T at zero temperature for h ≲ hc2 = 5.5, this

disappears in the partially polarized phase, for which limT→0 (κxy/T )= 0. Intuitively, this

trivial response can be deduced from Eq. (6.38) as the sum of the Chern numbers of the

occupied bands is zero. The trends of κxy/T in Fig. 6.5(b) can once again be understood,
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at least at low temperatures, in terms of the Berry curvatures for the n=2 and n=3 bands,

plotted in Figs. 6.4(c) and (d), respectively. Note that the mean-field hc2 does not match the

critical field predicted in numerics, which is unsurprising since we neglect the possibility that

the magnetic field can also nontrivially renormalize the other couplings in the Hamiltonian.

Moreover, while the sum of Chern numbers in the occupied bands is zero in the polarized

state, the Chern number of each individual band is nontrivial. However, because we expect

the excitations in the polarized state are “spin-flips”, which are bound pairs of spinons, the

spinon band topology is not directly relevant.

Thus, we have demonstrated the origin of a large but unquantized thermal Hall conductivity

in Kitaev materials, such as α-RuCl3, without assuming any spin-orbit coupling terms in the

Hamiltonian beyond those already in the original Kitaev model (6.1). This is to be contrasted

with the scenario proposed by Ref. 202, in which the spinons experience an emergent Lorentz

force in the applied field due to additional Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya (DM) interactions [162, 451].

Such a mechanism relies on the field generating a finite second-NN scalar spin chirality on the

honeycomb lattice through the DM interaction, thereby inducing an internal gauge flux for

the spinons, which gives rise to thermal Hall transport. However, our calculations above show

that the unquantized behavior of the thermal Hall effect does not hinge on DM interactions,

the microscopic forms of which are presently unclear [696], but rather, is a much more general

phenomenon.

Recall that we can also obtain a nonzero thermal Hall conductivity of O(k2B/ℏ) for a

generic vector h⃗ ∥ [11x], which lies on the ac plane. A special case of this is, of course, the

[111] direction that we have considered so far. To generalize our previous results, we present

in Fig. 6.5(c) and (d) the temperature dependence of κxy for other polar angles, θ, of the

magnetic field [293], with strengths corresponding to the SFS and ITO phases, respectively.

Note that the variation with θ changes not only the Zeeman term in Eq. (6.31) but also the

coefficient J2∝hxhyhz. Interestingly, we observe in Fig. 6.5(c) that, for small rotation angles

around θ = π/8, the zero-temperature value of κxy/T is enhanced from the quantized value in

the ITO phase. While κxy is almost invariant under change of sign of the angle θ in the SFS

state (not shown for clarity), there is a clear anisotropy in the ITO phase [see Fig. 6.5(d)], as

was noticed earlier [216, 726]; upon increasing θ from −π/2, we see that κxy/T is first half-
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quantized at a positive value, and subsequently changes sign between θ=−π/4 and θ=−π/6

to a negative value.

Finally, in Fig. 6.5(e) and (f), we show the magnetic-field dependence of κxy/T at two

different temperatures for different angles θ. At a low but finite temperature in Fig. 6.5(e),

κxy/T decreases smoothly for small magnetic field. As the field’s magnitude increases to |⃗h| =

0.6, a plateau at −π/12 for θ=0 and θ=π/24 indicates the ITO phase. We note that for lower

temperatures T/J1< 0.1 (not shown), the plateau persists for a wider range of fields. Further

increase of the magnitude of the field to |⃗h|=0.8 shows a phase transition to the SFS phase.

At a higher temperature, Fig. 6.5(f), the thermal Hall conductivity dies off approaching zero

as expected.

6.5 Triangular-lattice Heisenberg antiferromagnet

The Kitaev model, studied in the previous sections, provided a natural platform to probe the

thermal Hall transport in a gapless U(1) spin liquid: associated with the onset of Fermi sur-

faces, we found an additional zero-temperature contribution to κxy that destroys the original

quantization. To gain more insight into this generic behavior, we now turn to a different class

of spin models: Heisenberg antiferromagnets. Recent numerical evidence [211] suggests that,

on a triangular lattice, the Heisenberg model with competing interactions offers another ex-

ample of a quantum spin liquid with emergent Fermi surfaces. Importantly for our purposes,

the physics of this system, which is fully spin-rotation invariant, is inherently different from

the Kitaev model that, by construction, relies on spin-orbit coupling.

The Heisenberg model on the triangular lattice has long been the prototype to understand

the effects of competing interactions on magnetic orders [319, 340, 587, 723] and potential

QSL states [487] in several materials. We here consider exchange interactions up to third

NNs with the corresponding Hamiltonian

Hh = J1
∑
⟨i,j⟩

S⃗i · S⃗j + J2
∑
⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩

S⃗i · S⃗j + J3
∑

⟨⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩⟩

S⃗i · S⃗j , (6.42)

where Jn > 0 stands for the strength of the nth-NN exchange coupling; in particular, the

inclusion of further interactions beyond NNs alone is believed to be an important ingredient
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in stabilizing QSLs. In such a frustrated system, quantum fluctuations can induce QSL states

in the vicinity of classical phase boundaries between different magnetic orders [532, 548].

Even with J3=0, the model in Eq. (6.42) is widely recognized to host a spin-liquid phase.

The nature of this so-called J1-J2 spin liquid has been a subject of extensive debate, with

several proposed scenarios including a gapless U(1) Dirac spin liquid [274, 298, 323], a gapped

Z2 spin liquid [546, 741, 755], or competing spin liquid states [277] among others. The story

is even richer upon adding the J3 coupling; it is believed that the J1-J2 spin liquid can then

extend to a larger parameter range [295, 722]. In a recent work, Gong et al. [211] studied the

J1-J2-J3 Heisenberg model using the DMRG algorithm. Choosing J1 = 1.0 as the overall

energy scale, they identified a CSL phase in the coupling range 0 ≤ J2/J1 ≤ 0.7, 0 ≤ J3/J1 ≤

0.4, in proximity to the previously found J1-J2 spin liquid and the triple point of the different

magnetic orders. Unlike the gapped CSL phase on the kagomelattice [212, 213, 252], the CSL

phase harbored by the triangular lattice is gapless. This state spontaneously breaks time-

reversal symmetry with a finite scalar chiral order ⟨S⃗i · (S⃗j × S⃗k)⟩ for the three spins i, j, k on

a triangular plaquette. Moreover, the large central charge estimated numerically is redolent

of a scenario with emergent spinon Fermi surfaces [297, 453, 462, 607]. In light of these

observations, we will now try to understand the thermal Hall effect in this CSL phase and

compare the response to that previously evaluated for the Kitaev model.

6.5.1 Model

In order to explain the abovementioned DMRG results, Ref. 211 proposed a staggered flux

state, which could account for both the Fermi surfaces in the gapless CSL and the observed

coexisting chiral edge modes [156, 387]. As before, we construct a mean-field theory for this

state using the Abrikosov-fermion representation of spin-1/2 operators (6.14). Due to the

SU(2) spin-rotational symmetry, the Hamiltonian simplifies considerably using the identity

Ŝxi Ŝ
x
j + Ŝyi Ŝ

y
j + Ŝzi Ŝ

z
j = −1

2
c†iαcjαc

†
jβciβ +

1

4
c†iαciαc

†
jβcjβ ,

with repeated indices implicitly summed over. In a U(1) QSL, all spinon pairing terms must

necessarily vanish. Thus, carrying out the mean-field decoupling with the assumption that
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Figure 6.6: Phase diagram of the J1-J2-J3 Heisenberg model in mean-field theory [see
Eq. (6.45)]. At J2=0, the spectrum is gapless and hosts a pair of Dirac cones. By vary-
ing J3 while keeping J2 fixed, the system can be driven from a gapped J1-J2 spin liquid,
with a quantized zero-temperature κxy/T to a gapless U(1) CSL with emergent spinon Fermi
surfaces and an unquantized response. The red points indicate the values of J3 considered
for computing the thermal Hall conductivity in Fig. 6.9(a).

only fermionic hopping terms acquire nonzero expectation values, the Heisenberg Hamiltonian

H ≃
∑

i,j Jij Si · Sj reads (up to constants) as

Hmf
h =

∑
⟨ij⟩

Jij
4

∑
α

(
−ζ∗ij c

†
i,αcj,α + h.c.

)
+
∑
⟨ij⟩

Jij
4
|ζij |

2; ζij ≡
∑
α

⟨c†i,αcj,α⟩ = ζ∗ji. (6.43)

Note that in deriving Eq. (6.43), we have made use of the single-occupancy constraint (6.12)

on the parton Hilbert space to eliminate on-site terms such as ⟨c†iαciα⟩ at the mean-field level.

In principle, the ζij can be solved for self-consistently but here, for the sake of generality,

we treat them as free (bounded) parameters. The expectation values {ζij} then collectively

define a mean-field ansatz. The projective action of lattice or time-reversal symmetries on

this ansatz describes the particular spin-liquid state of interest. Specifically, we focus on a

U(1) spin liquid known as the staggered flux state [63, 390, 678]. Its PSG specifies that the

fermionic spinons transform as

cα (r⃗)
T1−→ cα (r⃗ + a1), cα (r⃗)

T2−→ (−)r1c†α (r⃗ + a2), (6.44)

under translations T1 and T2 along the unit vectors a1=(1, 0) and a2=(1,
√
3) of the triangular
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lattice, respectively. As can be seen from the factor of (−1)r1 in Eq. (6.44), the mean-field

ansatz is translationally invariant only modulo a gauge transformation, thus necessitating

the use of a two-site unit cell when working in a fixed gauge. In spite of the unit cell being

doubled, the projected wavefunction, of course, preserves the lattice translation symmetries

along both a1,2.

6.5.2 Ansatz for the staggered flux state

In this subsection, we summarize the details for the staggered flux state proposed by Gong

et al. [211] to explain their numerical observation of a gapless CSL in the J1- J2- J3 Heisenberg

model.

The structure of the mean-field theory that we study is as follows. Since the underlying

spin model retains couplings up to third-NN sites, it is only natural to allow for all symmetry-

allowed hopping terms up to the same range in the mean-field ansatz. To wit, we take

Hmf
h = J1H1 + J2H2 + J3H3, (6.45)

where Hi describes hopping between ith neighbors.The ground state is always at half filling

of the fermionic spinons. For the purpose of our discussion, it suffices to consider only one of

the two species of spinons; the Hamiltonian for the other species is identical.

To begin, we note that the unit cell is doubled in the mean-field ansatz [524]. Defining the

three NN vectors

δ1 = (1, 0) = a1, δ2 =

(
1

2
,

√
3

2

)
=

a2
2
, δ3 =

(
−1

2
,

√
3

2

)
=

a2
2
− a1, (6.46)

the hopping Hamiltonians Hi can be explicitly written as

H1 = ζ
∑
r⃗

(
eiϕ1c†r⃗cr⃗+δ1 + e−iϕ1c†r⃗+δ2cr⃗+δ1+δ2 + eiϕ2c†r⃗cr⃗+δ2 − e−iϕ2c†r⃗+δ2cr⃗+2δ2

+c†r⃗cr⃗+δ3 + c†r⃗+δ2cr⃗+δ3+δ2 + h.c.

)
, (6.47)

H2 = λ
∑
r⃗

(
eiφ1c†r⃗cr⃗+δ1+δ2 + e−iφ1c†r⃗+δ2cr⃗+δ1+2δ2

+ eiφ2c†r⃗cr⃗+δ2+δ3 + e−iφ2c†r⃗+δ2cr⃗+2δ2+δ3
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+eiφ3c†r⃗cr⃗+δ3−δ1 − e−iφ3c†r⃗+δ2cr⃗+δ2+δ3−δ1 + h.c.

)
, (6.48)

H3 = ρ
∑
r⃗

(
eiγ1c†r⃗cr⃗+2δ1

− e−iγ1c†r⃗+δ2cr⃗+δ2+2δ1
+ eiγ2c†r⃗cr⃗+2δ2

− e−iγ2c†r⃗+δ2cr⃗+3δ2

+eiγ3c†r⃗cr⃗+2δ3
− e−iγ3c†r⃗+δ2cr⃗+δ2+2δ3

+ h.c.

)
. (6.49)

While we set the NN-hopping strength ζ to unity without loss of generality, the real-valued

amplitudes λ and ρ are still allowed to vary freely. To ensure compatibility with the DMRG re-

sults of Ref. 211, we choose λ=1.0, and ρ=3.0, with the accompanying phases ϕ1=ϕ2=π/2,

φ1=φ2=φ3=0, and γ1= γ2= γ3=π/2.

The mean-field phase diagram and band structures determined from this ansatz are sketched

in Figs. 6.6 and Fig. 6.7, respectively. On setting ϕ1=ϕ2=π/2, the ansatz with NN hopping

alone reduces to the familiar π-flux U(1) QSL state [405], and we see that the spectrum exhibits

a pair of Dirac cones, centered at half filling, for each spinon species as drawn in Fig. 6.7(a).

However, one can also engineer any other value of the flux threading each plaquette through

a suitable choice of the phases ϕ1,2. Inclusion of the second- (or third-) NN hoppings results

in the opening of a direct gap at each Dirac cone. The resultant (fully gapped) bands are

topologically nontrivial, with Chern numbers C =±1; from the bulk-boundary correspondence

[247, 641], this gives rise to the chiral edge state. Lastly, the third-NN hoppings split the

degeneracy of the two Dirac cones, generating a particle-like and a hole-like SFS, one around

each Dirac point [blue and red, respectively, in Fig. 6.7(e)]. These terms do not alter any of

the topological properties, which are controlled instead by J2. Since the mean-field ground

state is, once again, at half filling by virtue of Eq. (6.12), the particle- and hole-like Fermi

surfaces are always perfectly compensated.

So far, we have regarded the couplings Ji as material parameters which are inherent to the

particular quantum magnet under consideration and thus, cannot be easily varied. For the

purpose of tunability, therefore, it is useful to consider the coupling to an external field, as

a function of which, the system can be driven across a phase transition between the J1-J2

spin liquid and the CSL. Note that time-reversal symmetry is already broken by a nonzero

J2 in Eq. (6.45) (i.e., there does not exist a gauge transformation which, combined with the
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Figure 6.7: Band structure of the staggered flux ansatz [Eq. (6.45)] along high-symmetry lines
with mean-field parameters as follows. The amplitudes of the first-, second-, and third-NN
hoppings are ζ =1.0, λ=1.0, and ρ=3.0; the associated phases are ϕ1=ϕ2=π/2, φ1 = φ2 =
φ3 = 0, and γ1= γ2= γ3=π/2, respectively. Each band is doubly degenerate as the two
spinon species have identical energies. (a) At J2=J3= 0, there are two Dirac cones in the
spectrum. (b) Adding a nonzero J2=0.3 gaps them out. (c) A small J3=0.04/ρ shifts the
two cones unequally; note that the state is still gapped at this stage. (d) Finally, beyond a
threshold J3, Fermi surfaces emerge as plotted here for J3=0.16/ρ. (e) The blue and yellow
pockets trace out electron-like and hole-like Fermi surfaces, respectively. Owing to our choice
of a two-site unit cell, the Brillouin zone is defined as the region enclosed by the dashed
rectangle. (f) The Berry curvature is a function of J2 alone; for each of the two bands, its
distribution in momentum space is peaked at the k⃗-vectors of the original Dirac points.
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action of the TRS operation, leaves the ansatz invariant)—this points toward a natural route

to incorporating the effect of a magnetic field, as in the Kitaev model. However, H2 also

breaks further symmetries, including reflections, C2 rotation, as well as the combination of

reflection and time-reversal: so, as it stands, H2 lacks the correct symmetries to describe

a physical magnetic field perpendicular to the plane of the system. Similar considerations

apply to H3—which breaks the degeneracy of the Dirac points—as well. In fact, any term

breaking the degeneracy of the Dirac points in this model cannot have the symmetries of a

perpendicular magnetic field.

This immediately implies that a Fermi surface cannot arise from field-induced couplings in

this particular model because in order to have a Fermi surface, the degeneracy of the Dirac

points at k⃗=(0, π/2
√
3) and (π, π/2

√
3) must be broken; we now prove this statement explic-

itly. After a Fourier transformation, a general coupling contributes a term to the Hamiltonian

in the form of

∑
k⃗

η†
k⃗

(
v0(k⃗)I+

3∑
i=1

vi(k)σ
i

)
η
k⃗
, η

k⃗
=
(
c
k⃗,+
, c
k⃗,−

)T
, (6.50)

where we have denoted I to be the identity matrix and +,− to be sublattice labels. Under

this coupling, the energy of the (possibly gapped) Dirac points are shifted by v0(k⃗)−
√
vi(k⃗)2.

Note that v0(k⃗) and vi(k⃗) are made up of trigonometric terms with the general form

sin

 3∑
j=1

njδj · k⃗ + ϑ

 , (6.51)

for ni ∈Z. Now, due to the constraints from the projective translation symmetry, any allowed

vi(k⃗) term will end up not breaking the degeneracy of the Dirac points. Therefore, the

condition that the two Dirac points are shifted differently means that we must have a v0(k⃗)

term that does so. Such terms come from couplings between the same sublattice (+ or −)

and can take the form

eiϕc†r⃗cr⃗+n1δ1+2n2δ2
+ e−iϕc†r⃗+δ2cr⃗+δ2+n1δ1+2n2δ2

(6.52)
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with ϕ ̸=±π/2 for n1 odd or

eiϕc†r⃗cr⃗+n1δ1+2n2δ2
− e−iϕc†r⃗+δ2cr⃗+δ2+n1δ1+2n2δ2

(6.53)

with ϕ ̸=0 or π for n1 even. It can be checked that neither of the terms above have the correct

symmetries of the magnetic field, which breaks time-reversal and reflections but preserves their

composition. Thus, field-induced couplings in this ansatz will not lead to a Fermi surface.

To correct for this shortcoming, we now construct an alternative mean-field Hamiltonian

which resembles Eq. (6.45) but with the minimal modification that the second-NN hopping

term mimics the orbital coupling of a magnetic field [593] from the point of view of symmetries.

The spinons transform as

cα(r⃗)
C2−→ (−)r1+r2 cα (C2r⃗) , (6.54a)

cα(r⃗)
Θ−→ (−)r1+r2 cᾱ(r⃗), (6.54b)

cα(r⃗)
R1−−→ e−i r2π/2 cα (R1r⃗) , (6.54c)

cα(r⃗)
R2−−→ ei (r1π−r2π/2)cα (R2r⃗) , (6.54d)

where R1(R2) refers to the horizontal (vertical) axis of reflection. The modified term, which

we label H̃2, breaks time-reversal and both reflections, but preserves C2 and ΘRi. It is given

by

H̃2 =
∑
r⃗

(
eiθ1c†r⃗cr⃗+δ1+δ2 + e−iθ1c†r⃗+δ2cr⃗+δ1+2δ2

+ eiθ2c†r⃗cr⃗+δ2−2δ1
− e−iθ2c†r⃗+δ2cr⃗+2δ2−2δ1

+ h.c.

)
,

(6.55)

in which we set θ1=π/2, θ2=0. This modified second-NN term will open up a direct gap at

each Dirac point, leading to topologically nontrivial bands. We also retain the original H3,

which generates a Fermi surface around each Dirac point. Including a coupling to a Zeeman

field in the ẑ direction as well, the combined Hamiltonian assumes the form

H̃mf
h = J1H1 + J̃2H̃2 + J3H3 −

1

2

∑
i,α

(−)αBz c
†
i,αci,α, (6.56)
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 6.8: Dispersion of the mean-field Hamiltonian (6.56) with the same hopping amplitudes
and phase factors as in Fig. 6.7 for H1 and H3. The main difference comes from the term
H̃2, in which we set θ1=π/2, θ2=0. The remaining parameters (J̃2,J3ρ,Bz) are taken
to be (a) (0, 0.1, 0), (b) (0.1, 0.1, 0.05), (c) (0.2, 0.1, 0.1), and (d) (0.3, 0.1, 0.15). Since the
modified second-NN hopping in Eq. (6.55) is assumed to originate from the orbital coupling
of a magnetic field, the coupling J̃2 is varied proportionally to the Zeeman field Bz.

with J̃2∝Bz. The physics of this model, as we will see below, is similar to that of Eq. (6.45).

6.5.3 Thermal Hall conductivity

Since the projective actions of translation symmetries in Eq. (6.44) dictate the use of a two-

sublattice unit cell, the Fourier-transformed counterparts of both Hmf
h and H̃mf

h can be com-

pactly expressed in momentum space by using a spinor structure identical to Eq. (6.33). This

implies that four bands are obtained upon diagonalization of the respective kernels. With

regard to Hmf
h , the bands for the different spinon species are degenerate, as conveyed by

Fig. 6.7. This degeneracy is split by the Zeeman field in H̃mf
h ; the dispersions of this model

for relevant parameters are arrayed in Fig. 6.8.

Armed with the band structures, the thermal Hall conductivities of our two mean-field

theories for the J1-J2-J3 Heisenberg model can now be computed using Eq. (6.36); the

final results are illustrated in Fig. 6.9. Beginning with Hmf
h , at small J3≪J1, we notice

that κxy/T is quantized for T → 0 [Fig. 6.9(a)], as before. However, the key difference with
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(a) (b) (c)

Figure 6.9: Temperature dependence of the thermal Hall conductivity for the J1-J2-J3 Heisen-
berg model described by the mean-field theories (a) Hmf

h [Eq. (6.45)], and (b) H̃mf
h [Eq. (6.56)].

In both cases, the system can be tuned from the J1-J2 spin liquid, with a quantized thermal
Hall coefficient of π/3, to a CSL, endowed with spinon Fermi surfaces and an unquantized
response, by varying either (a) the third-NN coupling J3, or (b) the magnetic field Bz. The
precise mean-field parameters used for the computation of κxy/T are detailed in Figs. 6.7(b–
d) and 6.8, respectively. (c) Field dependence of κxy/T of H̃mf

h for a magnetic field in the z
direction. As expected, the thermal Hall conductivity dies off at higher temperatures.

Fig. 6.5 lies in that the plateau occurs at π/3 (gauge fluctuations modify this to π/6 [233]),

as opposed to −π/12 for the Kitaev model. Recognizing that the Chern number of the

lower band in Fig. 6.7(c) is −1, this fourfold-enhanced transport coefficient can be explained

straightforwardly from Eq. (6.38), multiplied by an additional factor of 2 to account for the

two spinon species. As the Fermi surfaces develop for larger J3, the zero-temperature value

strays from the quantized number; following arguments analogous to Section 6.4.2, the sign of

this deviation can be intuited by inspecting the profiles of the Berry curvatures in the Brillouin

zone [Fig. 6.7(f)]. Finally, we also study the thermal Hall response of H̃mf
h in Fig. 6.9(b), as

a function of the magnetic field Bz, which takes the system from a fully gapped phase to one

with emergent Fermi surfaces. The general features of the conductivity are comparable to

those seen in Fig. 6.9(a), in terms of both the quantization (or lack thereof) as well as the

overall magnitude. It is interesting to note, however, that for any given T , κxy/T is always

monotonically increasing with Bz; such uniform monotonicity is absent in the case of Hmf
h ,

for which κxy/T can either increase or decrease as J3 is tuned, depending on the temperature

range. This effect is also shown in Fig. 6.9(c), which illustrates the thermal Hall response as

a function of the field magnitude Bz.
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6.6 Conclusions

In this chapter, we analyzed the thermal Hall conductivity in two important models of

quantum magnets—the Kitaev honeycomb-lattice model and the J1-J2-J3 Heisenberg mag-

net on the triangular lattice. We paid special attention to the impact of the magnetic

field, taking into account that it can drive the gapped QSL phases these systems harbor

into gapless QSLs with spinon Fermi surfaces, as indicated by recent numerical studies

[210, 211, 265, 392, 468, 495, 542, 753]. For our computations, we employed a mean-field

description of these phases, based on fermionic spinons, that is constrained by the aforemen-

tioned numerics and a PSG analysis.

For the Kitaev honeycomb-lattice model in a magnetic field, Hk +Hz defined in Eqs. (6.1)

and (6.7), our analysis captures three phases: as illustrated in Fig. 6.3, the non-Abelian

ITO phase, which emerges when gapping out the Kitaev B phase by a small magnetic field,

transitions into a gapless U(1) QSL at an intermediate value, hc1, of the magnetic field. In

the fermionic spinon language, this corresponds to the magnetic-field-induced loss of px +

ipy superconducting pairing; we capture this by the mean-field Hamiltonian in Eq. (6.30)

where the ξ(⃗h) describes the vanishing of the superconducting term. Besides through ξ(⃗h),

the magnetic field also enters as the usual Zeeman term and nonlinearly induces a second-

NN hopping J2 ∝ hxhyhz of the spinons. As a result of the finite gap, the thermal Hall

conductivity κxy/T is quantized at zero temperature in the ITO phase [see solid lines in

Fig. 6.5(a)]; it reaches −π/12 in units of k2B/ℏ at T = 0, resulting from the Chern numbers of

the BdG spinon bands, and is associated with the presence of Majorana edge modes. When the

superconducting pairing disappears at hc1, we obtain spinon Fermi surfaces and limT→0 κxy/T

is not quantized any more, but varies continuously with magnetic field [see dashed lines in

Fig. 6.5(a,b)]. We have related its increase with |⃗h| to the distribution of the Berry curvature

and Fermi surfaces of the spinons. For larger magnetic fields, we eventually reach a phase

at |⃗h| = hc2 that is adiabatically connected to the fully polarized state. This corresponds

to a gapped spinon band structure with vanishing net Chern number in the occupied bands

and associated vanishing κxy/T at zero temperature [solid lines in Fig. 6.5(b)]. We have also

studied in detail the predicted dependence as a function of the direction of the magnetic field,
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as summarized in Fig. 6.5(c–f), both for the ITO and SFS phases.

In the second part of the chapter, we have performed a similar analysis for the triangular-

lattice Heisenberg model with exchange interactions up to third NNs, which is experimentally

relevant as a low-energy description of various QSL candidate materials [141, 319, 340, 345,

359, 368, 388, 389, 487, 487, 535, 587, 604, 605, 609, 708–710, 723, 732, 739, 754]. Motivated

by a recent numerical study [211] indicating that this model can host a gapless spin-liquid

phase with nonvanishing chiral spin correlations, we study two different ansätze, Eqs. (6.45)

and (6.56), that can capture the transition from a gapped to a gapless CSL on the triangular

lattice; see Fig. 6.6. Unlike the Kitaev honeycomb-lattice model, this model does not involve

any spin-orbit coupling; nonetheless, the behavior of κxy/T is qualitatively similar, as can be

seen in Fig. 6.9: in the gapped phase [solid lines in Figs. 6.9(a) and (b)], κxy/T is quantized as

T → 0, albeit with a value four times larger, resulting from the presence of spinful and complex

spinons (as opposed to the nondegenerate bands of Majorana fermions in our description of the

ITO phase of the Kitaev model); in the gapless phase with a spinon Fermi surface, we again

observe that the low-temperature thermal Hall conductivity is not quantized and reduced in

magnitude (see dashed lines).

Taken together, our analysis shows that a proper description of the thermal Hall conduc-

tivity in a QSL requires taking into account the effect of the magnetic field on the parameters

of the underlying parton ansatz. We believe that a detailed comparison of our predictions

with future measurements of κxy will help shed light on the possible QSL phases hosted by

“Kitaev materials” and other frustrated magnets.

Finally, we note that our computations were in the context of a spinon mean-field theory.

This yields the correct exact value of the thermal Hall conductivity in the non-Abelian ITO

phase. Gauge fluctuations will be important in the other phases, and some discussion of their

consequences appears elsewhere [233].
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A.1 Derivation of quantum field theory for general N

In Section 2.6.2, we outlined the transfer-matrix calculation of the Euclidean lattice field

theory for the N = 3 chiral clock model, and argued for the form of its continuum limit.

Here, we will generalize this calculation to arbitrary N , and give a direct mapping from

the Euclidean lattice field theory to the continuum quantum field theory of a complex order

parameter field.

Following the derivation in Section 2.6.2, the steps until Eq. (2.62) generalize to arbitrary

N in an obvious way, and we obtain the expression for the partition function

Z =
1

NMτ

∑
{nj(ℓ)}

exp

2aβJ

Mτ∑
ℓ=1

M∑
j=1

cos

[
2π

N

(
nj(ℓ)− nj+1(ℓ)

)
+ θ

]
×

Mτ∏
ℓ=1

M∏
j=1

N−1∑
ω=0

exp

(
2aβf cos

[
2π

N
ω + ϕ

])
exp

(
−2πiω

N

(
nj(ℓ)− nj(ℓ+ 1)

))
. (A.1)

In this expression, the integers nj(ℓ) are defined modulo N , and live on a rectangular lattice

parametrized by j = 1, 2, ...,M and ℓ = 1, 2, ...,Mτ .

324



Appendix A. Appendices to Chapter 2

We now consider the sum over ω, which has the form

SN (∆n) =

N−1∑
ω=0

exp

(
2aβf cos

[
2π

N
ω + ϕ

]
− 2πi∆n

N
ω

)
. (A.2)

We wish to write this in the form SN (∆n) ∼ ef(∆n) so that we may combine it with the other

exponents in Eq. (A.1), and we are only interested in the a → 0 limit. This sum may be

written

SN (∆n) = exp (2aβf cosϕ) + δN,2Z exp (−2aβf cosϕ) cos (π∆n)

+

⌊N−1
2 ⌋∑

k=1

{
α1(k,N) cos

(
2πk∆n

N

)
+ iα2(k,N) sin

(
2πk∆n

N

)}
, (A.3)

where ⌊x⌋ is the floor function, δN,2Z is zero (one) if N is odd (even), and

α1(k,N) = 2 exp

(
2aβf cos

[
2πk

N

]
cosϕ

)
cosh

(
2aβf sin

[
2πk

N

]
sinϕ

)
,

α2(k,N) = 2 exp

(
2aβf cos

[
2πk

N

]
cosϕ

)
sinh

(
2aβf sin

[
2πk

N

]
sinϕ

)
. (A.4)

In the small a limit, SN (0) approaches a constant while the other values of SN (∆n) vanish

linearly with a.

The function SN (∆n) satisfies SN (∆n +N) = SN (∆n) and SN (−∆n) = SN (∆n)
∗, so we

take the ansatz

SN (∆n) = A exp

( M∑
m=1

K(m)
τ cos

(
2πm

N
∆n

)
+ iφ[∆n]

)
, (A.5)

where φ[−x] = −φ[x]. By taking the logarithm of the magnitude of both sides of this equation,

we obtain a linear system

log |SN (∆n)| = logA+

M∑
m=1

K(m)
τ cos

(
2πm

N
∆n

)
. (A.6)

The left-hand side is still a periodic even function of ∆n, so this clearly justifies our ansatz.

Now, if ∆n were a real number, we would need to takeM =∞ to represent the real function
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on the left-hand side. However, we only need this equality to match for the finite set of values

∆n = 0, 1, 2, ...,
⌊
N
2

⌋
, so we only need M large enough so that we can solve the linear set of

equations represented in Eq. (A.6). Assuming that the linear system is nonsingular (which

we have checked for N = 3, 4, 5), we can take M =
⌊
N
2

⌋
. Additionally, because most of the

coefficients |SN (∆n)| vanish linearly at small a, the coefficients K(m)
τ will diverge as log a in

the limit a→ 0.

We now consider the complex phase of SN (∆n). For determining this, we turn back to

Eq. (A.2) and write

SN =
N−1∑
ω=0

exp

(
2aβf cos

[
2π

N
ω + ϕ

]
− 2πi∆n

N
ω

)

=

∞∑
k=0

N−1∑
ω=0

(2aβf)k

k!
cos

[
2π

N
ω + ϕ

]k
e−

2πi∆n
N

ω = N eiφ[∆n]. (A.7)

Since we are taking the a → 0 limit, we determine φ[∆n] from the first nonzero term in the

power series in k. This can be obtained using the identity

N−1∑
ω=0

e−
2πi
N
ωκ =


N κ = 0 mod N

0 else

, (A.8)

which can be used to simplify the sum:

N−1∑
ω=0

cos

[
2π

N
ω + ϕ

]k
e−

2πi∆n
N

ω = 2k
N−1∑
ω=0

(
e2πiω/N+iϕ + e−2πiω/N−iϕ

)k
e−

2πi∆n
N

ω. (A.9)

Using the symmetry properties of φ[∆n], it suffices to consider 0 < ∆n < N/2. Then for a

given ∆n, we need to go to the k = ∆n term in this sum before we get a nonzero expression

after summing over ω, which is given by expanding the above binomial and evaluating the

term

2k
N−1∑
ω=0

e2πikω/N+ikϕe−
2πi∆n

N
ω = N2∆neiϕ∆n. (A.10)
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Comparing with Eq. (A.7), we find the phase in the small-a limit to be

φ[∆n] = ϕ∆n, 0 ≤ ∆n < N/2. (A.11)

Together with the relations φ[−∆n] = −φ[∆n] and φ[∆n + N ] = φ[∆n], this completely

determines the function φ[∆n]. For the cases N = 3, 4, we can write

φ(∆n) =
2ϕ√
3
sin

(
2π

3
∆n

)
, (N = 3),

φ(∆n) = ϕ sin

(
2π

4
∆n

)
, (N = 4). (A.12)

For larger values of N , the periodicity and symmetry of φ[∆n] will imply that we can write

it as a Fourier series,

φ[∆n] = ϕ

⌊N−1
2 ⌋∑

m=1

cm sin

(
2πm

N
∆n

)
, (A.13)

where the numerical coefficients cm can be calculated directly from matching this expression

to Eq. (A.11). For N = 3 and 4, we have c1 = 2√
3

and c1 = 1, respectively, and all other

coefficients vanish.

Combining these results, we may now write the partition function in Eq. (A.1) as

Z = C
∑

{nx,τ}

e−S[nx,τ ], (A.14)

with the Euclidean action

−S[nx,τ ] = Kx

∑
x,τ

cos

[
2π

N
(nx,τ − nx+1,τ ) + θ

]
+
∑
x,τ

⌊N2 ⌋∑
m=0

K(m)
τ cos

[
2πm

N
(nx,τ − nx,τ+1)

]

+ iϕ
∑
x,τ

⌊N−1
2 ⌋∑

m=1

cm sin

[
2πm

N
(nx,τ − nx,τ+1)

]
. (A.15)

Here, the quantum model is obtained in the extreme anisotropic limit Kx → 0, K(m)
τ → ∞.

In particular, if the divergence of the coefficients is K(m)
τ → ηm log a at small a, we take the

limits such that the combinations Kxe
−K(m)

τ /ηm are finite at a = 0, and the couplings J and
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f are tuned to the phase transition.

Due to universality, we do not expect the details of the nearest-neighbor interactions to

change the critical properties of the phase transition provided the interactions have the same

symmetry properties and remain short-ranged. Thus, for all values of N , it should be valid

to truncate the interactions proportional to Kτ to a single cosine potential:

−S[nx,τ ] = Kx

∑
x,τ

cos

[
2π

N
(nx,τ − nx+1,τ ) + θ

]
+Kτ

∑
x,τ

cos

[
2π

N
(nx,τ − nx,τ+1)

]

+ iϕ
∑
x,τ

⌊N−1
2 ⌋∑

m=1

cm sin

[
2πm

N
(nx,τ − nx,τ+1)

]
. (A.16)

At this point, the couplings Kx and Kτ are chosen as tuning parameters instead of J and f .

We also assume that the critical region of the phase diagram extend away from the extreme

anisotropic region, so we may take Kx/Kτ ∼ O(1). Since we expect the model to still contain

the same phase structure, this is justified provided the transition remains continuous.

We now turn this into a continuum field theory for a complex scalar. We first simplify our

action (A.16) by taking cm>1 = 0, so that we only keep one of the sine terms. For N > 4

this will ruin the periodicity of the model under ϕ → ϕ + 2π, while for the important cases

N = 3, 4 it is exact; in all cases, the periodicity of ϕ will be obscured by our final expressions

anyway. We rewrite the fields as a unit vector, vx,τ =
(
cos
(
2π
N nx,τ

)
, sin

(
2π
N nx,τ

))
,

−S =
∑
r,r′

Kabr,r′varvbr′

Kabr,r′ = Kxδr,r+x̂

(
cos θδab + sin θϵab

)
+Kτδr,r+τ̂δ

ab − i ϕ c1δr,r+τ̂ ϵab. (A.17)

Then, the partition function can be written as

Z = exp

∑
r,r′

Kabr,r′
∂2

∂Xa
r ∂X

b
r′

∏
r

1

N

N−1∑
nr=0

exp

(
X1

r cos

[
2π

N
nr

]
+X2

r sin

[
2π

N
nr

]) ∣∣∣∣∣
Xr=0

,

(A.18)

where we have introduced the auxiliary real fields X1,2
r at each lattice site. Subsequently, we
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work with the complex field Φr = X1
r + iX2

r . We define the quantities

Gr,r′ = Kx

(
δr,r′+x̂ + δr,r′−x̂

)
cos θ +Kτ (δr,r+τ̂ + δr,r−τ̂ )

+ iKx

(
δr,r′+x̂ − δr,r′−x̂

)
sin θ + ϕ c1

(
δr,r′+τ̂ − δr,r′−τ̂

)
,

V (Φ,Φ∗) = − log

[
1

N

N−1∑
n=0

exp

(
Φ

2
ωn +

Φ∗

2
ω∗n
)]

, (A.19)

where ω = e2πi/N . Then, performing the sum over nr leads to the partition function

Z = exp

2
∑
r,r′

Gr,r′
∂2

∂Φ∗
r∂Φr′

 exp

(
−
∑
r

V (Φr,Φ
∗
r)

)∣∣∣∣∣
Φr,Φ∗

r=0

. (A.20)

At this point, it is noticed that this generates identical diagrams to the theory with interaction

potential V (Φ,Φ∗) and Green’s function Gr,r′ [511]. That is, the partition function is identical

to that obtained using the following action for the field Φ:

SΦ =
∑
r,r′

Φ∗
r

(
Gr,r′

)−1
Φr +

∑
r

V (Φr,Φ
∗
r) . (A.21)

The original ZN symmetry is still present, taking the form Φ → e2πi/NΦ. We will later

expand the potential for small Φ, Φ†, and for now it is useful to pull out the quadratic piece,

U (Φr,Φ
∗
r) ≡ V (Φr,Φ

∗
r)+

1
4 |Φ|

2, so the potential U only contains nonlinearities in Φ. We then

have

SΦ =
∑
r,r′

ψ∗
r

[(
Gr,r′

)−1 − 1

4
δr,r′

]
Φr +

∑
r

U (Φr,Φ
∗
r)

=

∫
BZ

d2k

(2π)2

(
4−G(k)
4G(k)

)
|Φ(k)|2 +

∑
r

U (Φr,Φ
∗
r) , (A.22)

where

G(k) = 2Kx [cos θ cos kx − sin θ sin kx] + 2Kτ cos kτ + 2iϕ c1 sin kτ . (A.23)

This is a formally exact representation of the lattice field theory in Eq. (A.16) except for

having taken cm>1 = 0 for N > 4 (and as promised, the periodicity of our theory under
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ϕ→ π + 2π is opaque even in the cases N = 3, 4 where we did not make an approximation).

We now consider the critical regime, where we may expand near k → 0. For the cases of

interest, we have

(
4−G(k)
4G(k)

)
= r + αxkx + κxk

2
x + κτk

2
τ · · · (ϕ = 0, θ ̸= 0), (A.24)(

4−G(k)
4G(k)

)
= r′ + iα′

τkτ + κ′xk
2
x + κ′τk

2
τ · · · (ϕ ̸= 0, θ = 0), (A.25)

where the coefficients are complicated but generically nonzero real functions of Kx, Kτ , and

either θ or τ . We may also formally write the potential as its power series in Φ and Φ∗,

U (Φr,Φ
∗
r) = λ

(
Φ3 +Φ∗3)+ u|Φ|4 + · · · . (A.26)

Going back to position space, kx,τ → i∂x,τ , and in the continuum limit, these become the

theories claimed in Eqs. (2.22) and (2.23).

A.2 M-loop integrals

In the text we need to compute certain M -loop integrals where M needs to be analytically

continued to an arbitrary complex number. We show how to perform these integrals in this

appendix.

Before computing specific integrals, we outline the main steps. We first perform all fre-

quency integrals; due to the structure of the propagator, this will combine most of the denomi-

nators. We then combine any remaining denominators, usually by using Feynman parameters.

This will leave us with M integrals over internal momenta of the form

I =

∫ ( M∏
i=1

ddki

(2π)d

)
1

f(k1, k2, ..., kM )γ
, (A.27)

where the function f is at most quadratic in the ki, and there may be additional integrations

over Feynman parameters.

We next repeatedly complete the square for all the ki. Focusing on a specific k, the most
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general form for f(k) we encounter is

f(k) = F + ηk2 + α (k +K1)
2 + β (k +K2)

2 (A.28)

for some constants (which may depend on the other momenta) F , K1, K2, η, α, δ. After

writing

f(k) = F + (η + α+ β)

(
k +

αK1 + βK2

η + α+ β

)2

+
η

η + α+ β
(αK2

1 + βK2
2 ) +

αβ

η + α+ β
(K1 −K2)

2, (A.29)

we may shift k → k − (αK1 + βK2)/(η + α + β) and scale k → k/
√
η + α+ β. Performing

this procedure for all ki, our integral eventually takes the form

I = J

∫ ( M∏
i=1

ddki

(2π)d

)
1(

k21 + k22 + · · ·+ k2M +∆2
)γ (A.30)

for some Jacobian J . Applying the identity

∫
ddk

(2π)d
1

(k2 +m2)γ
=

Γ
(
γ − d

2

)
Γ (γ)

Sd

(m2)γ−d/2
(A.31)

iteratively, we have

I = JSMd
Γ (γ −Md/2)

Γ (γ)

(
∆2
)Md/2−γ

. (A.32)

In this expression, the dependence on M may be analytically continued to arbitrary values.

A.2.1 I
(M)
1

The first integral we encounter is given by the diagram in Figure A.1. Explicitly, this is

I
(M)
1 (Ω,K) ≡

∫ ( M∏
i=1

dωid
dki

(2π)d+1

)
1(

−iω1 + k21
)
· · ·
(
−iωM + k2M

)(
i
(
Ω+

∑M
i ωi

)
+
(
K +

∑M
i ki

)2) .
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Figure A.1: Definition of the integral I(M)
1 (Ω,K).

After performing each ω integral, all of the denominators combine:

I
(M)
1 (Ω,K) =

∫ ( M∏
i=1

ddki

(2π)d

)
1(

iΩ+
∑M

i k2i + (K +
∑M

i ki)2
) , (A.33)

which is of the form Eq (A.27). To demonstrate how the steps outlined above look in this

simple case, we now apply Eq. (A.29) iteratively:

∫ ( M∏
i

ddki
(2π)d

)
1

iΩ+ k21 + k22 + · · ·+ k2M + (k1 + k2 + · · ·+ kM +K)2

=

∫ ( M∏
i

ddki
(2π)d

)
1

iΩ+ 2k21 + k22 + · · ·+ k2M + 1
2(k2 + k3 + · · ·+ kM +K)2

=

∫ ( M∏
i

ddki
(2π)d

)
1

iΩ+ 2k21 +
3
2k

2
2 + · · ·+ k2M + 1

3(k3 + k4 + · · ·+ kM +K)2

= · · ·

=

∫ ( M∏
i

ddki
(2π)d

)
1

iΩ+ 2k21 +
3
2k

2
2 + · · ·+ M+1

M k2M + 1
M+1K

2

=
1

(M + 1)d/2

∫ ( M∏
i

ddki
(2π)d

)
1

iΩ+ 1
M+1K

2 +
∑M

i k2i
. (A.34)

Here, we have shifted the integration in each step at will. In the last equality, we rescaled

the momenta giving the Jacobian
[(

1
2

) (
2
3

)
· · ·
(

M
M+1

)]d/2
= (M + 1)−d/2. We may now use

Eq. (A.32), obtaining the final result

I
(M)
1 (Ω,K) = SMd

Γ (1−Md/2)

(M + 1)d/2

(
iΩ+

1

M + 1
K2

)Md/2−1

. (A.35)
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Figure A.2: Definition of the integral I(M)
2 (Ω,K).

A.2.2 I
(M)
2

The second integral appears in the diagram in Figure A.2, which is given by

I
(M)
2 (Ω,K) ≡

∫ ( M∏
i=1

dωid
dki

(2π)d+1

)
1[

i
(
Ω+ ω1 +

∑M
i=3 ωi

)
+
(
K + k1 +

∑M
i=3 ki

)2]

" 1(
−iω1 + k21

)
· · ·
(
−iωM + k2M

) [
i
(
Ω+

∑M
i=2 ωi

)
+
(
K +

∑M
i=2 ki

)2] . (A.36)

After integrating over all of the frequencies, this becomes

I
(M)
2 (Ω,K) ≡

∫ ( M∏
i=1

ddki

(2π)d

)
1[

iΩ+
∑M

i=2 k
2
i +

(
K +

∑M
i=2 ki

)2]

" 1[
iΩ+ k21 +

∑M
i=3 k

2
i +

(
K + k1 +

∑M
i=3 ki

)2] . (A.37)

We now integrate over the special momenta k1 and k2, which combines the two denominators:

I
(M)
2 (Ω,K) =

S2
d Γ

(
1− d

2

)2
2d

∫ ( M∏
i=3

ddki

(2π)d

)
1[

iΩ+
∑M

i=3 k
2
i +

1
2

(
K +

∑M
i=3 ki

)2]2−d .
(A.38)

333



Appendix A. Appendices to Chapter 2

Figure A.3: Definition of the integral I(M)
3 (Ω,K, ν3,K3). Here, Ω and K are the total fre-

quency and momentum flowing into the diagram from the left.

The remaining integral is of the form given in Eq. (A.27), so we can perform the steps as

above, obtaining

I
(M)
2 (Ω,K) =

SMd

(2M)d/2
Γ
(
1− d

2

)2
Γ (2−Md/2)

Γ (2− d)

[
iΩ+

1

M
K2

]Md/2−2

. (A.39)

We can check that I(2)2 (Ω,K) = I
(1)
1 (−Ω,−K)2, as can be seen directly from the diagrams.

A.2.3 I
(M)
3

The third integral, which is shown in Figure A.3, is

I
(M)
3 ≡

∫ ( M∏
i=1

dωid
dki

(2π)d+1

)
1(

−iω1 + k21
)
· · ·
(
−iωM + k2M

)
" 1[

i
(
Ω+

∑M−1
i ωi

)
+
(
K +

∑M−1
i ki

)2] [
i
(
ν3 +

∑M
i ωi

)
+
(
K3 +

∑M
i ki

)2] .

We first integrate over the frequencies, I(M)
3 =

∫ ( M∏
i=1

ddki

(2π)d

)
1[

iΩ+
∑M−1

i k2i +
(
K +

∑M−1
i ki

)2] [
iν3 +

∑M
i k2i +

(
K3 +

∑M
i ki

)2] ,
(A.40)
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and then combine the denominators using Feynman parametrization,

I
(M)
3 =

∫ 1

0
du

∫ ( M∏
i=1

ddki

(2π)d

)[
uiΩ+ (1− u)iν3 +

M−1∑
i

k2i + (1− u)k2M

+ u

(
K +

M−1∑
i

ki

)2

+ (1− u)

(
p3 +

M∑
i

ki

)2 ]−2

. (A.41)

We perform the momentum integral using Eq. (A.27), obtaining

I
(M)
3 = SMd Γ (2−Md/2)

∫ 1

0
du(1− u)−d/2 [(M + 1) + u(M − 1)]−d/2

" [uiΩ+ (1− u)iν3 +
u [(M + 1)− u(M − 1)]

(M + 1) + u(M − 1)
K2

+
(1− u) [1 + u(M − 1)]

(M + 1) + u(M − 1)
K2

3 −
2u(1− u)(M − 1)

(M + 1) + u(M − 1)
K ·K3

]Md/2−2

.(A.42)

We have obtained one pole from the Gamma function sitting out front, but another pole

(which we will see is 1/ϵ) occurs due to the region near u → 1 in the integral; in particular,

due to the factor of (1− u)−d/2.

To extract the divergent behavior, let us temporarily assume M = 2 − δ, a case which is

used in the chapter. We write the term in the brackets as

[]Md/2−2

=

[
iΩ+

1

M
K2

]Md/2−2

+

{[]Md/2−2

−
[
iΩ+

1

M
K2

]Md/2−2
}

=

[
iΩ+

1

2− δ
K2

]Md/2−2

+

(
ϵ+ δ − ϵδ

2

)
log

[ []
iΩ+ 1

MK
2

]
+ · · · , (A.43)

where we are exploiting the expansion in ϵ = d− 2 and δ = 2−M in the last line. Now, the

second term has an overall coefficient
(
ϵ+ δ − ϵδ

2

)
which will cancel the pole in the Gamma

function, and near u→ 1, the argument of the logarithm goes to 1, killing the pole in epsilon,

so the latter term is finite. In the chapter, we will also need to evaluate this integral for

M = 3− δ, where identical steps lead to the same cancellation of divergences.
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Figure A.4: Definition of the integral I(M)
4 (Ω1,K1, ν3,K3), where (Ω1,K1) enters from the

top left and (Ω3,K3) exits from the top right.

In conclusion, we just need the first term, which only depends on Ω and K. This divergent

part of the integral may be written as

I
(M)
3 = SMd

Γ (2−Md/2)

M

[
iΩ+

1

M
K2

]Md/2−2

F (d,M), (A.44)

with the special function defined as

F (d,M) ≡ M

∫ 1

0
du(1− u)−d/2 [(M + 1) + u(M − 1)]−d/2

=
1

2− d
+ freg(d,M). (A.45)

Here, freg(d,M) is regular for d ≤ 2, M > 1. Some explicit values we will use are

freg(2, 2) =
1

2
log

(
16

3

)
,

freg(2, 3) = log 3. (A.46)

A.2.4 I
(M)
4

This integral, shown in Figure A.4, is

I
(M)
4 = ≡

∫ ( M∏
i=1

dωid
dki

(2π)d+1

)
1(

−iω1 + k21
)
· · ·
(
−iωM + k2M

)
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" 1[
i
(
ν1 +

∑M
i ωi

)
+
(
K1 +

∑M
i ki

)2] [
i
(
ν3 +

∑M
i ωi

)
+
(
K3 +

∑M
i ki

)2] . (A.47)

After the frequency integrations, we end up with two denominators. After combining them

with Feynman parameters and performing the momentum integrals, we obtain

I
(M)
4 (Ω,K) =

SMd

(M + 1)d/2
Γ (2−Md/2) (A.48)

×
∫ 1

0
du

[
u

(
iν1 +

K2
1

M + 1

)
+ (1− u)

(
iν3 +

K2
3

M + 1

)
+
Mu(1− u)
(M + 1)

(K1 −K3)
2

]Md/2−2

.

We will only need this integral near M = 2 where the remaining integral is finite, and the

divergence is entirely due to the gamma function out front. Setting M = 2− δ and d = 2− ϵ,

the divergent part of the integral close to ϵ = δ = 0 is

I
(2−δ)
4 =

S2−δ
d

(3− δ)1−ϵ/2
1

(ϵ+ δ − ϵδ/2)
. (A.49)

A.3 Renormalization constants for the ZN dilute Bose gas

In the chapter, we outlined our method for computing the renormalization constants for

the ZN DBG. In our renormalization convention, we found it useful to define the auxiliary

quantities

ϵ1(δ) = − 2δ

1− δ
,

ϵ2(δ) = − δ

1− δ/2
,

ϵ3(δ) = − 2δ

3− δ
, (A.50)

as well as the functions

α1(ϵ, δ) =
4

Γ(3− δ)(2− δ)1−ϵ/2
,

α2(ϵ, δ) =
2Γ(ϵ/2)

Γ(ϵ)Γ(1− δ)(4− 2δ)1−ϵ/2
,

α3(ϵ, δ) =
18

Γ(4− δ)(3− δ)1−ϵ/2
,
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α4(ϵ, δ) =
3Γ(ϵ/2)2

2Γ(2− δ)(6− 2δ)1−ϵ/2Γ(ϵ)2
,

α5(ϵ, δ) =
6

Γ(3− δ)(3− δ)1−ϵ/2
. (A.51)

All of these functions have the simple limit αi(0, 0) = 1.

In terms of these definitions, the explicit expressions for the renormalization constants are

Zg = 1 +
g

ϵ
+
g2

ϵ2
+

α1(ϵ1(δ), δ)λ
2

8g (δ + ϵ/2− ϵδ/2)
− 3(1− δ/4)(1− δ/3)α1(ϵ1(δ), δ)λ

2

2δ(ϵ− ϵ1(δ))
(A.52)

+
α2(ϵ2(δ), δ)λ

2

4δ(ϵ− ϵ2(δ))
+

2λ2

δ(ϵ− ϵ2(δ))Γ(3− δ)
+
λ2α(ϵ1(δ), δ)

4ϵδ

− λ2

δ + ϵ− ϵδ/2

[
α2(ϵ2, δ)

8
(Γ(ϵ2/2)− 2/ϵ2) +

4

Γ(3− δ)(3− δ)1−ϵ2/2
+

2freg(ϵ2, 2− δ)
Γ(3− δ)

]
,

Zλ = 1 +
6

ϵ
g(1− δ/4)(1− δ/3) + 21g2

ϵ2
(1− δ/4)(1− δ/3)(1− δ/2 + δ2/14)

− 6g2 log(4/3)

ϵ
(1− δ/4)(1− δ/3)(1− δ/2) + 3λ2

8ϵy1
, (A.53)

Z = 1 +
λ2α3(ϵ2, δ)

18y2
− gλ2 2α3(ϵ2, δ)

3δ(ϵ− ϵ2)
(1− δ/4)(1− δ/3) + gλ2

α4(ϵ3, δ)

3δ(ϵ− ϵ3)

+ gλ2
α3(0, δ)(1− δ/3)

3δ(ϵ− ϵ3)
− gλ2α4(ϵ3, δ)[Γreg(ϵ3)− 1/ϵ3]

3y3

− gλ2
α3(0, δ)(1− δ/3)freg(ϵ3, 3− δ)

3y3
, (A.54)

Zτ =1− λ2α3(ϵ2, δ)

54y2(1− δ/3)
+ gλ2

2α3(ϵ2, δ)

9δ(ϵ− ϵ2)
(1− δ/4)− gλ2 α4(ϵ3, δ)

9δ(ϵ− ϵ3)(1− δ/3)

− gλ2
α3(0, δ)

9δ(ϵ− ϵ3)
+ gλ2

α4(ϵ3, δ)[Γreg(ϵ3)− 1/ϵ3]

9y3(1− δ/3)
+ gλ2

α3(0, δ)freg(ϵ3, 3− δ)
9y3

, (A.55)

Z2 = 1− λ2α5(ϵ2, δ)

6y2
. (A.56)

Plugging these definitions into Eqs. (2.86)–(2.89), one can check that the resulting renormal-
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ized 1PI vertices are finite for arbitrary external frequency and momentum. One may also

check that the δ → 0 limit of these reduce to simple poles in ϵ with no finite part, which was

our defined renormalization scheme.

A.4 The ϕ↔ θ duality in the chiral clock model

The ϕ ↔ θ duality, introduced in Section 2.5.3, maps the Hamiltonian of the chiral clock

model onto itself under the simultaneous interchange of both f ↔ J and ϕ↔ θ. Despite this

mapping, the two sides of the phase diagram are not the same in that the energy levels are

not identical owing to boundary effects.

The critical exponents of the chiral Z3 transition were recently studied for ϕ = 0, θ ̸= 0

by Ref. 562; here, we consider its dual case with θ = 0 and 0 ≤ ϕ < π/6, varied in steps

of π/48, in the subspace J = 1 − f . The precise location of the QPT can be ascertained by

plotting Lz∆L against the tuning parameter f for various lattice sizes (ranging from L = 60

to L = 100) and values of z. Equation (2.11) asserts that the quantity Lz∆ is independent

of the length of the system L right at the QCP f = fc. This, in turn, implies that, with the

correct choice of z, all the curves for Lz∆ should cross at fc for different values of L, thereby

allowing us to determine both fc and z simultaneously. Following this prescription, we are

able to determine the intersection point of the curves for different lengths to an accuracy of

10−4 by scanning progressively finer intervals. The variation of the crossing points with ϕ

(for θ = 0) is noted in Table 2.1, along with the corresponding values for ϕ = 0, θ ̸= 0 (from

Ref. 562). Although the QCPs in the two cases are obtained separately, it is easy to observe

that fc|ϕ=0 = 1− fc|θ=0, as predicted by the duality.

The values of z obtained in this fashion can be independently corroborated in order to check

for any dependence (or lack thereof) on the particular system sizes over which FSS is applied.

While our former approach relied on considering ∆ as a function of f , one can alternatively

study the scaling of ∆ as a function of L instead, at f = fc. Using the ansatz ∆(L) = cL−z,

we obtain the best functional fit for the gap, treating the coefficient c and the exponent z as

free parameters. Table A.1 lists the values of z thus obtained, together with those for ϕ = 0,

θ ̸= 0. The exponents in these two cases while close, are not exactly the same since they are
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θ fc|ϕ=0 z zc ϕ fc|θ=0 z̄ z̄c

π/48 0.4990 1.003 1.00(9) π/48 0.5010 1.000 1.00(7)

π/24 0.4961 1.021 1.029(6) π/24 0.5040 1.013 1.01(4)

π/16 0.4913 1.022 1.02(3) π/16 0.5090 1.047 1.04(8)

π/12 0.4842 1.078 1.078(2) π/12 0.5161 1.118 1.119(0)

5π/48 0.4748 1.135 1.132(7) 5π/48 0.5257 1.155 1.150(6)

π/8 0.4627 1.229 1.226(8) π/8 0.5379 1.224 1.216(4)

7π/48 0.4475 1.368 1.366(1) 7π/48 0.5531 1.331 1.324(6)

Table A.1: Calculated dynamical critical exponents for ϕ = 0, θ ̸= 0 (z) and ϕ ̸= 0, θ = 0
(z̄). Two independent sets of values of z are distinguished: the first series is our estimate
from the crossing points whereas the second (designated by the subscript c) is for the values
determined from fitting ∆ to cL−z.

essentially determined from curve-fitting. Nonetheless, the good agreement between the two

serves as a highly nontrivial check of the duality.

A.4.1 The self-dual phase boundary

A second example of a trivial–topological phase transition can be found in the three-state

chiral clock for f = J and ϕ = θ < π/6. The model is self-dual along this line, which

culminates in a tricritical Lifshitz point at ϕ = θ = π/6. Our first line of investigation is to look

at how the gap closes as a function of the detuning from criticality. Figure A.5(a) demonstrates

that the scaling expected from Eq. (2.10) is reasonably well-satisfied for θ ≤ π/12; however, for

larger θ (and ϕ), this relation clearly breaks down. The marked distinction between these two

regimes can be understood based on the onset of Lifshitz oscillations [537] as one approaches

the tricritical point.

Along the self-dual line, the FSS diagrams [Figs. A.5(c) and A.5(d)] bring to light an

interesting feature: the mass gap oscillates as the system size is varied, with a frequency

that increases with θ up to ϕ = θ = π/6, beyond which the oscillation amplitudes die out

as the system transitions to the incommensurate phase. It is perhaps worth mentioning that

oscillatory energy gaps have been known to occur in other three-state [270] and four-state

[254] systems as well. Such features were carefully analyzed [268] for the one-dimensional XY
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FIG. 15. Scaling of the gap with the parameter f along the self-dual line f = J , � = ✓ for L = 100. For

small ✓, the gap seemingly closes as a power law while beyond ⇡/12, such a relation no longer holds. (b)

The energy gap as a function of system size along the self-dual line � = ✓  ⇡/12 at f = fc = 0.5. The

length scale of the Lifshitz oscillations for the chiral angles in this figure is greater than 100 sites. (c–d) The

energy gap oscillates with the system size along the self-dual line � = ✓ > ⇡/12 at f = fc = 0.5. [Inset]:

The same, on a logarithmic scale. The minima of the Lifshitz oscillations occur at nonzero � i.e. the gap,

although small, does not close.

for the length scale of the oscillations, L. Above a certain point, � = ✓ > 0.29 to be precise, L

becomes comparable to (or smaller than) our system size L = 100. Hence, despite an immediate

onset on tuning even slightly away from � = ✓ = 0, it is only above ✓ = ⇡/12 (amongst the

discrete values scanned) that the oscillations become manifestly observable. Since this length scale

corresponds to that associated with the incommensurate order [? ], it is reasonable to believe that

the transition between the ordered and disordered phases proceeds through the incommensurate

phase as previously suggested [? ? ]. This constitutes evidence to support that there should

indeed be a narrow sliver of an incommensurate phase extending all the way to � = ✓ = 0 along

the f = J = 0.5 line in the phase diagram.

Figure A.5: Scaling of the gap with the parameter f along the self-dual line f = J , ϕ = θ
for L = 100. For small θ, the gap seemingly closes as a power law while beyond π/12, such a
relation no longer holds. (b) The energy gap as a function of system size along the self-dual
line ϕ = θ ≤ π/12 at f = fc = 0.5. The length scale of the Lifshitz oscillations for the chiral
angles in this figure is greater than 100 sites. (c,d) The energy gap oscillates with the system
size along the self-dual line ϕ = θ > π/12 at f = fc = 0.5. [Inset]: The same, on a logarithmic
scale. The minima of the Lifshitz oscillations occur at nonzero ∆, i.e., the gap, although
small, does not close.
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model in a transverse field, where they can be attributed to analytically demonstrable level

crossings. In the CCM, however, the same is owed to different origins. Similar oscillations

were observed in the EE of this model by Zhuang et al. [756] and studying the shapes of the

EE curves, they proposed the empirical relation

L = ϕ−3.75 + 1.16, (A.57)

for the length scale of the oscillations, L. Above a certain point, ϕ = θ > 0.29 to be precise,

L becomes comparable to (or smaller than) our system size L = 100. Hence, despite an

immediate onset on tuning even slightly away from ϕ = θ = 0, it is only above θ = π/12

(amongst the discrete values scanned) that the oscillations become manifestly observable.

Since this length scale corresponds to that associated with the incommensurate order [756], it

is reasonable to believe that the transition between the ordered and disordered phases proceeds

through the incommensurate phase as previously suggested [11, 23]. This constitutes evidence

to support that there should indeed be a narrow sliver of an incommensurate phase extending

all the way to ϕ = θ = 0 along the f = J = 0.5 line in the phase diagram.

A.5 Analysis as λ→ 0

This appendix will review the arguments of Ref. 236 for the presence of an intermediate

incommensurate phase.

In our formalism, these arguments are most easily presented using the Bose gas action

SΨ in Eq. (2.23). We begin with the case λ = 0. Then, SΨ describes a z = 2 quantum

phase transition at T = 0 with decreasing s, associated with a nonanalyticity in the boson

density [550]. Let the transition occur at s = sc. Then, at length scales larger than the

mean-particle spacing ξ ∼ (sc − s)−1/2, we have a Luttinger-liquid description of this dilute

Bose gas [558]. Such a Luttinger liquid is described by the quantum fields θ and ϕ which obey

the commutation relation (we use the notation of Ref. 550)

[ϕ(x), θ(y)] = i
π

2
sgn(x− y) . (A.58)
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Note that these variables bear no relation to those in the body of the chapter. The boson

field is

Ψ ∼ eiθ (A.59)

and the action is

Sθ =
K

2πv

∫
dxdτ

[
(∂τθ)

2 + v2(∂xθ)
2
]
, (A.60)

where v is the sound velocity, and K is the dimensionless Luttinger parameter. The main

observation we shall need is that the Luttinger parameter K → 1 in the s ↗ sc limit of the

z = 2 quantum phase transition; the dilute Bose gas in this limit is a “Tonks gas”, and is

described as free fermions.

Now, consider turning on a nonzero λ in the Luttinger-liquid regime. Then, the action Sθ

implies the scaling dimension

dim
[
ΨN
]
=
N2

4K
. (A.61)

So, λ is a relevant perturbation to the Luttinger liquid only if N <
√
8K. For K = 1 and

N = 3, λ is irrelevant, and the Luttinger liquid phase (i.e., the incommensurate phase) is

stable.

The weakness in the above argument is that it applies only to the Luttinger liquid phase

present for s < sc, and not to its z = 2 critical endpoint at s = sc. To examine the stability of

the critical endpoint, we have to study the regime of length scales smaller than ξ ∼ (sc−s)−1/2,

where the Luttinger-liquid description is not valid [558]. In other words, there is an important

issue in the order of limits: the arguments above are for λ→ 0 before s→ sc, but these limits

should be taken in the opposite order.
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B.1 Two-dimensional density-matrix renormalization group algorithm

The primary tool that we employ to find the ground states of HRyd is the finite-system density-

matrix renormalization group (DMRG) [579, 580, 684, 685], implemented using the ITensor

package [189]. The desired wavefunction can be represented as a matrix product state (MPS)

[426, 655] of the form

|Ψ⟩ =
∑
τ1...τn

∑
b1...bn−1

Aτ1b1A
τ2
b1b2

Aτ3b2b3 · · ·A
τn
bn−1
|τ1, . . . , τn⟩, (B.1)

where the A are matrices with physical indices τ and link indices b. The DMRG algorithm

then presents an efficient method to find the optimal MPS representation of the many-body

state [581].

Unless stated otherwise, we place the system on a cylinder with open boundary conditions

along x̂ but periodic along ŷ, as opposed to fully periodic boundaries, which would neces-

sitate squaring the number of states required for a given accuracy [626]. One of the major

drawbacks of two-dimensional DMRG is that the number of states retained must be increased

exponentially with the width of the system to maintain a constant accuracy [393] and this
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y
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...

(a) (b)

Figure B.1: (a) The real-space geometry of the system used for performing the DMRG com-
putations, illustrating the cylindrical boundary conditions. The x-axis is the direction along
the cylinder, while the y-axis wraps around it. (b) The numbering scheme used to transform
the 2D lattice into a 1D chain results in a so-called snake-like ordering.

constrains the system sizes that can be simulated: in this work, we considered sizes ranging

from Lx = 8–20 and Ly = 4–10 with an associated bond dimension d =200–1600. The system

is regarded to have converged to its true ground state once the truncation error drops below a

certain threshold value (taken to be 10−11 here) and in practice, the convergence criterion was

typically found to be satisfied after performing ∼ O(102) successive sweeps. Our sweeping

strategy entails initially performing a large number of sweeps at relatively small bond dimen-

sions before ramping d up progressively at later stages. To help facilitate the proper build-up

of long-range correlations, a small “noise” term [686] is initially added to the density matrix

at each step, but then turned off in later sweeps. Given a ground state |ψ0⟩ obtained in this

fashion, we can also target the first-excited state using the Hamiltonian H ′ = HRyd + wP0,

where P0 =|ψ0⟩⟨ψ0| is a projection operator and w is an energy penalty.

Particular care must be taken to ensure the compatibility of the density-wave ordering with

the system size and boundary conditions. Since the open boundaries act as effective pinning

fields [688, 711], the ground state can differ nontrivially between lattices with even and odd

lengths. For instance, both the striated and star phases require Lx to be odd—because the

system prefers maximizing Rydberg excitations at the edges—but on such lattices, we cannot

isolate a defect-free state belonging to the rhombic phase due to the very same reason. A

signature of this disagreement with our 15 × 8 system size is seen in the small fluctuations

of the entanglement entropy in the top-right corner of the phase diagram in Fig. 3.2. In the
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same vein, as evidenced by Fig. 3.3(a), the ideal local magnetization pattern of the staggered

phase is not compatible with the combination of cylindrical boundaries and even Ly, so the

numerically calculated ground state will always have a nonzero density of defects. To reduce

these boundary effects, one can either study the central bulk of a given Lx × Ly system

[400, 687] or switch to open boundaries.

B.2 Quantum Monte Carlo simulations

Our algorithm is based on the work in Refs. 464, 465, which we briefly summarize here for

completeness. We found that, for the Rydberg Hamiltonian, this QMC method performs

better than the conventional stochastic series expansion algorithm with cluster updates [567],

which we attribute to the presence of strong nearest-neighbor blockade interactions that

violate the Ising symmetry. Our QMC scheme operates at a finite temperature T , and,

in order to access properties of the ground state, we work at sufficiently low temperatures,

e.g., T/Ω∼ 0.01 and 0.02.

We write our d-dimensional system’s Hamiltonian as Ĥ = Ĥ0 + Ĥ1, with

H =
∑
i<j

Vijn̂in̂j −∆
∑
i

n̂i︸ ︷︷ ︸
Ĥ0

−Ω

2

∑
i

σ̂xi︸ ︷︷ ︸
Ĥ1

, (B.2)

where Ĥ0 denotes the part diagonal in the z-basis and Ĥ1 is the off-diagonal term proportional

to σ̂x. In the discrete imaginary-time representation (with NI sites in the imaginary-time

direction), the partition function is

Z = Tr[e−βH ] = lim
NI→∞

∑
α⃗

NI−1∏
a=0

⟨αa+1| e−τĤ0e−τĤ1 |αa⟩ , (B.3)

where α⃗ = α0, α1, ..., αNI
, αi is a state in the computational (z) basis with αNI

= α0 due to

the periodicity induced by the trace, and τ = β/M is assumed to be very small such that the

above Suzuki-Trotter decomposition holds. The partition function in Eq. (B.3) can be recast

as a partition function of a (d+ 1)-dimensional classical model, with the index a labeling the
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additional dimension:

Zcl =
∑
αcl

⟨αcl|e−βHcl |αcl⟩ , (B.4)

where αcl are computational basis states of NI ×Na spins and

Hcl =

NI−1∑
a=0

(
N∑
i<j

Vij
NI

n̂a,in̂a,j −
∆

NI

N∑
i

n̂i −
ln coth

(
βΩ
2NI

)
2β

N∑
i

σ̂za,iσ̂
z
a+1,i

)
, (B.5)

with a labeling the imaginary-time direction. This Hamiltonian is diagonal in the computa-

tional basis. In order to avoid errors stemming from the Suzuki-Trotter decomposition, one

has to use large values of M , which makes the simulation inefficient.

To amend this issue, Refs. 464, 465 go to the limit of NI → ∞ directly. This can be

achieved by keeping track of domain walls in the imaginary-time direction, rather than indi-

vidual spins. Assuming that there are reasonably many clusters, this approach should reduce

the computational complexity by a large factor. Fortunately, cluster lengths obey the Pois-

son distribution [173]; therefore, in each update step, we can sample potential domain wall

positions accordingly and attempt to flip whole clusters using the usual importance sampling.

This scheme is therefore nonlocal in the imaginary-time direction (cluster update) but local

in space (local update).

We note that an independent work in Ref. 431 developed a similar method, which is local

in space and nonlocal in imaginary time, based on the Stochastic Series Expansion (SSE)

approach. In certain parameter regimes, Merali et al. [431] observe better performance using

this “line method” compared to the usual cluster updates for SSE approach.

B.2.1 Cutoff dependence of the phase diagram

The interaction that we use to study Eq. (3.4) of the chapter is truncated at a finite distance:

V (R) = Ω
(
R6
b/|R|6

)
Θ(R0 − |R|), where Θ(x) is the Heaviside step function with Θ(0) = 1.

In this work, we assumed R0 = 4, in units where we set the lattice spacing to unity (a = 1).

This means that a single atom can interact with up to 48 other atoms. In Fig. B.2, we present

various order parameters across transitions to the star and striated phases with different

interaction cutoffs R0 ∈ {2, 3, 4, 5} for a 16 × 16 lattice with PBC. We observe that setting
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure B.2: Effect of truncating interactions at different distances R0 for a system of size
16 × 16. (a,d) Transition to the star phase at Rb = 1.62. The slight discrepancy between
R0 = 4 and R0 = 5 suggests that the transition can be even sharper at R0 = 5, at this value
of the blockade radius. (b,e) Transitions at Rb = 1.45. For R0 = 2, the transition is to the
star phase, while for R0 ∈ {3, 4, 5}, one obtains a striated phase. (c,f) Transition from the
checkerboard to the striated phase for a fixed Ω/∆ = 2.3. Taking R0 = 5 slightly stabilizes
the star phase but does not resolve the difficulty of simulating the interface between these
two phases.

R0 > 3 is important for recovering the detailed features of our phase diagram. For instance,

taking R0 = 2 favors the star phase, since the intra-unit-cell interactions in the star ordering

are omitted; this accounts for the reduced (enhanced) extent of the striated (star) phase

in Ref. 563 compared to our current findings. We also note that R0 = 3 is not sufficient to

capture the full long-tail phase diagram for the star phase [see Fig. B.2(a,b)]. Noticeably, with

increasing cutoff distance, the phase boundaries in Fig. B.2 shift towards larger detunings and

converge for R0 ≥ 4. In Fig. B.2(b), we see that including even longer-ranged tails than those

assumed in this work, i.e., R0=5, leads to a sharper (stronger) first-order transition to the

star phase.

B.2.2 Seeding procedure for the striated–star transition

Since the star and striated phases break different symmetries, within the LGW paradigm,

we expect the transition between them to be first-order. We find that the QMC algorithm
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Figure B.3: Seeding procedure for the interface between striated and star phases. The QMC
algorithm struggles in this regime. To estimate the phase boundary, we resort to phase seeding
from both sides. (a,b) Effect of the seeding procedure and temperature change on the phase
boundary at L = 12. (c,d) Scaling with the system size at T = 0.002. The gray region denotes
our estimate of the location of the transition point.

struggles to converge properly near this star–striated transition. We attribute this to the

local-in-space nature of our QMC update method, wherein it is necessary to reorder the

whole lattice to maintain ergodicity, which is very difficult when two phases coexist.

In order to estimate the location of the transition, we perform a “phase seeding proce-

dure”. First, we equilibrate a QMC realization deep within one of the phases (e.g., striated),

which prepares the initial “seed” for that particular phase. Second, we change the blockade

radius inside the simulation to the desired value and then perform a normal QMC procedure

(equilibration together with sampling) using the previously obtained seed instead of a com-

pletely random one. This favors the phase corresponding to the seed. Finally, we repeat this

procedure starting from the other phase.

In Fig. B.3(a), we present the effect of seeding on the behavior of the order parameters;

each order parameter is seeded from its corresponding phase. We estimate the transition

point as the midpoint between the peaks of the two order parameters. Upon decreasing the

temperature, the effect of the seeding procedure becomes more pronounced, as the system is
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progressively more frozen in its initial (seeded) configuration, and the gap between the peaks

becomes narrower. In Fig. B.3(b), we show results for different system sizes at the lowest

temperature considered (T =0.002) as well as our estimate for the transition point (grey

area). We note that this position does not vary much with the temperature. This approach

to estimating the transition point is heuristic, so we assign a rough error to the position of

the critical point defined by the distance between the peaks at the lowest temperature (width

of the shaded area).

B.3 Details of Landau-Ginzburg-Wilson theories

In order to systematically address fluctuation corrections, it is useful to regard the relevant

Landau theory not as the free energy functional but rather as the Hamiltonian of a clas-

sical statistical mechanics problem in which the degrees of freedom are represented by the

field(s) [550]. Landau theory would then simply follow by making the saddle-point approx-

imation to the functional integral for the partition function. Here, we adopt this approach

from the very beginning.

The elements of the space group of the square lattice include single-site translations along

the x (Tx) and y (Ty) axes, reflections about the x (Rx) and y (Ry) axes, and fourfold rotations

around the out-of-plane z-axis (C4). To write down the effective Hamiltonian, such as that in

Eq. (3.7) of the chapter, we need to determine how the low-energy eigenmodes ψn transforms

under these operations. This, in turn, follows from the transformation properties of the

eigenvectors exp(ikn · r), introduced in Eq. (3.6) of the chapter, as

Ôρ(r) = Re

[∑
n

ψn e
ikn·(Ôr)

]
≡ Re

[∑
n

(
Ôψ
)
n
eikn·r

]
.

We outline these symmetry transformations individually for each of the phases in the following.

B.3.1 Checkerboard and striated phases

The minimal set of momenta {kn} required to describe the density-wave ordering ρ(r) in the

striated phase is {(π, 0), (0, π), (π, π)}. The magnetization in or around these phases can thus
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be expressed in terms of three real fields Ψ1, Ψ2, and Φ as

ρ(r) = Ψ1 e
i (π,0)·r +Ψ2 e

i (0,π)·r +Φ ei (π,π)·r. (B.6)

In the basis (Ψ1,Ψ2), the matrix representations of the symmetry transformations are:

Tx = −σ3, Ty = σ3, Rx = Ry = 1, C4 = σ1, (B.7)

where σ denotes the usual 2 × 2 Pauli matrices. The field Φ transforms trivially under all

symmetries except translations (Tx, Ty), which act as Φ→−Φ. The Landau functional is

given by all homogeneous polynomials that are invariant under the group generated by these

transformations and, up to quartic order, corresponds to Eq. (3.7) of the chapter. Without

loss of generality, we consider g < 0 here. Furthermore, we need v < 0 to ensure that both Ψ1

and Ψ2 condense in the ordered (striated) phase. The stability of the theory also requires

u1>−v/4> 0, u2> 0, and u2 (4u1 + v)>w2 (assuming w < 0).

Mean-field theory for the tricritical points

Neglecting spatial fluctuations, let us first analyze Eq. (3.7) in mean-field theory. The results

of such an analysis are presented in the phase diagram of Fig. 3.7, which illustrates the

checkerboard, striated, and star phases. As indicated in Fig. 3.7, there can be a second-order

phase transition between any two of these three phases. From a conventional Landau theory

analysis, we find that the second-order phase boundary between the disordered phase and

the checkerboard phase is at s=0, while the line demarcating the disordered phase from the

striated is at r=0. Finally, the second-order transition from the checkerboard to the striated

is at

r =
1

2

(
−g
√
−s
2u2

+
sw

u2

)
. (B.8)

Although these three second-order lines would appear to meet at r= s=0, as noted by Park

& Sachdev [490] this is pre-empted by a line of first-order transitions close to the origin. The

origin of this feature can be seen by integrating out the Φ fluctuations to derive an effective

action for the Ψ. Doing so always induces an effective quartic term Ψ2
1Ψ

2
2 with a negative
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coefficient ∼−g2/|s|. Hence, for sufficiently small |s|, the net coefficient of Ψ2
1Ψ

2
2 always

becomes negative, thus driving the transitions involving the onset of nonzero Ψi first-order.

This line of first-order transitions terminates in two tricritical points (labeled T1 and T2 in

Fig. 3.7), at which the coefficients of both the quadratic and quartic terms of the effective

theory vanish; the theory is then controlled by its sextic term [not shown in Eq. (3.7)]. The

point T1 is located at r=0, s= g2/(16u1 + 4v) whereas the coordinates of T2 can be found

by solving for s in the equation

g2

s
− 4g w

√
2

−s u2
+ 8

(
4u+ v − w2

u2

)
= 0 (B.9)

and then determining r as given by Eq. (B.8) for this value of s. On going across either of

these two tricritical points, the change in the sign of the quartic term is responsible for the

nature of the transition changing from first to second-order.

Next, we address the role of quantum fluctuations.

Disordered to checkerboard

The transition from the disordered to the checkerboard phase is characterized by the onset of a

nonzero order parameter, namely, the staggered magnetization or, equivalently, the amplitude

of the (π, π) Fourier mode. Expanding in powers and gradients of this order parameter, we

obtain the Hamiltonian

HΦ =

∫
dDx

[
1

2

{(
∂µΦ

)2
+ rΦ2

}
+
u0
4!

Φ4

]
, (B.10)

where Φ, as before, is a real, one-component field. The Hamiltonian is invariant under Φ→−Φ

and thus possesses a Z2 (Ising) symmetry. Analyzing the renormalization-group (RG) flow

of this theory, one finds that it has a Guassian fixed point (FP) at r=u0= 0; however, the

Gaussian FP is stable towards u0 perturbations only for D > 4. More relevantly, the RG

flow has another FP at nonzero values of r and u0, which is the celebrated Wilson-Fisher
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FP [693–695] located at

r∗ = −ε
6
+O(ε2); u∗0 =

2ε

3S4
+O(ε2), (B.11)

where ε ≡ 4−D, and the phase space factor Sd = 2/[Γ(d/2)(4π)d/2] denotes the surface

area of a sphere in d dimensions. For D < 4, the physics of the critical point is described

by the field theory of the Wilson-Fisher FP, and the transition from the disordered to the

checkerboard phase in the Rydberg system is in the universality class of the (2+1)D Ising

model.

Disordered to striated

The cubic term in Eq. (3.7) of the chapter implies that if two of the fields (Ψ1,Ψ2,Φ) are

condensed, then so must the third [600]. In the striated phase, the Fourier transform of the

Rydberg excitation density |n(k)| thus exhibits peaks not only at (π, 0) and (0, π) but also at

(π, π)= (π, 0)+ (0, π). For the purpose of describing the phase transition from the disordered

to the striated phase, therefore, it suffices to focus on the first two momenta alone. In other

words, given two real fields Ψ1 and Ψ2,

ρ(r) = Ψ1 e
i (π,0)·r +Ψ2 e

i (0,π)·r (B.12)

correctly describes the Z2×Z2 symmetry-breaking pattern of the striated phase. Using the

matrix representations of the transformations in Eq. (B.7), the most general Hamiltonian

consistent with square-lattice symmetries can be written as

HΨ =

∫
dDx

[
1

2

N∑
i=1

{(
∂µΨi

)2
+ rΨ2

i

}
+

1

4!

N∑
i=1

(
u0 + v0δij

)
Ψ2
iΨ

2
j

]
, (B.13)

where N =2. The cubic-symmetric quartic term
∑

iΨ
4
i breaks the O(N ) invariance of the

model down to a residual discrete D4 symmetry. The relevance of the anisotropic perturba-

tions can be directly understood by classifying them using irreducible representations of the

O(N ) internal group, and computing the RG dimensions of their associated couplings [246].

While the coupling constants r,u0, and v0 can be varied by tuning the parameters of the mi-
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croscopic Rydberg Hamiltonian, the stability of the theory requires the positivity conditions

u0 + v0 > 0 and Nu0 + v0 > 0 (B.14)

to be satisfied. Rewriting the quartic term as [(u0 + v0)(Ψ
2
1 +Ψ2

2)
2 − 2 v0Ψ

2
1Ψ

2
2]/4!, it follows

that we also need v0 > 0 to ensure that both Ψ1,2 condense in the ordered phase.

The theory defined by the Hamiltonian (B.13) has been extensively studied over the past

few decades and is known to have four FPs [6, 7]:

• The trivial Gaussian one at u0 = v0 = 0.

• The Ising FP with u0 = 0, v0 ̸= 0. At this FP, the Hamiltonian (B.13) corresponds to

that of N Ising systems coupled by the O(N )-symmetric interaction.

• The O(N )-symmetric FP with u0 ̸= 0, v0 = 0.

• The cubic FP with u0 ̸= 0, v0 ̸= 0.

Both the Gaussian and Ising FPs are unstable for any number of components N . For suffi-

ciently small N <Nc, the O(N)-symmetric FP is stable while the cubic one is unstable (this

designation is reversed for N >Nc) [498]. Importantly, for D = 3, Nc has been shown to

be less than 3 using perturbative expansions [2, 346, 414] and numerical conformal boot-

strap [121]. Hence, in our case, with D=3, N =2, the O(N )-symmetric FP describes the

generic critical behavior of the system and the resultant RG flow is sketched in Fig. B.4.

In the upper-half plane, the only FP is the Ising one which is unstable. If v0> 0 (as required

for the simultaneous condensation of Ψ1,2) and u0> 0, at long distances, the theory would

therefore flow to the O(N )-symmetric FP. The transition would be second-order, governed

by this stable FP, and one would expect the emergence of an O(2) symmetry at the critical

point [403]. The cubic term is a “dangerously” irrelevant operator and generates correction to

scaling in the ordered phase [498]. However, even though the RG flow has a stable FP, there

is a region in the (u0, v0) plane, defined by the wedge Ω= {(u0, v0) | −v0/2<u0< 0}, from

which the FP is inaccessible [334]. If u0 were to the left of the separatrix running from the

Gaussian to the Ising FP, the flow could not reach the O(N ) FP as the separatrix marks the
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Gaussian

Ising

Cubic

Figure B.4: RG flow of the theory (B.13) in the (u0, v0) coupling plane for D=3, N =2<Nc.
The blue dot represents the stable O(N )-symmetric FPs whereas the other three unstable
FPs are marked in red. Owing to the positivity (B.14) and condensation conditions, the
parameters of our theory are always constrained to lie in the (green/yellow) region to the
right of v0=−2u0 (dashed line) in the upper-half plane. The yellow wedge marks the region
from which the stable FP is inaccessible. Figure adapted from Ref. [498].

boundary of the domain of attraction of the stable FP [29]. Outside the attraction domain

of the FPs, the flow goes away towards more negative values of u0 and/or v0, eventually

reaching the region where the quartic interaction no longer satisfies the stability condition:

these RG trajectories should be related to first-order phase transitions [498]. This result is to

be contrasted with the mean-field prediction of a continuous transition in the entire stability

wedge defined by Eq. (B.14).

Checkerboard to striated

The broken symmetry in the striated phase is Z2×Z2≃D2 (which is isomorphic to the Klein

4-group). By itself, the checkerboard phase already breaks a Z2 symmetry. The residual

Z2 symmetry that is further broken on going from the checkerboard to the striated phase is

generated by {1, Td}, where Td≡TxTy denotes unit translations along the diagonals (T 2
d =1).

Note that both the checkerboard and striated phases preserve fourfold-rotational symmetry,
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so the original D4 symmetry of the Hamiltonian (B.13) is broken down to its subgroup C4.

The striated phase can be distinguished from the checkerboard by defining the order pa-

rameter

m ≡
∣∣∣∣∑

i

{
(−1)row(i) + (−1)col(i)

}
⟨ni⟩

∣∣∣∣, (B.15)

which measures the differential occupation of sites along the diagonals. Now one can write

down a Landau functional in powers and derivatives of the order parameter as usual and the

resultant effective Hamiltonian is given by

Hm =

∫
dDx

[
1

2

{(
∂µm

)2
+ rm2

}
+
u0
4!
m4

]
, (B.16)

which is the same as the Φ4 field theory studied above in Eq. (B.10). The Z2-symmetry-

breaking transition from the checkerboard to the striated phase is thus also in the Ising

universality class controlled by the Wilson-Fisher FP.

B.3.2 The star phase

To derive the LGW theory for the quantum phase transition from the disordered to the

star phase, we begin by noting that the Fourier maxima in the star phase are at (π, 0),

(0, π), (π/2, π), and (π, π/2). However, recognizing that (π, 0)= 2 (π/2, π)—and similarly for

(0, π)—we can write the magnetization as simply

ρ(r) = Re
(
Ψ1 e

i (π/2,π)·r +Ψ2 e
i (π,π/2)·r

)
, (B.17)

with Ψ1,Ψ2 ∈C, and the other wavevectors are described by harmonics Ψ2
1,2 of the order

parameters. Using the basis (Ψ1,Ψ2,Ψ
∗
1,Ψ

∗
2), the symmetry operations can be represented by

the following matrices:

Tx =



i 0 0 0

0 −1 0 0

0 0 −i 0

0 0 0 −1


, Ty =



−1 0 0 0

0 i 0 0

0 0 −1 0

0 0 0 −i


, (B.18)
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Rx =



1 0 0 0

0 0 0 1

0 0 1 0

0 1 0 0


, Ry =



0 0 1 0

0 1 0 0

1 0 0 0

0 0 0 1


, C4 =



0 0 0 1

1 0 0 0

0 1 0 0

0 0 1 0


.

These five matrices generate a subgroup of O(4) and the effective Hamiltonian composed of

all polynomials invariant under this group (up to quartic order) is

Hs =
∫
dDx

[
1

2

2∑
i=1

{∣∣∂µΨi

∣∣2 + r |Ψi|2
}
+

2∑
i=1

[
z1 |Ψi|4 + z3

{
Ψ4
i + (Ψ∗

i )
4
} ]

+ z2 |Ψ1|2|Ψ2|2
]
.

(B.19)

For stability of the theory, the coefficients zi must obey the positivity conditions

z1 − 2|z3| > 0 and 2z1 + z2 − 4|z3| > 0. (B.20)

We further require z2− 2 (z1− 2 |z3|)> 0 to ensure that only one of Ψ1,2 condenses at a time,

as observed in the star phase.

This model is equivalent to the so-called tetragonal theory which is the M =2 version of

the general three-coupling LGW Hamiltonian

Hϕ =

∫
dDx

[∑
i,a

1

2

{
(∂µϕa,i)

2 + rϕ2a,i
}
+
∑
ij,ab

1

4!

(
u0 + v0δij + w0δijδab

)
ϕ2a,iϕ

2
b,j

]
, (B.21)

where a, b=1, ...M and i, j=1, ...,N ; for our purposes,N =2. For these parameters (M,N =2)

it corresponds to Eq. (3.8) in the chapter. The theory (B.21) is, of course, constrained to lie

within the region of parameter space where Eq. (B.20) as well as the abovementioned condi-

tion for the mutually exclusive condensation of Ψi are both satisfied. The mapping between

the two sets of coefficients is given by u0=12 z2, v0=12 (2z1 − z2 − 12z3), w0=192 z3, which

implies that the allowed region in (u0, v0, w0) space is defined by Eq. (3.9) (see Fig. B.6).

Focusing on M =2, while keeping N (> 1) general, it is instructive to consider certain limits

of the Hamiltonian (B.21). For u0=0, the model reduces to N decoupled cubic models with

357



Appendix B. Appendices to Chapter 3

(a) (b) (c)

Gaussian

Ising

XY

Cubic

Ising

Gaussian

Cubic

Gaussian XY

Tetragonal

Figure B.5: Schematic RG flow of the tetragonal theory, described by the LGW Hamiltonian
(B.21) with M =2, N > 1, in the (a) u0=0, (b) v0=0, and (c) w0=0 planes. In the v0=0
subspace, the stable FP is the cubic one whereas on the other two planes, the XY FP is
stable. As before, all the stable (unstable) FPs are marked in blue (red). Figure adapted
from Ref. [498].

two-component spins, while for v0=0, it describes a cubic model with 2N -component spins.

In the case w0=0, the tetragonal Hamiltonian is equivalent to N coupled XY models [7, 79]

(also known as the “MN model” [222]). These limits, and their combinations, are useful in

understanding the different FPs of the theory. Within the framework of the ε expansion, the

tetragonal model has eight FPs [458–460], which are labeled as follows:

• Gaussian: u0 = v0 = w0 = 0,

• Ising: u0 = v0 = 0; w0 ̸= 0,

• Heisenberg [O(2N )-symmetric]: u0 ̸= 0; v0 = w0 = 0,

• XY [O(2)-symmetric]: u0 = w0 = 0; v0 ̸= 0,

• Tetragonal: u0 ̸= 0; v0 ̸= 0; w0 = 0, and

• Cubic: u0 ̸= 0; v0 = 0; w0 ̸= 0.

One thus obtains six FPs. Additionally, the tetragonal Hamiltonian is symmetric under the

transformation [354]

(
ϕ1,i, ϕ2,i

)
→ 1√

2

(
ϕ1,i + ϕ2,i, ϕ1,i − ϕ2,i

)
, (B.22)
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Figure B.6: Allowed region in parameter space of the tetragonal theory (B.21), as defined by
Eq. (3.9) for w0> 0 (green) and w0< 0 (blue). The two planes v0=0 and v0+(3/2)w0=0
(on which the cubic FPs are stable) are shaded in pink. The blue dot represents the globally
stable XY FP; its v0 coordinate is greatly exaggerated here for the sake of visual clarity.

(u0, v0, w0)→
(
u0, v0 +

3

2
w0,−w0

)
. (B.23)

The two remaining fixed points are obtained by applying the transformation (B.23) to the

Ising and cubic FPs listed above, bringing the total to eight. The RG flow of the theory along

three different planes (corresponding to one of the quartic couplings being zero) is shown in

Fig. B.5. As described in the chapter, the generic critical behavior of the tetragonal theory is

described by the XY FP irrespective of N .

Crucially, even though the XY FP is globally stable, it is shielded from our allowed re-

gion (3.9) by the v0=0 and v0+(3/2)w0=0 planes (see Fig. B.6). We can now extend the

arguments of Kerszberg & Mukamel [334] outlined above to our three-dimensional param-

eter space. Suppose our initial conditions place the microscopic theory in a regime where

w0>−(2/3)v0> 0 (rightmost green region of Fig. B.6). All points in this region are separated

from the XY FP by the v0 = 0 plane. On this plane, we know that the cubic FP is stable
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but its stability matrix possesses a negative eigenvalue in full parameter space [493]. Hence,

given these initial conditions, the RG flow would take one away from the v0=0 plane, and

accordingly, the stable XY FP. Using the analogous properties of the v0+(3/2)w0=0 plane,

we can generalize this argument to all possible initial conditions shown in Fig. B.6. As a

result, we can conclude that the stable XY FP is inaccessible starting from our allowed region

of parameter space, rendering the transitions from the disordered to the star phase first-order.

Lastly, let us mention that besides the eight FPs referenced above, the tetragonal the-

ory (B.21)—restricted to the w0=0 plane—is believed to have another stable FP in the

region v0< 0, u0> 0, the presence of which is not directly predicted by the ε-expansion frame-

work: this is the O(2)×O(2)-symmetric chiral FP [499]. While ε-expansion [331] and fixed-

dimension [497] calculations disagree on the existence of a stable FP corresponding to this

chiral universality class for N =2 in D=3, we note that within the RG approach, fluctuation-

induced first-order transitions are always still possible for systems lying outside the attraction

domain of the chiral FP if it exists [92]. Moreover, it is presently unclear whether this chiral

FP is stable in the enlarged tetragonal theory with w0 ̸=0.

B.3.3 Additional Landau functionals

Disordered to banded

The transition to the banded phase involves the onset of Fourier peaks at ±(2π/5, π), which

continue to persist in the rhombic phase at larger δ/Ω. Accordingly, we write

ρ(r) = Re
(
ψ1 e

i (2π/5,π)·r + ψ2 e
i (π,2π/5)·r

)
. (B.24)

In the basis, Ψ ≡ (ψ1, ψ2, ψ
∗
1, ψ

∗
2), the representations of the symmetries are

Tx =



ζ 0 0 0

0 −1 0 0

0 0 ζ4 0

0 0 0 −1


, Ty =



−1 0 0 0

0 ζ 0 0

0 0 −1 0

0 0 0 ζ4


, (B.25)
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Rx =



1 0 0 0

0 0 0 1

0 0 1 0

0 1 0 0


, Ry =



0 0 1 0

0 1 0 0

1 0 0 0

0 0 0 1


,

Rd =



0 1 0 0

1 0 0 0

0 0 0 1

0 0 1 0


, Rd′ =



0 0 0 1

0 0 1 0

0 1 0 0

1 0 0 0


, C4 =



0 0 0 1

1 0 0 0

0 1 0 0

0 0 1 0


,

employing the shorthand ζ = exp(2πi/5). Repeating the same procedure as above leads to

the Landau functional

L̄3 =
2∑

n=1

u |ψn|4 + v |ψ1|2|ψ2|2, (B.26)

where we have suppressed the trivial quadratic and derivative terms. Once again, we have

to ensure that only one of ψ1,2 condenses in the banded state. This is a particular case of

the MN model [7, 222] [the Hamiltonian for which is given by Eq. (B.21) for w0 = 0], with

M = 2 and N = 2, or equivalently, of the O(2) × O(2) chiral model [330, 331],

H =

∫
ddx
{1
2

∑
a

[
(∂µϕa)

2 + rϕ2a

]
+

1

4!
u0

(∑
a

ϕ2a

)2
+

1

4!
v0
∑
a,b

[
(ϕa · ϕb)2 − ϕ2aϕ2b

]}
,

which is related to the former by an exact mapping of the fields. It has two stable fixed

point in different regions of the quartic parameters, divided by a separatrix, and the RG flow

leading to the “chiral” fixed point was studied in Ref. 91. One can show that this theory also

has a XY fixed point in another region of the quartic couplings.

Banded to rhombic

Going into the rhombic phase, |n(k)| develops additional maxima at ±(π, π/4). Focusing on

these dominant peaks, we formulate the field as

ρ(r) = Re
(
ψ1 e

i (π/4,π)·r + ψ2 e
i (π,π/4)·r

)
. (B.27)
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As before, the matrix representations of the symmetries, in the basis, Ψ ≡ (ψ1, ψ2, ψ
∗
1, ψ

∗
2),

are

Tx =



λ 0 0 0

0 −1 0 0

0 0 λ∗ 0

0 0 0 −1


, Ty =



−1 0 0 0

0 λ 0 0

0 0 −1 0

0 0 0 λ∗


, (B.28)

Rx =



1 0 0 0

0 0 0 1

0 0 1 0

0 1 0 0


, Ry =



0 0 1 0

0 1 0 0

1 0 0 0

0 0 0 1


,

Rd =



0 1 0 0

1 0 0 0

0 0 0 1

0 0 1 0


, Rd′ =



0 0 0 1

0 0 1 0

0 1 0 0

1 0 0 0


, C4 =



0 0 0 1

1 0 0 0

0 1 0 0

0 0 1 0


,

where λ denotes exp(iπ/4). The final form of the quartic polynomial obtained by imposing

invariance under these symmetries is exactly the same as Eq. (B.26).

Disordered to staggered

Table 3.1 arrays a set of four independent Fourier peaks for the staggered phase in terms of

which, the magnetization field is

ρ(r) = Re

(
ψ1 e

i (2π/5,6π/5)·r + ψ2 e
i (4π/5,2π/5)·r + ψ3 e

i (6π/5,2π/5)·r + ψ4 e
i (2π/5,4π/5)·r

)
.

(B.29)

For notational brevity, we refrain from expressing the symmetry transformations as explicit

8× 8 matrices, and instead just list their operations on the ψn:

Tx :ψ1 → ζψ1, ψ2 → ζ2ψ2,ψ3 → ζ3ψ3,ψ4 → ζψ4;

Ty :ψ1 → ζ3ψ1,ψ2 → ζψ2, ψ3 → ζψ3, ψ4 → ζ2ψ4;
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Rx :ψ1 → ψ4, ψ2 → ψ∗
3, ψ3 → ψ∗

2, ψ4 → ψ1;

Ry :ψ1 → ψ∗
4, ψ2 → ψ3, ψ3 → ψ2, ψ4 → ψ∗

1;

Rd :ψ1 → ψ3, ψ2 → ψ4, ψ3 → ψ1, ψ4 → ψ2;

Rd′ :ψ1 → ψ∗
3, ψ2 → ψ∗

4, ψ3 → ψ∗
1, ψ4 → ψ∗

2;

C4 :ψ1 → ψ∗
2, ψ2 → ψ1, ψ3 → ψ4, ψ4 → ψ∗

3. (B.30)

The most general quartic polynomial consistent with these transformations is

L̄4 =
4∑

n=1

u |ψn|4 + v1
(
|ψ1|2|ψ2|2 + |ψ3|2|ψ4|2

)
+ v2

(
|ψ1|2|ψ3|2 + |ψ2|2|ψ4|2

)
(B.31)

+ v3
(
|ψ1|2|ψ4|2 + |ψ2|2|ψ3|2

)
+ w

[
ψ1 (ψ

∗
2)

3 + ψ3
1 ψ2 + ψ3

3 ψ4 + ψ3 (ψ
∗
4)

3 + c.c
]
.

While the critical exponents of N -vector models have been estimated for large N using 1/N

expansions and RG techniques [18, 89, 758], the quartic terms listed above break the O(8)

symmetry in the present case. The resultant model of Eq. (B.31) has not been analyzed

previously in the literature and its critical behavior remains an open question, which we leave

for future work.

Finally, we close by recapitulating our results of this section in Table B.1 for convenience

of reference.

Phase Landau theory Fixed points

Striated 2-vector model with D4 symmetry Ref. [246]

Star Tetragonal theory [498] Refs. [458–460, 499]

Banded MN model (M = N = 2) [7, 222]/
O(2)×O(2) chiral model [330, 331]

Ref. [91]

Staggered 3D O(8) model + anisotropic perturbations —

Table B.1: Summary of the Landau theories for the QPTs from the disordered phase to
the various ordered phases, and the studies that describe their fixed points. Note that the
transition from the banded to the rhombic phase is described by the same theory as that from
the disordered to the banded, and is, therefore, omitted above.
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B.4 Mean-field wavefunction for the striated phase

To understand the origin of the striated phase, it is instructive to start from a simplified model

in which we assume that nearest-neighbor sites are perfectly blockaded. Since we always work

in a regime where Rb/a > 1, this model should also capture the essential physics of the full

Rydberg Hamiltonian.

In the classical limit of Ω = 0, the perfect checkerboard state has an energy per site of

−∆/2 + V (
√
2a) + V (2a), with V (x) being the interaction between sites at a distance x,

whereas the corresponding energy for the star-ordered state is −∆/4 (neglecting interactions

for x > 2a). Accordingly, there is a phase transition between the checkerboard and star

phases when ∆ = 4[V (
√
2a) + V (2a)]. On the other hand, for the same density of Rydberg

excitations, the striated phase has a classical energy per site of −∆/4 + V (2a)/2, which is

always greater than that of the star phase; hence, striated ordering never appears in the

classical limit.

At finite Ω, however, the striated phase emerges due to a competition between the third-

nearest-neighbor interactions and the second-order energy shift upon dressing a ground-state

atom off-resonantly with the Rydberg state. We can thus model the ground state of the

striated phase as a product state, where (approximately) 1/2 of the atoms are in the ground

state, 1/4 of the atoms are in the Rydberg state, and the remaining 1/4 are in the ground

state with a weak coherent admixture of the Rydberg state. A general mean-field ansatz for

a many-body wavefunction of this form is given by

|Ψstr(a1, a2)⟩ =
⊗
i∈A1

(cos a1|g⟩i + sin a1|r⟩i)
⊗
i∈A2

(cos a2|g⟩i + sin a2|r⟩i)
⊗
j∈B
|g⟩j, (B.32)

where A1 and A2 represent the two sublattices of the (bipartite) A sublattice, and a1,2 are

variational parameters. If a1 = a2, then our trial wavefunction simply represents a checker-

board state, but if a1 ̸= a2, this state is not of the checkerboard type, and leads to the striated

phase.

Based on this ansatz, we can now explicitly see how the striated phase may become ener-

getically favorable in the presence of a nonzero Ω. Consider the atoms on the partially excited
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sublattice to be in the superposition |g⟩+ [Ω/{4V (
√
2a)−∆}]|r⟩; this describes the state of

the atoms on the (1, 1) sublattice in the notation of Fig. 3.12. The net energy per site of the

system is then

−∆

4
+
V (2a)

2
− Ω2

4 (4V (
√
2a)−∆)

+
Ω2 V (

√
2a)

2 (4V (
√
2a)−∆)2

where the third and fourth terms are the second-order energy shift and mean-field interaction

shift, respectively. From this expression, we observe that if the energy gained from the dressing

(these last two terms) is larger than V (2a)/2, then the striated phase prevails over the star

phase.

B.5 Dynamical probe of the striated phase

The striated ordering is prepared using an optimized cubic spline sweep along Rb/a = 1.47,

ending at ∆/Ω = 2.35. Immediately after this sweep, the system is quenched to detuning ∆q

and relative laser phase ϕq. Quenching at a lower Rabi frequency Ωq = Ω/4 ≈ 2π × 1 MHz

improves the resolution of this interaction spectroscopy. For the chosen lattice spacing, the

interaction energy between diagonal excitations is 2π× 5.3 MHz. The reference phase for the

atoms ϕ = 0 is set by the instantaneous phase of the Rydberg coupling laser at the end of the

sweep into striated ordering. In the Bloch sphere picture, ϕ = 0 corresponds to the +x-axis,

so the wavefunctions on (0,0) and (1,1) sublattices correspond to vectors pointing mostly up

or mostly down with a small projection of each along the +x-axis. In the same Bloch sphere

picture, quenching at ϕq = π/2 or −π/2 corresponds to rotations around the +y- or −y-axes

(Fig. 3.12a).

To resolve the local response of the system, we use high-order correlators which are ex-

tracted from single-shot site-resolved readout. In particular, we define an operator Ô(d)
i on

the eight atoms surrounding site i. This operator projects the neighboring atoms into configu-

rations in which all four nearest atoms are in |g⟩ and exactly d of the diagonal neighbors are in

|r⟩. Specifically, the operator Ô(d)
i decomposes into a projector Âi on the four nearest neigh-

boring atoms and B̂
(d)
i on the four diagonal neighbors, according to Ô(d)

i = ÂiB̂
(d)
i . Defining

n̄i = |g⟩i⟨g| and ni = |r⟩i⟨r|, the nearest neighbor projector is written as Âi =
∏

⟨j,i⟩ n̄j , where
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⟨.⟩ denotes nearest neighbors. The projector B̂(d)
i sums over all configurations of the diagonal

neighbors (indexed k1, k2, k3, k4) with d excitations:

B̂
(4)
i = nk1nk2nk3nk4 , (B.33)

B̂
(3)
i = n̄k1nk2nk3nk4 + nk1 n̄k2nk3nk4 + . . . , (B.34)

B̂
(2)
i = n̄k1 n̄k2nk3nk4 + n̄k1nk2 n̄k3nk4 + . . . . (B.35)

These operators are used to construct the conditional Rydberg density

P (d) =

∑
i⟨niÔ

(d)
i ⟩∑

i⟨Ô
(d)
i ⟩

,

which measures the probability of Rydberg excitation on site i surrounded by neighboring-

atom configurations for which Ô(d)
i = 1.

To quantify coherences, we measure these conditional probabilities on their corresponding

resonances, after a fixed quench with variable quench phase ϕq. For a single particle driven by

the Hamiltonian H = Ω(cosϕqσx + sinϕqσy)/2 + ∆σz/2 for time τ , the resulting Heisenberg

evolution is given by σ′z = U †σzU , where U = e−iHτ . The resulting operator can be expressed

as

σ′z = Ω̃ sin 2α(−σx sinϕq + σy cosϕq) + 2∆̃Ω̃ sin2 α(σx cosϕq + σy sinϕq)

+ (cos2 α− (1− 2∆̃2) sin2 α)σz,

(B.36)

where ∆̃ = ∆/
√
∆2 +Ω2, Ω̃ = Ω/

√
∆2 +Ω2, and α = 1

2τ
√
∆2 +Ω2.

We fit the conditional probabilites P (0) and P (4) as a function of ϕq (Fig. 3.12d,e), taking ∆

as the effective detuning from interaction-shifted resonance, and measuring ⟨σ′z⟩ as a function

of ϕq to extract the Bloch vector components ⟨σx⟩, ⟨σy⟩, ⟨σz⟩ on the two respective sublattices.

For the (1,1) sublattice response, we model the evolution averaged over random detunings, due

to ∼ 15% fluctuations of the interaction shifts associated with thermal fluctuations in atomic

positions, which broaden and weaken the spectroscopic response. For both sublattices we also

include fluctuations in the calibrated pulse area (∼ 10% due to low power used). The extracted

fit values are σ(0,0)x,y,z = −0.82(6), 0.25(2),−0.32(4), and σ
(1,1)
x,y,z = −0.46(4), 0.01(1), 0.91(5).
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B.6 Entanglement generated by Rydberg interactions

The Rydberg blockade effect can generate entanglement between interacting atoms [560, 674,

692]. Here, we perform simple calculations to examine the interplay between entanglement

and correlations in the vicinity of the transition to the striated phase and draw connections to

the correlations in the experimental data uncovered by our CCNN analysis. To this end, we

perform density-matrix renormalization group (DMRG) calculations using a “snakelike” ma-

trix product state ansatz for a 9×9 system with open boundaries. The Rydberg Hamiltonian

realized by the experiment examined in this work is given by Eq. (3.4), and for notational

simplicity, we will refer to the first, second, and third terms therein as Ω̂, ∆̂, and V̂ , respec-

tively. Entanglement can be generated in the ground state of Ĥ(≡ H/ℏ) due to energetic

competition between these terms. For any two sites, the interaction term V̂ prefers small

overlap with basis states containing |rr⟩, while ∆̂ desires large overlap with all of |gr⟩ , |rg⟩,

and |rr⟩. Crucially, Ω̂ favors weight to be present with opposite phase between basis states

with a single site flipped as |g⟩ ↔ |r⟩. As a result, for a two-site system, the ground state as

Rb/x12 →∞ places weight across all of the |gg⟩ , |rg⟩ , |gr⟩ basis states, but not |rr⟩, resulting

in an entangled, anticorrelated state.

To examine this behavior more closely, we now turn to the results of the DMRG com-

putations. In Fig. B.7, we show the bipartite entanglement entropy between two halves of

the system. Within the disordered phase (∆ ≲ 1), the entanglement entropy of the ground

state increases monotonically as one approaches the quantum critical points, and, at large Rb,

the density on any site is anticorrelated with that of its next-nearest neighbors in the corners

[Fig. B.7(d)]. As we transition deep into the classically ordered phases, both the entanglement

and the connected correlations vanish due to the density on each site approaching either 0

or 1 [Fig. B.7(b,c)]. However, in a narrow region at Rb/a ≈ 1.4 where quantum fluctuations

stabilize a significant density on the (1, 1) sublattice [see Fig. B.7(d)], both entanglement and

diagonal anticorrelations survive. We emphasize that this entanglement is dependent on the

state on each sublattice remaining in a quantum superposition of |g⟩ and |r⟩, as is uniquely
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Figure B.7: DMRG results for a 9× 9 system. (a) Bipartite entanglement entropy S between
two halves of the system. (b,c) Average density on (0, 0) and (1, 1) sublattices, respectively.
(d) Average connected density-density correlator between next-nearest-neighboring sites on
the so-called (0, 0) and (1, 1) sublattices, marked in pink and purple in the inset, respectively.

characteristic of the striated phase.

Indeed, as shown in Fig. B.8, in the experiment, the connected part of many short-range

correlations remains finite and negative upon transitioning into the striated phase. In partic-

ular, all nearest-neighbor correlators remain anticorrelated, along with next-nearest-neighbor

correlators between the two excited sublattices. However, there are many confounding effects

which make it difficult to pinpoint with certainty the origin of these correlations. First, due

to decoherence and experimental noise, the experiment, in principle, produces a mixed rather

than a pure state. Given a mixed state ρ, nonzero connected correlations can emerge either

by entanglement, or by “classical” correlations between the pure states comprising ρ [651].

Efficient means for unambiguously revealing entanglement in experimental settings without

full tomography is an active field of research [166, 278, 335, 347, 471, 731, 748].

Moreover, quasiadiabatic sweeps across phase boundaries produce final states which are not

perfect ground states but are dependent on the original state starting from which the phase

boundary was crossed. As the system is theoretically transitioning from a region of high

entanglement, where nearby neighbors have anticorrelated densities, it is likely that some of

the magnitude of correlations captured by the CCNN is not directly representative of the true

ground state, instead having been “frozen in” from before the transition [764]. Nevertheless,

the nature (and, in particular, the signs) of these correlations still reveals qualitative structures

of each identified phase.
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Figure B.8: (a–c) Measurements of connected correlations from the striated experimental
training dataset, performed on each individual nearest-neighbor (NN), next-nearest-neighbor
(NNN), or next-to-next-nearest-neighbor (NNNN) bond, respectively. The colors of each site
are for visual aid, showing the sites expected to be in the mostly excited (pink), mostly
ground (purple), and entirely ground (black) states in the ideal striated limit. (d,e) Averaged
correlations across all bonds of different symmetry classes, tracked as a function of ∆/Ω for
a cut at Rb = 1.56.

B.7 Sign structures of third-order correlators in the rhombic phase

To uncover what is being learned by the second-order CCNN in the rhombic phase, we produce

the Fourier-space order parameter shown in Fig. B.9(a). We see that the learned order pa-

rameter attempts to identify Fourier intensity along the diagonals connecting the (±2π/5, 0)

and (0,±π/2) peaks (and symmetry equivalents), as the intensity uniquely appears here only

in this phase. Due to broadening resulting from experimental noise and the finite-size system,

the CCNN does not attempt to directly measure the rhombic (±2π/5, 0) peaks as these blur

too strongly into the star phase’s (±π/2, 0) peaks. Nevertheless, these peaks can be visually

resolved when averaging over a large number of snapshots as in Fig. B.9(c).

Manual inspection of the learned filters and β(2)α coefficients reveals that the rhombic CCNN
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Figure B.9: (a) Fourier intensity weighting map derived from a second-order model trained to
identify the rhombic phase. (b) Symmetrized Fourier intensities resulting from the density-
normalized ideal long-range rhombic ordering. (c–g) Fourier intensities of per-site density-
normalized experimental data δn̂(k) sampled deep in each of the identified phases.

obtains this order parameter by placing negative β
(2)
α on filters which contain short-range

patterns. This makes intuitive sense, as density fluctuations between nearby sites are anti-

correlated at high Rb. However, this does not give us clear insight into the actual Rydberg

crystal being realized, other than that it is constructed from longer-range displacements. This

motivated our choice of investigating third-order models which enforce β(m)
α > 0 to ensure

that the rhombic CCNN must rely on positive correlations to identify the phase. Due to three-

point correlators having a nontrivial sign structure, the CCNN still measures some short-range

patterns, but also learns several key longer-range patterns uniquely characterizing the phase.

By inspecting the learned β(3)α and the patterns in the learned associated filters fα, we can

determine which three-point correlations are being measured for a target phase, and whether

they should be positive or negative within the phase. However, the sign on a three-point

contribution can be somewhat confusing to interpret, as there are multiple ways to obtain

positive/negative three-point correlations. The CCNN itself does not inherently point out

how to interpret these correlators—simply that they are strongly positive/negative within the

phase. Manual follow-up and investigation is always necessary to understand the underlying

physics. We now clarify the subtleties of these measured three-point correlators and present

explicit measurements thereof from the data to confirm that the CCNN’s identification was

370



Appendix B. Appendices to Chapter 3

Figure B.10: (a–e) The three-point connected correlators identified from the third-order
CCNN trained to identify the rhombic phase (a–d) in the chapter, along with another no-
table correlations characterizing the star and rhombic phases (e). For each, we show the
contributions to the correlator from three-site density fluctuation patterns of different sign
configurations, measured from the snapshots in the rhombic training dataset. Contributions
are summed across all 8 reflection/rotation-transformed correlators, and averaged across all
translations which leave all three sites within the snapshot. Red bars show magnitudes of
positive contributions, while blue bars correspond to negative contributions. For simplicity,
the bar graph shows the (++−) and (+−−) contributions averaged over all three possible sign
combinations. Above each bar graph, we show the total value of the correlator, obtained by
summing all contributions with the appropriate sign and multiplying the averaged mixed-sign
contributions by 3.

meaningful.

Within this subsection, for notational brevity, spatial indices are written as (vector) sub-

scripts. Given density-normalized snapshots δni ≡ ni − ⟨ni⟩, uniform third-order CCNN

features measure weighted sums of connected three-point correlation functions, averaged over

all spatial translations:

⟨c(3)α ⟩ =
∑
x

(Lf−1,Lf−1)∑
ijk=(0,0)

fifjfk
⟨
δnx+iδnx+jδnx+k

⟩
, (B.37)

where the inner sum runs over all configurations of displacements (i, j,k) within the spatial

extent of the filter f of length Lf . Due to the symmetrization process used, this must also be

averaged over all rotations and flips of the three-point pattern.

In terms of individual density configurations, each of these correlators acquire positive

contributions either when all of (δni, δnj , δnk) are positive (+++), or when only one is

(+−−), (−+−), (−−+). The CCNN does not directly inform us as to how the correlator
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Figure B.11: Connected three-point correlators that were discovered by the CCNNs to capture
the rhombic phase, used in tandem with other two- and three-point correlators not shown. All
correlators are summed across all 8 reflection/rotation-transformed versions and averaged over
all translations which leave all three sites within the snapshot. At low Rb, these correlators
become positive again due to different sign contributions [(+−−) for the top two and (+++)
for the bottom two].

became positive—manual follow-up is necessary to uncover this information. As an example,

in Fig. B.10, we show the statistics of these different sign contributions for the dominant

three-point correlators learned by the CCNN within the rhombic phase. For conciseness, the

heights of the bars corresponding to mixed-sign contributions are averaged over all configu-

rations which produce the same sign. In Fig. B.11, we show the value of a handful of these

key correlators across the (∆/Ω, Rb/a) parameter space in the data.

From this, we can see that the short-range patterns learned by the CCNN are actually

producing positive signals due to a large number of (+−−) density configurations, as shown

in Fig. B.10(a,b). This points to the longer-range packing of Rydberg excitations within this

phase—if one the sites in the indicated triples is excited, it is more likely that the other two

are in the ground state. Meanwhile, the patterns of Fig. B.10(c,d) are positive dominantly due

to (+++) configurations, indicating that these motifs signal actual common configurations of

joint Rydberg excitations. Figure B.10 highlights that the star-like configurations also have

a large (+++) signal in this phase, as expected from the idealized pattern, but the other

sign contributions cause this correlator to turn negative and not be picked up by the CCNN.
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Together, we can infer from these correlations that we are probing a rhombic-like phase which

is failing to develop long-range order due to the incommensurate geometry of the system.

In Fig. B.11, we show the extent in parameter space of the key connected three-point corre-

lators identified, and observe that the region colored by the CCNN as the rhombic phase does

indeed correspond to the region where the long-range three-point motifs uniquely produce a

positive signal. Further theoretical and numerical analysis is needed to confirm that this phase

exists in the thermodynamic limit and that the rough region of parameter space identified by

our CCNN corresponds to the true region hosting this phase, as well as to determine if these

higher-order signals remain good indicators of the phase in the thermodynamic limit.

B.8 Scaling of quantum approximation error

B.8.1 Basic formalism

In this section, we present a theory which describes the scaling behavior of the defect density

in the Rydberg simulator’s solution to the Maximum Independent Set problem and accounts

for the main experimental observations. Based on generic ordering dynamics in (2+1)D, our

starting point is the natural ansatz that after crossing the quantum critical point, the size

of correlated regions grows with time as R(t)∼ tµ. This dynamic growing correlation length

R(t) will be a central player in our story. The exponent µ and the prefactor of the growth

law are a priori unknown and are governed by a combination of the quantum Kibble-Zurek

mechanism [508, 764], early-time coarsening [120], and “standard” late-time coarsening [67].

The implications of this scaling hypothesis for the state(s) obtained as a solution to the

Maximum Independent Set problem are straightforward. At an intermediate time t, the num-

ber of domains formed is given by N (t) ≡ A/(πR2(t)), where A is the geometric area of the

graph. Then, the local deviations from the perfect solution (referred to as defects hereafter)

arise from the boundaries where the different domains meet due to the possibly conflicting

ordering between individual regions. Accordingly, the number of defects per domain scales as

πR(t) because the error accumulates proportionately to the length of the domain wall. The

total number of defects is therefore roughly NR∼ 1/R(t). Taking R(t) ∼ tµ as above, the
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High-Symmetry phase

Protodomains ξ

Figure B.12: Domain formation in 1D. Schematic representation of domain formation in 1D.
In the course of the ordering dynamics, the system is partitioned into protodomains of the
size of the characteristic length scale. At the interface between adjacent protodomains, kinks
are spontaneously formed with probability p, resulting in true domains. An analogous picture
holds for 2D as well. Figure adapted from Ref. [424].

approximation error 1−R at the time of measurement, T , should go as

1−R ≃ N (T )R(T ) ≃ 1

R(T )
∼ T−µ. (B.38)

Since T is directly related to the evolution time, this simple calculation predicts a power-law

decay of the error with the total sweep time, in agreement with the basic dependence seen

experimentally. Physically, the healing process is driven by the interaction of the long domain

walls with the bulk gapped quasiparticles about the ordered state within each domain [108].

B.8.2 Degeneracy-dependent corrections

We now turn to a more systematic calculation of the total number of defects 1 − R. To

generalize the mechanism described above, we consider that the effect of the ordering dynamics

is to initially partition a system of a given size into “protodomains” (see Fig. B.12) of the

same length scale over which the order parameter stabilizes [424]. At the boundary between

adjacent domains, kinks form with a given probability p. Conversely, with probability (1− p),

no kink is formed and the two adjacent protodomains coalesce to form a larger domain. Given

N protodomains, the number of boundaries between them (which determines the number of

stochastic events for kink formation) is ZN/2, where Z is the average coordination number
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...
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A B

Figure B.13: Origin of degeneracy. A. Principal component analysis (PCA) on experimental
outcomes of a 51-atom graph shows the regions that change most between snapshots. Here,
the top six principal components highlight distinct 1D regions which contribute most to the
degeneracy. B. Removing a vertex from a fully filled background lattice introduces degenerate
linear regions emanating from the hole. This is due to the ability to freely slide excitations
along columns and rows of the graphs in the vicinity of a hole.

of each protodomain. Note that here and henceforth, we have suppressed the explicit time

dependence of N and related variables. Assuming that the success probability p is the same

at different locations of the graph, the probability distribution for the number of kinks, k,

takes the binomial form

P (k) =

(
ZN/2
k

)
pk (1− p)ZN/2−k. (B.39)

The number of actual domains with k kinks is n= k/(Z/2). However, every time a kink fails

to form, the average length of the domain walls decreases as

r =
πNR− (ZN2 − k)L

n
, (B.40)

L being the length of the boundary between the two coalescing protodomains. In order

to determine the number of errors, we have to calculate the average ⟨nr⟩ subject to the

distribution (B.39).
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B.8.3 Degeneracy of MIS solutions

Before proceeding further, let us make a few observations about the degeneracy of the MIS

solution space. From the principal component analysis shown in Fig. B.13A, we know that the

degeneracy primarily originates from one-dimensional regions of the graph. One of the mecha-

nisms by which such one-dimensional degeneracy can arise is via the presence of holes, defined

as regions that have atoms missing compared to the perfect square lattice [see Fig. B.13B].

For instance, if a hole is located at a site (x1, y1) in a L×L lattice, it contributes to a “sliding

degeneracy” [185] of approximately [x(L − x)+ y(L − y)]/4. A direct generalization of this

argument shows that if there are two holes at positions (x1, y1) and (x1, y2), the degeneracy

of the line segment between them is ∼ |y2− y1|. We emphasize though that the 1D “strings”

of degeneracy need not always terminate in holes; in practice, their extent is also restricted

by the interactions between multiple holes. However, the precise microscopic origin of these

strings will not be important for our discussion. The key property of interest is that the

existence of holes induces degeneracies along one-dimensional lines, and the degeneracy of

each such segment is proportional to its linear length.

While the exact distribution of holes (or larger vacancies) is a property of the individual

graph, on average, the spacing between them is 2/
√
πρ ≡ ζ for a given density of holes ρ. For

simplicity, we will also take ζ to be the characteristic length of the 1D strings due to reasons

motivated above. Now, consider two protodomains, say, i and j, as shown in Fig. B.14:

we will compute the degeneracy of the domain i ∪ j if the protodomains were to coalesce

without kink formation. First, there will be a contribution from strings that lie entirely

within each protodomain (such as the rightmost one in Fig. B.14) given by δi δj , where δµ

denotes the intrinsic degeneracy in region µ. Additionally, there is a second piece to the

degeneracy stemming from the boundary between the two protodomains: this is determined

by the product of the degeneracies of all the strings crossing the interface of length ℓ sites.

Hence, the total degeneracy of the region i ∪ j is, to a good approximation, di,j ≃ (ζ)γ ℓδi δj ,

for some graph-dependent constant γ. Averaging over all such protodomains, we replace the

di,j , δi by their averaged values and drop the associated site indices, leading to the useful

estimate ℓ = [log d− 2 log δ]/(γ log ζ).
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A B

k

i j

Figure B.14: A potential mechanism for healing domain walls. A. Schematic illustration
of one-dimensional strings which contribute to the degeneracy. These strings may either
traverse the boundary between two (or more) protodomains (shaded in differing colors) or be
confined to exclusively one protodomain. B. An example depicting how domain walls between
independently seeded domains can be partially healed by sliding excitations along 1D lines.

B.8.4 Scaling of the defect density

Substituting this result in Eq. (B.40), we find

⟨nr⟩ =
ZN/2∑
k=0

(
ZN/2
k

)
pk (1− p)ZN/2−k

(
k

Z/2

)
πNR− ΓR (log d− 2 log δ)

(
ZN
2 − k

)
k/(Z/2)

=
NR
2

[2π − (1− p) ΓZ (log d− 2 log δ) ] , (B.41)

where we have encapsulated all the nonuniversal graph-dependent properties in the coefficient

Γ and also reinstated a factor of R in the first line for dimensional consistency (since L grows

with R). Intuitively, the correction term means that when the degeneracy is higher, there

are more ways for two protodomains, that may have been seeded independently, to merge

smoothly without generating a domain wall—this is also one reason why graphs with large

degeneracy are generically “easier” to solve. We now recognize that the total MIS degeneracy

D|MIS| is

D|MIS| ≃
∏

⟨i,j⟩ di,j

(
∏
i δi)

Z−1
so, logD|MIS| ≃

ZN
2

(
log d− 2

Z − 1

Z
log δ

)
≃ ZN

2
(log d− 2 log δ) ,

(B.42)

therefore

⟨nr⟩ = NR
[
π − (1− p) Γ

logD|MIS|
N

]
. (B.43)
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Figure B.15: Effect of degeneracy density on scaling dynamics. A. Behavior of the approxi-
mation error 1 − R as a function of degeneracy density ρ ≡ (logD|MIS|)/N for a fixed sweep
duration, as predicted by the theoretical model of Eq. (B.44) with the parameters therein de-
termined from a fit to experimental data. B. Effective power-law exponent α (corresponding
to the effective time-scaling observed in Fig. 3.22A) for graphs with different ρ. This scaling
behavior is captured by the theoretical model of Eq. (B.44) with a phenomenological value of
µ=0.48(2) obtained from a fit as shown by the solid black line (the errors in µ are calculated
through a bootstrap method). The grey shaded regions for both plots show the lower and
upper bounds given the errors of the fit.

Noting that N ∼ 1/R2, we can express the final result for the scaling of the net defect density

as

1−R ∼ T−µ
[
1− (1− p) Γ

logD|MIS|
N

T 2µ

]
, (B.44)

where N is the total number of atoms and the (redefined) coefficient Γ also absorbs the

geometric factors relating N and A.

B.8.5 Comparison to the experiment

Assuming a phenomenological value of the exponent µ, the scaling form (B.44) potentially

describes two key experimental observations:

• For a fixed time, the error decreases linearly with degeneracy density ρ ≡ (logD|MIS|)/N

(Fig. B.15A). The coefficient of this linear term (i.e., the slope obtained on plotting the

approximation error 1−R as a function of ρ) becomes more negative with increasing T

for short depths.

• For varying sweep times, the correction from the term proportional to ρ contributes an
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additional time dependence, so Eq. (B.44) does not describe a pure power law. However,

one can still fit the data to a single effective power law T−α; the exponent α thus obtained

for different graphs increases with ρ (Fig. B.15B).

A similar mechanism, albeit with different exponents, could potentially apply to the classical

simulated annealing data as well.

B.9 Landau-Zener mechanism and quantum scaling

B.9.1 Effect of finite blockade and long-ranged interactions

Employing the abovementioned DMRG procedure, we now calculate the minimum energy

gaps for three different Hamiltonians.

First, in Fig. B.16A, we present the minimum quantum gap calculated for a “hard-blockade”

Hamiltonian without long-ranged tails, in which both the first- and second-nearest neighbors

are strongly blockaded:

H̃ =
∑
i

(
Ω

2
|0⟩i ⟨1|i + h.c.

)
−∆

∑
i

ni +
1

2

∑
⟨i,j⟩

V0ninj +
1

2

∑
⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩

V0ninj , (B.45)

where ⟨· · · ⟩ and ⟨⟨· · · ⟩⟩ represent nearest and next-nearest neighbors, respectively, and we have

set ℏ = 1. For this Hamiltonian, which may be regarded as an approximation to the hard-

core, infinite Rydberg blockade for V0 = V1 ≈ 27, Ω = 1, we find that the quantum hardness

(the inverse gap) correlates well with the classical hardness parameter HP, consistent with a

scaling of gap ∼ 1/HP.

Next, we show the minimum energy gap for a more realistic “soft-blockade” Hamiltonian

without long-ranged tails in Figure B.16B:

H̃ =
∑
i

(
Ω

2
|0⟩i ⟨1|i + h.c.

)
−∆

∑
i

ni +
1

2

∑
⟨i,j⟩

V0ninj +
1

2

∑
⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩

V1ninj , (B.46)

where now V0 and V1 are the interaction energies between nearest and next-nearest neighbors

in the Rydberg Hamiltonian, but all longer-range interactions are removed. This is an “in-

termediate” model between the hard-blockade model described above and the full Rydberg
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Figure B.16: Minimum energy gap versus hardness parameter. The minimum quantum gap
calculated using DMRG for A. the “hard-blockade” model of the Hamiltonian in Eq. (B.46)
with first- and second-nearest neighbors strongly blockaded and no tails beyond them; B. the
realistic Rydberg Hamiltonian, but with the interaction truncated to only first- and second-
nearest neighbors and no tails beyond them; and C. the realistic Rydberg Hamiltonian with
long-ranged tails described in Eq. (3.17).

Hamiltonian. Notably, for many instances the adiabatic gap becomes larger in this model

compared to the hard blockade model, with most instances falling in between 1/HP and

1/
√
HP scaling.

Lastly, we consider the full Rydberg Hamiltonian introduced in Eq. (3.17); for this case,

we retain the long-ranged tails of the 1/r6 van der Waals interaction up to a distance of 4a,

which was shown to be sufficient for convergence of phase boundaries on the square lattice

[320]. Figure B.16C shows the minimum quantum gap plotted as a function of the classical

hardness parameter HP. The significant scatter precludes the observation of any meaningful

trend based on this data alone. However, the comparison also shows that the a combination

of soft blockade and long-ranged tails help facilitate a better performance for many instances.

B.9.2 Sufficient conditions for quadratic speedup

Although the numerics discussed above do not provide a definitive conclusion for the scaling

of the gaps with hardness parameter, it is interesting to consider the conditions under which

they scale as O(poly(1/N)HP−1/2), realizing a Grover-like speedup over SA, up to polynomial

factors in the system size. To this end, we denote the instantaneous eigenstates of the system

as |1⟩ , . . . , |2N ⟩ ordered by eigenenergies (E1 ≤ E2 ≤ · · · ≤ E2N ), so that the minimum
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Figure B.17: Landau-Zener physics in many-body systems. A level anticrossing, where the
instantaneous eigenstates swap at the gap-closing point, is illustrated.

adiabatic gap is

δmin = min
t∈[0,T ]

(E2(t)− E1(t)) . (B.47)

The adiabaticity criterion is then that the total evolution time T satisfies T ≫ 1/δmin.

For some hard combinatorial optimization problems, in the limit of large system sizes, this

minimum gap is expected to coincide with a first-order phase transition, where the ground

state suddenly changes character across the transition point [730]. We will assume that this is

the case and parametrize the adiabatic ramp by the drive-to-detuning ratio λ = Ω
2δ , denoting

its value at this phase transition as λcrit.

We will also assume that the two lowest eigenstates are energetically well-isolated from

higher excited states (E2 − E1 ≪ E3 − E2 near the gap-closing point). In this case, the

system’s dynamics near the gap closing are well-described [up to corrections of order (E2 −

E1)/(E3−E2)] by a process with Landau-Zener physics between the lowest two eigenstates, |1⟩

and |2⟩. Figure B.17 shows such a scenario, where the lowest two eigenstates |1⟩i , |2⟩i before

the level crossing swap places at λcrit, such that the states after the crossing are |1⟩f = |2⟩i and

|2⟩f = |1⟩i. For λ = λcrit, the eigenstates are the hybridized states |1⟩ = 1√
2
(|1⟩i + |2⟩i), |2⟩ =

1√
2
(|1⟩i − |2⟩i). The system’s dynamics in the |1⟩i , |2⟩i subspace are governed by an effective
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Landau-Zener Hamiltonian

HLZ = δeff (λ)σeffz +Ωeff (λ)σeffx , (B.48)

where σeffx = |1⟩i ⟨2|i+h.c., σeffz = |1⟩i ⟨1|i−|2⟩i ⟨2|i, and δeff(λ),Ωeff(λ) are unknown functions,

such that δeff(λcrit) = 0.

Under these assumptions, we find the adiabatic gap as

δmin = Ωeff (λcrit)

[
1 +O

(
E2 − E1

E3 − E2

)]
(B.49)

with

Ωeff (λcrit) = ⟨1|iHLZ (λcrit) |2⟩i = ⟨1|iH (λcrit) |2⟩i
[
1 +O

(
E2 − E1

E3 − E2

)]
, (B.50)

where H(λ) is the system Hamiltonian, and the corrections in the rightmost expression ap-

pear because HLZ only approximately represents H in the |1⟩i , |2⟩i subspace. Ignoring these

corrections, we see that the size of the gap is determined by the overlap of the two asymptotic

Landau-Zener states of the bare system Hamiltonian H at the critical point. This Hamilto-

nian is just a sum of local one- and two-body terms, while the asymptotic Landau-Zener states

|1⟩i , |2⟩i can be highly entangled superpositions of many independent sets. The size of the

gap is thus controlled mainly by how much population in |1⟩i is close in Hamming distance

to population in |2⟩i, rather than by the operators appearing inside the matrix element.

We can now envision a concrete situation where the adiabatic algorithm exhibits a quadratic

speedup over SA. For hard instances, the minimum gap typically occurs close to the end of

the adiabatic evolution. The ground state after the critical point (|1⟩f ) is composed of mostly

a superposition of the MISs and the first excited state (|2⟩f ) is a superposition of independent

sets of size |MIS|−1. Suppose these asymptotic Landau-Zener states form equal superpositions

of the respective independent set states:

|1⟩i = |2⟩f =
1√

D|MIS|−1

∑
i∈{IS of size |MIS|−1}

|i⟩ , (B.51)
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|2⟩i = |1⟩f =
1√
D|MIS|

∑
i∈{MIS}

|i⟩ . (B.52)

In this situation, the gap that results from the above formula is

δmin = Ω(λcrit) |MIS|
√

D|MIS|
D|MIS|−1

. (B.53)

Here, only the driver terms in H contribute to the matrix element, since |1⟩i and |2⟩i have

different Hamming weights. The factor of |MIS| appears because the driver connects every

independent set of size |MIS| in |2⟩i to |MIS| independent sets of size |MIS| − 1 in |1⟩i. The

factor under the square root comes partly from the normalization of the two wavefunctions,

which contributes 1/
√
D|MIS|D|MIS|−1, and also from the fact that there are D|MIS| nonzero,

equal magnitude terms that add constructively. This last effect is a coherent enhancement of

δmin which stems from the coherence of the superpositions |1⟩i , |2⟩i that we have assumed. If

we assume further that λcrit scales polynomially or slower with system size, then the gap would

go as poly(1/N)HP−1/2. In this hypothetical case, the adiabatic algorithm would exhibit a

quadratic speedup in HP over SA, which has a spectral gap of poly(N)HP−1.

For any particular graph instance, the two lowest eigenstates at the gap-closing point

are unlikely to exactly equal the fully symmetric superpositions assumed above because the

Hamiltonian is not symmetric among the MISs or the independent sets of size |MIS|− 1. It is

evident, however, that the gap is mainly determined by the extent to which |2⟩i is “delocalized”

across the space of MISs, and by how much overlap the state |1⟩i = |2⟩f has with the states

immediately accessible from |2⟩i via the driver. Therefore, a speedup over SA is possible if the

eigenstates involved in the gap closing of the adiabatic algorithm are sufficiently delocalized

across the solution space, or if |1⟩i is localized near nonmaximal independent sets of size

|MIS|−1. Assessing whether this type of speedup can be obtained requires further theoretical

analysis of the low-energy states of this Hamiltonian.
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C.1 Bosonic models with ring exchange

In this section, we demonstrate that the Rydberg Hamiltonian on the kagome lattice can

be related, at least perturbatively, to certain well-studied models of hard-core bosons with

“ring-exchange” interactions [33, 300, 543, 670], which have previously been identified to host

a QSL phase.

The mapping to hard-core bosons proceeds straightforwardly by associating each atom in

the Rydberg (ground) state with the presence (absence) of a boson [556] on the corresponding

lattice site. In the bosonic language, HRyd can be reformulated as

HRyd ≡ H0 +H1; (C.1)

H0 = V1
∑
⟨i,j⟩

ninj + V2
∑
⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩

ninj + V3
∑

⟨⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩⟩

ninj − δ
∑
i

ni, H1 =
Ω

2

∑
i

(b†i + bi),

where b†i (bj) is the boson creation (annihilation) operator, ni= b†ibi is the number operator,

and Vi stands for the repulsion strength between ith-nearest-neighbors with V1=27V2=64V3

owing to the van-der-Waals nature of the interaction. While this Hamiltonian does not con-
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serve the total number of bosons, we first derive an effective Hamiltonian that recovers the

global U(1) symmetry broken by the (b†i + bi) terms in Eq. (C.1). This is motivated by con-

sidering the limit of large positive detuning such that boson number is effectively conserved.

Using the symbols α, β to label sectors with a fixed number of bosons, and m,n to denote

states within each group, the matrix elements of the effective Hamiltonian are given by [550]

⟨m,α|Heff |n, α⟩ = Em,αδm,n + ⟨m,α|H1|n, α⟩

+
∑
l,β ̸=α

⟨m,α|H1|l, β⟩⟨l, β|H1|n, α⟩
2

(
1

Em,α − El,β
+

1

En,α − El,β

)
, (C.2)

where E is the (purely classical) energy of a given configuration as determined by H0 alone.

Let us now evaluate Eq. (D.53) term by term. Consider a second-order hopping process where

an existing boson on a given site, say i′, is annihilated first, followed by the creation of a boson

on an adjacent site j′. Crucially, owing to the Rydberg blockade, the hopping amplitude will

be severely reduced if any of the three nearest-neighboring sites of j′ (besides i′) are occupied.

Treating this effect probabilistically, we replace the energy denominators in Eq. (D.53) by

their configurational averages

⟨
1

Em,α − El,β

⟩
=

⟨
1

En,α − El,β

⟩
=

1

−δ
P3 +

3

V1 − δ
P2(1− P),

neglecting terms with p V1 (p > 1) in their denominators. Here, P is the probability of finding

an unoccupied site; recognizing that the Rydberg liquid appears in proximity to a phase with

a filling fraction of one-third, we set P =2/3. With this assumption, the leading-order matrix

elements of Heff—from the hopping described above—are given by

(Ω/2)2

2

(
1

−δ
+

1

−δ

)
P3. (C.3)

Next, we consider the reverse process in which a boson is first created on a given site and

then an existing boson is annihilated on a neighboring site. Likewise, the approximate matrix
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elements of Heff in this case are

(Ω/2)2

2

(
1

δ − V1
+

1

δ − V1

)
P3. (C.4)

Note that Eq. (C.4) is already of order 1/V1 and can be neglected in comparison to Eq. (C.3)

since V1 ≫ δ.

Naively, the analysis above suggests that there are processes by which a particle can hop

arbitrary distances, but these cancel between the contributions of the N−1- and N+1-boson

subspaces [550] at this order, and the only surviving hopping terms connects adjacent sites.

This leads us to the effective Rydberg Hamiltonian

Heff =−
∑
⟨i,j⟩

t
(
b†ibj + H.c.

)
+ V1

∑
⟨i,j⟩

ninj + V2
∑
⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩

ninj + V3
∑

⟨⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩⟩

ninj − δ
∑
i

ni , (C.5)

with t = Ω2 P3/(4 δ). The reason behind this formal manipulation is that it allows us to

rewrite

Heff = −t
∑
⟨i,j⟩

(
b†ibj + H.c.

)
+ 2V

∑
⟨i,j⟩

ninj +
∑
⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩

ninj +
∑

⟨⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩⟩

ninj

− δ∑
i

ni +Hdef

= −t
∑
⟨i,j⟩

(
b†ibj + H.c.

)
+ V

∑
7
[(
n7 − µ

4V

)2
− µ2

16V2

]
+Hdef ≡ Hb +Hdef , (C.6)

where Hb only includes homogeneous interactions while Hdef can be viewed as a deformation

thereof that encompasses all the distance-dependent nonuniformity in Heff . In Eq. (C.6),

n7 is the number of particles in each of the hexagons of the kagome lattice, µ = δ + 2V

is the effective chemical potential, and V is a single short-range repulsion strength that we

will specify shortly. It is easy to see that for µ=(4, 8, 12)V, the second term of Eq. (C.6)

is minimized by having (1, 2, 3) bosons per hexagon respectively or equivalently, a filling

fraction of f =(1/6, 1/3, 1/2). The undeformed model Hb, at half-filling, is known to exhibit

a superfluid-insulator transition at (V/t)c≈ 19.8, and the insulating phase is a topologically

ordered Z2 Mott insulator [300]. However, at both 1/3 and 1/6 fillings, the model also has a

Z2 spin liquid regime as shown by Ref. 543 following a mapping onto the triangular-lattice
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quantum dimer model. As the ratio V/t has to exceed a certain critical value to obtain the

QSL phase, one should compare V in Heff to the smallest interaction scale in Eq. (C.5);

accordingly, we identify 2V =V3. Supplementing this equation with the relation δ=6V and

the derived expression for t, one can easily solve for {δ/Ω, V3}. Roychowdhury et al. [543]

showed that the parameter ranges realizing the spin liquids at 1/2 and 1/3 filling are nearly

identical, which enables us to use the previously stated estimate of (V/t)c by Isakov et al.

[300] in our calculation. Taking, for instance, V/t=20≳ (V/t)c, we find Rb/a=1.997 and

δ/Ω=2.981, which is reasonably close to the region observed numerically for the Rydberg

liquid regime.

C.2 Properties of the liquid regime

Prompted by the considerations described in Section 4.3, we first attempt to uncover the

existence of any phase transitions in the vicinity of the liquid regime. To that end, we

temporarily focus on a specific blockade radius, Rb=1.9 [dotted white line in Fig. 4.1(e)], and

look at variations of the ground-state properties along this one-dimensional cut.

The first such observable is the susceptibility, defined as the second derivative of the ground-

state energy, E0, with respect to the detuning, i.e., χ=−∂2E0/∂ δ
2. On finite systems, the

maxima of the susceptibility can often be used to identify possible QCPs, which are slightly

shifted from their locations in the thermodynamic limit. In particular, forRb=1.9, χ is plotted

in Fig. C.1(a), where a single peak in the response is visible at approximately δ=2.9. This

susceptibility peak—which is recorded by the pink circles in Fig 4.1(e)—is also reproduced in

exact diagonalization calculations on a 48-site torus (refer to Section C.3 below).

A similar signature can be discerned in the quantum fidelity |⟨Ψ0(δ)|Ψ0(δ+ ε)⟩| [140, 743],

which measures the overlap between two ground-state wavefunctions Ψ0 computed at param-

eters differing by ε. The fidelity serves as a useful tool in studying QPTs because, intuitively,

it quantifies the similarity between two states, while QPTs are necessarily accompanied by

an abrupt change in the structure of the ground-state wavefunction [229]. Zooming in on a

narrower window around the susceptibility peak, we evaluate the fidelity susceptibility [728],
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Figure C.1: Signatures of a crossover into the liquid regime. Along a line where the block-
ade radius is held constant at Rb = 1.90, both (a) the susceptibility χ and (b) the fidelity
susceptibility F exhibit a single peak at δ ≈ 2.90. (c) The behavior of the EE over the same
detuning range, however, is distinct from the sharp drop observed across the QPTs into any
of the ordered phases. On going to higher δ, the system eventually transitions into either the
nematic or the string phase depending on the blockade radius (or potentially, the boundary
conditions).

which, in its differential form, is given by

F ≡ 2

[
1− |⟨Ψ0(δ)|Ψ0(δ + ε)⟩|

ε2

]
. (C.7)

The fidelity susceptibility also displays a local maximum at δ≈ 2.9, indicating some change

in the nature of the ground state as we pass into the liquid regime. Unlike the QPTs into the

ordered phases, the EE [Fig. C.1(c)] does not drop as we cross this point but rather, continues

to increase; however, its first derivative is nonmontonic at δ ≈ 2.9. This suggests that the

final liquid state is likely highly entangled, and is not a simple symmetry-breaking ground

state.

Given that we always work on cylinders of finite extent, we cannot exclude the possibility

that the peaks in Fig. C.1(a,b) are due to surface critical phenomena [66, 155] driven by a
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Figure C.2: Disentangling bulk and boundary behaviors. (a) Within the liquid regime, de-
picted here at δ=3.50, Rb=1.95, the real-space magnetization profile communicates the
absence of density-wave order; note that the edge-induced ordering does not permeate into
the bulk, which remains uniform. (b,c) Bulk susceptibilities: by construction, χb should be
insensitive to edge effects. In the left panel (b), χb is determined from the second derivative of
the difference between the energies of two YC6 cylinders with lengths N1=12 and N1=9. As
in Fig. C.1(a), with Rb set to 1.90, a clear local maximum appears at δ≈ 3.09, heralding the
liquid regime. On YC8 cylinders (c), the bulk susceptibility, shown here along Rb=1.95, is
calculated by applying the subtraction method to two systems of lengths N1=12 and N1=8.

phase transition at the edge. Indeed, in Fig. C.2(a), which shows a profile of the liquid regime

on a wide cylinder at δ=3.50, Rb=1.95, we notice that the edges seek to precipitate the

most compatible density-wave order at these fairly large values of the detuning. Nonetheless,

the bulk resists any such ordering tendencies and the central region of the system remains

visibly uniform, with only slight perturbations from the open boundaries. In fact, the bulk

fails to order despite being at a detuning for which the system energetically favors a maximal

(constrained) packing of Rydberg excitations, as is also evidenced by the nearby staggered and

nematic phases above and below the liquid regime, respectively. It is perhaps worth noting

that in one spatial dimension, the comparable regions lying between the different Zn-ordered

states at large detuning are known to belong to a Luttinger liquid phase [183].

In order to eliminate end effects, it is often useful to first evaluate the ground-state en-
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Figure C.3: Properties of the liquid regime. Here, we focus on the line δ = 3.3 while varying
the blockade radius. (a) The structure factor S(q), at Rb = 1.95, is featureless with no
discernible ordering peaks. (b) The order parameters |Φ|2 and M2

Q characterizing the nematic
and staggered phases, respectively. Both develop a clear trough in the liquid region between
the two phases, indicating the lack of symmetry-breaking order therein. (c) The correlation
lengths calculated from Eq. (4.2): for 1.9 ≤ Rb ≤ 2.0, ξ is smaller than one lattice spacing, so
all correlations are short-ranged.

ergy per site for an infinitely long cylinder by subtracting the energies of finite cylinders of

different lengths but with the same circumference [626, 711, 751, 752]. Such a subtraction

scheme cancels the leading edge effects, leaving only the bulk energy of the larger system.

In particular, this procedure enables us to quantify the influence of the boundaries on ther-

modynamic properties of the system such as the susceptibility. Using two cylinders of fixed

width, an estimate of the bulk energy can be found by subtracting the energy of the smaller

system from that of the larger. The (negative of the) second derivative of this quantity with

respect to the detuning defines the bulk susceptibility χb—this gives us the susceptibility in

the center of the cylinder with minimal edge effects. Figure C.2(b) presents the variation

of χb with detuning at Rb=1.90 for the YC6 family: we see that the local maximum of the

susceptibility reported in Fig. C.1(a) is still identifiable, but its precise location is shifted to

slightly higher δ. Analogously, we study the bulk susceptibility for wider YC8 cylinders and

find, once again, a distinct peak corresponding to the onset of the liquid regime. Although

this peak persists in a purely bulk observable, its magnitude is diminished: for example, the

relative change between the local maximum and the minimum (shoulder) immediately adja-

cent to it on the right (left) differs by approximately a factor of four (ten) between χb and

χ for the YC8 cylinder. Hence, the behavior of the susceptibility could be indicative of an

edge phase transition but whether this is accompanied by, or due to, a change in the bulk

wavefunction is presently unclear.

390



Appendix C. Appendices to Chapter 4

Next, we investigate the properties of this liquid regime in more detail and demonstrate

that—as preempted by its name—it does not possess any long-range density-wave order. This

diagnosis of liquidity is best captured by the static structure factor. In stark contrast to the

panels in Fig. 4.3, S(q) is featureless within the liquid regime [Fig. C.3(a)] with the spectral

weight distributed evenly around the extended Brillouin zone.

This unordered nature is reflected in [Fig. C.3(b)], where we plot the order parameters

characterizing the surrounding symmetry-broken states. The order parameters defined earlier

are found to be nonzero in both the nematic and staggered phases but are smaller by an order

of magnitude in the liquid regime; this is compatible with a vanishing |Φ|2 and M2
Q in the

thermodynamic limit. In the process, we also find that the transition from the nematic (stag-

gered) phase to the liquid regime appears to be second-order (first-order), which is consistent

with the expectations for the QPT into a Z2 QSL in the dimer models, as we have discussed

previously. We do not observe any signatures of a phase transition within the liquid regime.

Moreover, one can also define a correlation length from the structure factor as [568]

ξ(Q, qmin) =
1

|qmin|

√
S(Q)

S(Q+ qmin)
− 1, (C.8)

where Q + qmin is the allowed wavevector immediately adjacent to the peak at Q. The

correlation lengths obtained in the liquid are found to be smaller than the lattice constant, as

plotted in Fig. C.3(c), thus highlighting the lack of order. The qualitative behavior of ξ is the

same along both directions on the cylinder and mirrors that of the order parameter. On either

side of the liquid region, the correlation lengths follow an increasing trend as long-range order

develops deep in the solid phases. We have further verified that the bond-bond correlation

functions

C(i,j),(k,l) = 4[⟨(ni · nj)(nk · nl)⟩ − ⟨ni · nj⟩⟨nk · nl⟩] (C.9)

are also short-ranged in the liquid regime.
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C.3 Exact diagonalization studies on the kagome lattice

In this section, we supplement the DMRG simulations with exact-diagonalization (ED) studies

of the kagome-lattice Rydberg Hamiltonian. While ED techniques are restricted to system

sizes smaller than those accessible with DMRG, they are completely unbiased and offer a

complementary viewpoint as one is able to probe features that are harder to extract using

DMRG, such as spectral gaps to higher excited states as well as the full distribution of the

ground-state wavefunction over the computational basis states. Furthermore, with ED, one

has the ability to impose arbitrary boundary conditions such as toroidal ones, which help

circumvent edge effects that are challenging to handle with tensor-network methods. We find

that the ED numerics confirm the existence of at least four phases (see Fig. C.5), as well as

the natures of the ordered phases. However, we do not exactly observe the fourfold near-

degeneracy of the ground state that one would expect for a topological Z2 liquid—this is not

surprising given the large finite-size effects known to affect ED studies of spin systems on the

kagome lattice [365, 366].

We consider here a 48-site cluster of linear dimensions N1=N2=4 with fully periodic

boundary conditions such that an atom located at position r is identified with those at

positions r+Nµaµ (µ=1, 2). The full Hilbert space is of (a rather intractable) dimensionality

248 ≈ 2.8× 1014, so we instead operate in the so-called “Rydberg-blockaded” space, where no

two neighboring atoms on the lattice are allowed to be simultaneously excited. This leads to

an effective Hamiltonian

Heff =
∑
i

Ω
∏
⟨i,j⟩

(
1− nj

)
Sxi − δ

∑
i

ni +
∑

a<||xi−xj ||≤2a

Vijninj , (C.10)

where Sxi =(|r⟩i⟨g| + H.c.)/2, and Vij ≡V
(
||xi − xj ||/a

)
; hereafter, we will set Ω= a=1 as

before. The first term describes a spin-flip in the blockaded space, and the relation ⟨i, j⟩

in the projector specifies that sites i and j are nearest neighbors (NNs). In the last term,

we sum over pairwise interactions of Rydberg atoms with mutual distances corresponding to

second- and third-NNs; the first-NN repulsion strength is formally infinite due to the hard

blockade constraint. The distance between any two sites is taken to be the shortest one on
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Figure C.4: Spectral gaps of low-lying eigenstates. Using ED, we trace the evolution of the
gaps Ei−E0 (in units of Ω) for the first few states, with energies Ei, of the effective Hamilto-
nian (C.10) as a function of Rb at fixed δ=3.8 on a 48-site torus; the ground-state energy is
E0. Note that the lowest blue curve is twofold degenerate. The region Rb< 1.85 corresponds
to the nematic phase with threefold ground-state degeneracy, whereas the staggered phase
prevails for Rb > 2.0 with twelvefold degeneracy. In between, we clearly see the appearance
of a distinct phase.

the torus. For Rb≳ 1, the effective model (C.10) captures the essential physics of the Rydberg

Hamiltonian as NN interactions in the latter are so strong that there is an enormous energetic

penalty for the simultaneous excitation of two neighboring atoms. In particular, as the liquid

regime occurs at Rb∼ 1.9, the effective model should presumably bring out its existence as

well as its universal properties.

It is useful to note that the Hamiltonian Heff is also invariant upon translations in the a1 and

a2 directions, and the spectrum can therefore be decomposed into momentum sectors. For con-

creteness, let T1 and T2 represent the operators implementing such shifts in the respective di-

rections. Given that TNµ
µ =1 andNµ=4, the eigenvalues of Tµ= eikµ range across kµ=2πnµ/4

with nµ=1, 2, 3, 4. It turns out that there are four sectors whose spectra are not unitarily

related to one another: these are labeled by (k1, k2)= (π/2, π/2), (π/2, π), (π, π), (2π, 2π), and

have Hilbert space dimensions of 7587799, 7587792, 7590567, and 7590689, respectively. In

total, six sectors are equivalent to (π/2, π/2), six others to (π/2, π), three to (π, π), and one

to (2π, 2π). This momentum resolution is crucial for our ability to numerically treat a system

of 48 spins with ED.

In Fig. C.4, we display the low-lying gaps Ei−E0 between eigenstates with energy Ei and
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the ground state, which has energy E0, working at a fixed detuning, δ=3.8. For Rb< 1.85,

there are two eigenstates with minuscule energy differences (∼ 10−6 in units of Ω) above the

ground state. This implies that we should consider the first three states of the system as

belonging to a “ground-state manifold”. Indeed, it is easy to check that the decomposition of

the ground-state wavefunction in terms of the computational basis states in the z-direction

at Rb=1.8 is dominated by the three configurations of nematic ordering. On the other hand,

for larger Rb > 2.0, the system, once again, possesses many low-lying eigenstates with small

energy splittings (∼ 10−5 – 10−4Ω). In this case, we predominantly find the classical config-

urations corresponding to staggered order in the wavefunction decomposition, in alignment

with the predictions from DMRG. However, for intermediate values of the blockade radius,

where 1.9≲Rb≲ 2.0, we notice a markedly different spectra, clearly showing the presence of

an intervening phase.

We now investigate the various phases realized on the 48-site kagome lattice in further

detail. In parallel with Section C.2, we first plot, for three different values of the blockade

radius, the susceptibility χ=−∂2E0/∂ δ
2, which can serve as a convenient probe to hunt for

quantum phase transitions (QPTs). In the thermodynamic limit, the susceptibility diverges

at a quantum critical point but on a finite lattice, this divergence is inevitably rounded off

and manifests itself as a local maximum of χ. Focusing on this diagnostic, in Fig. C.5(b), we

see a peak occurring around δ ∼ 3.2 at Rb = 1.975. Since the phase at small δ is expected to

be trivially disordered, we infer, albeit indirectly, that the region on the other side of the peak

is possibly the correlated liquid regime—we will verify this hypothesis shortly. We emphasize,

however, that a scaling analysis of the height of the peak with the system size is necessary to

confirm whether this signal is due to a genuine QPT. At even larger δ, the system undergoes

two successive transitions into first the string phase and thereafter, the nematic.

Figure C.6 collates the momentum-resolved energy spectrum, the ground-state decompo-

sition, and the structure factor in each of the four regions identified from the susceptibility.

Inspecting the ground-state wavefunction at δ=3.8 [Fig. C.6(b)] reveals that the distribution

over computational states is rather spread out, with no particular configuration dominating

the decomposition, in distinction to the discernible peaks for the string (δ=5.25) and nematic

(δ=6.00) phases seen in Figs. C.6(c) and (d), respectively. One can also generate represen-
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Figure C.5: Susceptibilities observed in ED simulations. The variation of χ=−∂2E0/∂ δ
2 with

the detuning δ at a constant Rb= (a) 1.95, (b) 1.975, and (c) 2.00, brings out several noticeable
local maxima, which could be indicative of quantum phase transitions. The shorthand labels
N , S, and 2/9 denote the extents of the nematic, staggered, and string phases, respectively.
The susceptibility betokens that the QPT between the staggered phase and the liquid regime
is first-order, in agreement with DMRG.

tative classical configurations constituting the ground-state wavefunctions by sampling these

distributions: from such snapshots, we find that the microstates in the liquid regime do not

bespeak any particular order, whereas for the string and nematic phases, the ideal density-

wave ordering is readily visible in local patches. This liquidity is also reflected in the static

structure factor, which is mostly uniform in Fig. C.6(b) but develops prominent features for

higher values of δ. Taken together, these three pieces of information indicate that the liquid

state is not ordered. Finally, let us mention that the dimer-dimer correlator [Eq. (C.9)] is

zero by construction (since we work in the blockaded space), thereby ruling out any valence

bond crystal phases.

The energy spectra arrayed above present another independent method to potentially dis-

tinguish between the disordered and liquid regimes: for instance, in the zero-momentum

sector, the first-excited state is always doubly degenerate in the former but unique in the
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Figure C.6: Excitation spectra and ground-state properties at Rb=1.975. Three of the chosen
points in parameter space belong to the (a) disordered, (c) string, and (d) nematic phase,
whereas (b) lies within the liquid regime. The leftmost column shows the low-lying spectrum.
If two states are degenerate within machine precision, they are plotted as concentric circles; for
the sake of visual resolution, if two levels are spaced less than 10−4 apart, they are depicted
as being split horizontally. The central column illustrates the ground-state decomposition
(GSD) in the zero-momentum sector of the state circled in red in the left panels—the blue
bars represent the probability for each classical configuration, indexed along the horizontal
axis. In the solid phases (c, d), the classical density-wave-ordered configurations have the
maximum weights ∼ O (10−2); the magnitudes of these peaks are much larger than any in
the disordered or liquid regimes. The presence or absence of ordering is also registered in the
associated static structure factors (right).
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Figure C.7: Excitation spectra and ground-state properties at Rb=2.0. Here, we plot the
same quantities as in Fig. C.6, but for a higher blockade radius. On increasing detuning, the
sequence of phases now encountered in going from the disordered to the ordered side is slightly
different: from the staggered phase (b), the system enters the liquid regime (c), followed by
a transition into the string phase(d). This suggests a scenario where the tip of the staggered
lobe bends downwards in the phase diagram and is briefly intersected by the Rb=2.0 line.
All the features discussed previously for the liquid state remain unaltered. Note that the
structure factor of the staggered phase shown here appears different from that in Fig. 4.3(c);
the former is the sum of C3-rotated copies of the latter.

397



Appendix C. Appendices to Chapter 4

latter. For a trivial paramagnet, the lowest-energy translationally invariant excitation should

be a superposition of spin flips, which is a property that holds throughout the phase. There-

fore, the change in the character of the excitations between Figs. C.6(a) and (b), conveyed

by the differing k=0 spectra, suggests that the two regimes could be of different natures.

Another nontrivial distinction pertains to which six states in the (k1, k2) sectors constitute

the lowest-lying ones (above the ground state at the Γ point): in the disordered phase, these

are the states in the (k1, k2)= (0, π), and equivalent, sectors but, for the liquid, they belong

to the (k1, k2)= (0, π/2) and associated sectors.

Similar considerations apply for the Rb=2.0 line scrutinized in Fig. C.7, in exact analogy

to Fig. C.6. In the liquid regime [Fig. C.7(c)], we notice that the energy splitting between

the absolute ground state and the first few low-lying eigenstates, Ei−E0, is very small at

∼ 0.05Ω. In the thermodynamic limit, three of these excited states could, in principle, have

energies that approach that of the ground state with the rest remaining gapped, thereby

forming the expected ground-state manifold of a Z2 spin liquid wherein each of the four states

corresponds to an anyon type in the theory. While we are unable to conclusively detect

whether this scenario occurs based on our ED simulations, we note that such a drawback is

also present for several other ED studies [365, 366, 371, 382, 466, 664] of kagome systems

such as the spin-1/2 Heisenberg antiferromagnet [430] (which is believed to host a spin liquid

phase), where it has been attributed to nontrivial finite-size effects.

In summary, our ED calculations provide a comprehensive picture of the low-energy physics

of the kagome-lattice Rydberg atom array. Our numerics on a 48-site cluster are broadly

consistent with the results reported by DMRG, thus lending support to and strengthening

the conclusions of Chapter 4.

C.4 Numerical investigation of extended quantum dimer models

C.4.1 Sweeping cluster Monte Carlo algorithm

The original sweeping cluster quantum Monte Carlo (QMC) method [712, 715] was designed

for hard-constraint models, i.e., models in which the number of dimer(s) per site is fixed.

To solve the model introduced in Chapter 4, we further improve upon the prior methods to
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A B
Centre 
  link

(a) (b) (c)

Figure C.8: For the soft constraint of 1 or 2 dimer(s) per site, we have to consider all the
neighbors when creating/annihilating a dimer on the central link. (a) When both the A and
B sites have one dimer, it is allowable to create/annihilate a dimer on the center link. (b)
It is forbidden to create a dimer on the center link when either A or B site already has two
dimers. (c) It is forbidden to annihilate a dimer on the center link when either the A or the
B site has only one dimer.

be able to simulate a soft-constrained dimer model. In particular, the Hamiltonian that we

consider is given by Eq. (4.3), supplemented with the “soft” constraint that there can only be

either one or two dimer(s) per site.

Similar to the practice in Stochastic Series Expansion types of quantum Monte Carlo meth-

ods [568], we separate the Hamiltonian into diagonal and off-diagonal parts. It is obvious that

the t and V terms will not change the number of dimer(s) per site, but both the chemical po-

tential µ and the transverse-field term h would. Therefore, the Monte Carlo update will need

to obey the soft constraint when we deal with the µ and h terms. We write the h off-diagonal

term and the µ diagonal term as,

Hd,l = µ
(∣∣ s s⟩ ⟨ s s∣∣)+ C, (C.11)

Ho,l = h
(∣∣ s s⟩ ⟨ s s∣∣+ h.c.

)
, (C.12)

where C is a constant to ensure that the corresponding matrix elements are positive. The

label “d/o indicates whether the operator is diagonal or off-diagonal, and l labels the links

of the lattice. Although these two terms are single-link operators, they may break the soft

constraint when considering neighbors, so we have to regard the single-link operator as a

multi-link operator instead with all closest neighbors as shown in Fig. C.8.

We can design the Monte Carlo algorithm to update vertices according to the soft constraint

on the cells as shown in Fig. C.8. There are three possibilities to bear in mind during the

update:
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(a) When both the A and B sites have one dimer each, it is allowable to create/annihilate a

dimer on the center link.

(b) It is forbidden to create a dimer on the center link when either the A or the B site has

two dimers.

(c) It is forbidden to annihilate a dimer on the center link when either the A or the B site

has only one dimer.

Since the original sweeping cluster Monte Carlo method always obeys the constraints without

changing the number of dimers per site, adding such considerations for the terms in Eq. (C.12)

makes all samplings satisfy the soft constraint.

C.4.2 Stochastic analytic continuation

The main idea of the stochastic analytic continuation (SAC) method [59, 566, 631] is to

obtain the optimal solution of the inverse Laplace transform via sampling dependent on

importance of goodness. A set of imaginary-time correlation functions G(τ) can be ob-

tained through the sweeping cluster QMC method first. The real-frequency spectral function

and the imaginary time correlation function have the Laplace-transformation relationship as

G(τ) =
∫∞
0 dω(e−τω+e−(β−τ)ω)S(ω)/π. We can inversely solve this equation by fitting a bet-

ter spectral function. Assume the spectral function has a general form, S(ω) =
∑

i aiδ(ω−ωi).

We can obtain the optimal spectral function, i.e., the optimal choice of the set {ai, ωi} in the

ansatz, numerically through sampling according to the importance of goodness of fit, with a

simulated-annealing approach and with respect to the QMC errorbars of the imaginary-time

correlation data G(τ). The reliability of such a QMC-SAC scheme has been extensively tested

in various quantum many-body systems.

C.4.3 Phase diagram at h = 0

Besides the phase diagram with h = 0.4 presented earlier, we also study the phase diagram

at h = 0 described by the Hamiltonian,

H = −t
∑
r

(∣∣ s ss s⟩ ⟨
��s ss s∣∣+ h.c.

)
+ V

∑
r

(∣∣ s ss s⟩ ⟨ s ss s∣∣+ ∣∣ ��s ss s⟩ ⟨
��s ss s∣∣) (C.13)
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Figure C.9: The phase diagram, spanned by the V and µ axes, obtained from QMC simulations
at h = 0. The QSL–nematic and QSL–columnar transitions are continuous, and the QSL–
staggered transition is first-order. In the limit of exactly one dimer per site, a

√
12 ×

√
12

valence bond solid (VBS) phase is known to exist between the odd QSL and the columnar
phase. However, it is nearly degenerate with the columnar phase over a large region in our
simulations—especially for larger sizes—and we depict this schematically by using a lighter
shading for the columnar phase near the odd QSL.

− µ
∑
l

(∣∣ s s⟩ ⟨ s s∣∣) , (C.14)

where the sum on r runs over all plaquettes (rhombi) including the three possible orientations.

The kinetic term t, the potential term V , and the chemical potential µ are the same as before;

we set t = 1 as the unit of energy. As in the finite-h case, we impose a soft constraint requiring

either one or two nearest-neighbor dimer(s) per site.

Since the Hamiltonian cannot flip single dimers on a bond in the absence of an h term, the

dimer filling becomes a conserved quantity. First, we note that with V =1 but varying µ, the

system is described by the Rokhsar-Kivelson (RK) wavefunction of an equal superposition of

dimer coverings [538], thus forming a QSL ground state. Moreover, the ground-state energy

of the Hamiltonian (C.14) at the RK point, without the µ term, is identically zero for a fixed

filling ρ. A nonzero µ trivially makes the ground state favor one (two) dimers per site when

µ < 0 (> 0). Similarly, the 1/6- and 1/3-filling staggered phases are degenerate when µ = 0.

Hence, the (first-order) phase transition line separating these two staggered phases remains

at µ = 0.
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Figure C.10: (a) Energy density E/N , and (b) dimer filling ρ for different V while scanning
µ at a fixed size L = 12. The phase transition line progressively shifts towards more negative
values of µ as V is decreased.
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Figure C.11: At V = 0.9, the energy densities for different system sizes exhibit similar be-
haviours as a function of µ. The dimer filling ρ becomes sharper while the size increases. This
data confirms an obvious first-order phase transition between the odd and even QSLs.

For the phase boundaries determined by fixing µ and varying V , if the phases have the same

filling, the chemical potential µ will not change their energy difference but just impart equal

energy shifts. Therefore, in the vertical direction, the phase boundaries are just straight lines.

Likewise, the horizontal phase boundaries, which separate phases of two different fillings, are

also straight. Together, they give rise to the entire phase diagram in Fig. C.9.

In the limit of large, negative V , the kinetic term becomes irrelevant. The Hamiltonian

then becomes a classical one with the competing terms µ and V . It is not hard to see that the

phase transition line between the columnar and nematic phases is simply given by V = µ/3

in this classical limit.
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Figure C.12: (a) The string operator ⟨string⟩ and (b) the dimer filling ρ as a function of µ
for different values of h = 0.4, and V = 0.8, 0.5, 0, −0.5, −0.8 in a system of size L = 16.
The system size simulated for V = 1.2 is L = 12 due to the unit cell of the staggered order.

To understand the phase diagram at a quantitative level, we simulate the model at a fixed

system size of L = 12. Clear first-order phase transitions arise between the columnar and

nematic, the columnar and even QSL, and the odd and even QSL phases, as can be seen from

the energy density E and the dimer filling ρ (Fig. C.10). We have also studied the system-size

dependence of the odd and even QSL transition at V = 0.9 with L = 12, 18 and 24. As shown

in Fig. C.11, the first-order phase transition also becomes more obvious as the system size

increases, and there is no PM phase between the two QSLs unlike for the finite-h cases we

now turn to discuss.

C.4.4 Additional data for the phase diagram at h = 0.4

In this subsection, we provide the detailed data used to construct the phase diagram sketched

in Fig. 4.5.

First, the string operator ⟨string⟩ and the dimer filling ρ are used to distinguish between

the PM and other phases. In Fig. C.12, we present these observables as a function of µ for

fixed V = 0.8, 0.5, 0,−0.5,−0.8. They clearly show the vanishing of the PM region as V is

varied from positive to negative values. At V = −0.8, a clear first-order transition between

the nematic phase (with ρ ∼ 1/3) and the columnar phase (with ρ ∼ 1/6) is manifest.

Moreover, starting from h = 0, we found that the extent of the PM phase increases with

increasing h. To demonstrate this behavior, we measure the string operator at h =0.1, 0.2,
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Figure C.13: The string operator as function of µ for h = 0.1, 0.2, 0.4, with V = 0.9 and a
system size of L = 16.

0.4 for a fixed V =0.9 and varying µ. The results are shown in Fig. C.13. It is clear that

at h = 0.1, ⟨string⟩ jumps from −1 to 1 at µ ∼ 0, close to the odd QSL to even QSL first-

order transition observed at h = 0 for the phase diagram of Fig. C.8 in the previous section.

However, as h increases, to 0.2 and 0.4, the intermediate PM phase, with ⟨string⟩ = 0,

separating the two QSLs becomes clearer.

Going back to the h = 0.4 phase diagram, on the positive- (negative-) µ side, one finds the

1/3 (1/6) staggered phase and the even (odd) QSL near V = 1. As V approaches negative

values, the phase transition between the QSL and the valence bond solid (VBS) phase is

proposed to be continuous and in the O(3)∗ (O(4)∗) universality class [543, 714] with large

anomalous dimension exponents [301, 670]. However, we note that the precise nature of this

topological transition is still largely unknown; here, we use the energy differences between

different sectors to roughly estimate the position of the phase transition, following previous

examples [521]. The basic idea is that the VBS state belongs to the (0,0) sector of dimer

coverings on the torus geometry, and the other sectors such as (1,1) with two topological

defects along the x, y-axes will cost more energy [712, 717, 749, 750] as they create global

domain walls. On the other hand, these sectors are topologically degenerate in the Z2 QSL

phase. In the QMC simulation, we can prepare the dimer state in these different sectors, as

shown in Fig. C.14, and monitor their energy difference as we scan through the transition from

the VBS to the Z2 QSL phase. As the system size increases, the energy difference vanishes

inside the QSL and saturates to a finite value (note that the difference is scaled such that it
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(0,0) (1,0) (1,1)

(0,0) (1,0) (1,1)

Figure C.14: The winding number is well-defined on a lattice with periodic boundary con-
ditions. The number of dimers cut (modulo 2) along the two directions, as shown by the
dashed lines, yields the winding number (x, y). The upper (lower) row arrays a few examples
of dimer configurations with different winding numbers in the 1- (2)-dimer-per-site limit.

is intensive) inside the VBS phase. The boundary between these two behaviors is then taken

to be the boundary of the two phases.

The results of such an analysis are shown in Fig. C.15, where we scan V for two different

chemical potentials, µ = 3 and µ = 6. As the linear system size increases from L = 12 to

16, the energy difference (E/N on the y-axis) between the topological sectors (0, 0) and (1, 1)

remains nonzero in the nematic phase but becomes vanishingly small in the Z2 QSL phase.

We use the vertical dashed lines to denote the transition points determined in this fashion,

and these are the phase boundaries presented in the phase diagram of Fig. 4.5.

Lastly, we discuss the phase transition between the 1/3- or 1/6-staggered VBS phases

at large positive V and the corresponding QSL phases. In the phase diagram without h

(Fig. C.8), the staggered phases at both 1/3 and 1/6 fillings are separated from their proximate

QSLs by first-order phase transitions. This behavior persists in the case of h = 0.4 as well,

as illustrated by Fig. C.16. Here, we plot the energy densities, with the initial configuration
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Figure C.15: The energy difference per site in different topological sectors as we scan V
through the nematic VBS to even Z2 QSL phase transition for µ = 3 (a), and µ = 6 (b). The
two sectors (0, 0) and (1, 1) have a finite energy difference in the nematic VBS and become
degenerate in the QSL, especially as the system sizes increases. The vertical dashed lines
denote the transition point within our simulation’s resolution. A similar approach is used to
distinguish the columnar VBS and the odd QSL roughly at µ = −4 (c), and µ = −6 (d).

chosen to be either the QSL or the staggered state, and find that the two different energy

curves cross each other at the first-order transition point ∼ 0.98 for two values of µ. The

phase boundaries in the chapter are determined by this procedure.

C.5 Rydberg gauge theories

In this section, we systematically derive the different canonical terms of an Ising gauge theory

with matter fields [350] in the context of the Rydberg system. To briefly review our previous

discussion, we have seen that an explicitly Z2-gauge-invariant form of the FSS Hamiltonian

describing the Rydberg atom array is given by

Hfss =
Ω

2

∑
⟨̄ij̄⟩

τ zi σ
z
īj̄τ

z
j +

δ

2

∑
ℓ

(σxℓ − 1) +
1

2

∑
ℓ1 ̸=ℓ2

V (rℓ1 − rℓ2)

4
(1− σxℓ1)(1− σ

x
ℓ2). (C.15)
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Figure C.16: The staggered phases belongs to different topological sectors than the QSL
phases. The staggered-to-QSL phase transitions are found to be first-order by examining the
energy-density curves at (a) µ = 3 and (b) µ = −3. Clearly, the lines for the staggered and
QSL phases cross at ∼ 0.98, which is close to the V = 1 QSL–staggered phase transition point
of the original dimer models (cf. Fig. C.9).

Here, the relevant qubits lie on two distinct lattices, with the “ℓ-lattice” hosting the σ (gauge)

fields and the “i-lattice” the τ (matter) fields. As before, we use the notation σzij to denote

σzℓ on the ℓ-lattice site between the i and j sites on the i-lattice. Upon introducing matter

fields, we now have an infinite number of gauge charges Gi that commute with Hfss as

Gi = τxi
∏

ℓ ends on i

σxℓ . (C.16)

We pick a set of charges such that Gi=1 ∀ i; in other words, we define τxi =±1 as the Ising

matter vacuum, and τxi =∓1 as the spinon excitation for the even/odd gauge theory, respec-

tively. Then, to enforce the condition that the ground state has no Ising matter, we can add

a gauge-invariant term to the Hamiltonian

Hτ = ∓γ
∑
i

τxi , (C.17)

with γ > 0, and study the theory in the limit γ → 0.

It is also useful to recall that we have already argued for τx gauge charge fluctuations being

expensive [Fig. 4.11(a)], which could help stabilize a deconfined phase of the Z2 gauge theory

(C.15). Consequently, we can eliminate the τ z matter fields in an expansion in Ω, and this
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will induce terms involving the gauge-invariant product of σzℓ around closed loops:

Hloop = −
∑
loops

Kloop

∏
ℓ1,ℓ2,ℓ3...∈ loop

σzℓ1σ
z
ℓ2σ

z
ℓ3 . . . . (C.18)

Such terms suppress fluctuations in Z2 flux, and thus, stabilize a deconfined phase. Inter-

estingly, this term also has an important interpretation in a picture where each Rydberg

excitation (i.e., σxℓ =+1) is identified with a dimer on the triangular lattice (Fig. 4.9)1; in this

language, the Z2-flux terms of Eq. (C.18) are then the dimer-flipping terms of the resultant

quantum dimer model.

Putting together these individual ingredients, the sum Hfss +Hτ +Hloop in Eqs. (C.15),

(C.17), and (C.18) contains all the canonical terms of Z2 gauge theory with Ising matter,

along with the additional interaction terms ∝ Vℓ,ℓ′ .

C.5.1 Bosonic spinon excitations

Using the framework of self-consistent mean-field theory, in this section, we compute the

spectrum of the bosonic spinon, i.e., the e particle, and classify the different possible QSL

states. Our starting point is the gauge-invariant form of the FSS model in Eq. (C.15). For

concreteness, we focus here on the case where the ℓ-lattice is a kagome lattice, on which

the actual Rydberg atoms are positioned, whereas the i-lattice is triangular and hosts the

e spinons. However, we note that for a kagome ℓ-lattice, it is also consistent to choose a

honeycomb i- lattice. It remains an interesting and open question to see whether the theory

for the e particles on the honeycomb lattice could lead to any new states beyond those obtained

here for the triangular lattice.

With the correspondence between spin and boson operators introduced in the chapter

Bℓ +B†
ℓ = σzℓ , B†

ℓBℓ = (1− σxℓ ) /2, (C.19)

bi + b†i = τ zi , b†ibi = (1± τxi ) /2, (C.20)

1Note that this quantum dimer model does not satisfy a dimer close-packing constraint since the σz
ℓ term

in Eq. (4.7) can annihilate or create a dimer on site ℓ independent of the occupation of neighboring sites. In
the language of the Z2 gauge theory, this is related to the fact that Hfss is not invariant under the Z2 gauge
transformation in Eq. (4.8).
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the model of Eq. (4.9) can be written, without approximation as

Hfss =
Ω

2

∑
ℓ

i,j ∈ ∂ℓ

(
bi + b†i

)(
Bℓ +B†

ℓ

)(
bj + b†j

)
+

1

2

∑
ℓ1 ̸=ℓ2

V
(
rℓ1 − rℓ2

) (
B†
ℓ1
Bℓ1

)(
B†
ℓ2
Bℓ2

)

− δ
∑
ℓ

B†
ℓBℓ + λ

∑
i

(
b†ibi +

∑
ℓ | i∈ ∂ℓ

B†
ℓBℓ −Q

)
. (C.21)

In the last line, we have introduced a Lagrange multiplier λ (with Q=1, 2) to enforce the

constraint on the gauge charges in Eq. (4.10) of the chapter, and the notation i ∈ ∂ℓ conveys

that the link ℓ terminates on the site i. To proceed with our mean-field description, we

first condense Bℓ, and replace it with a real number B = ⟨B⟩ = ⟨B†⟩. This results in the

Hamiltonian

He = ΩB
∑
⟨i,j⟩

(
bibj + b†ib

†
j + b†ibj + bib

†
j

)
+
∑
i

λ b†ibi + C(λ), (C.22)

with the constant C given by

C(λ) = NℓB4 (2V1 + 2V2 + 3V3)− δNℓB2 + λNs
(
6B2 −Q

)
,

where Nℓ and Ns are the number of sites on the kagome and triangular lattices, respectively

(Nℓ=3Ns). The coefficients Vp represent the strengths of the pth-nearest-neighbor van der

Waals interactions, which we truncate beyond p = 3. At this point, it is convenient to switch

to Fourier space as

bi =
1√
Ns

∑
k

e−ik·ribk. (C.23)

The triangular lattice has a lattice constant of 2a, where a is the spacing between adjacent

Rydberg atoms on the kagome lattice; thus, k lies in a hexagonal Brillouin zone defined by the

reciprocal lattice vectors b1 = (1,−1/
√
3)(π/a) and b2=(0, 2/

√
3)(π/a). Henceforth, we will

work in units where a=1 unless specified otherwise. Substituting Eq. (C.23) in Eq. (C.22),

the momentum-space Hamiltonian reads

He =
ΩB
2

∑
k

[
γ(k) bkb−k + γ(k) b†kb

†
−k + 2γ(k) b†kbk

]
+ λ

∑
k

b†kbk + C(λ), (C.24)
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where

γ(k) = 2
(
2 cos(kx) cos

(√
3ky

)
+ cos(2kx)

)
= γ(−k) (C.25)

is the structure factor of the triangular lattice. This Hamiltonian can now be straightforwardly

diagonalized by a Bogoliubov transformation. Introducing new creation and annihilation

operators according to the relation

b†k = ukβ
†
k + v−kβ−k; [βk, β

†
k] = δk,k′ , (C.26)

for uk =cosh(αk), v−k =sinh(αk), and choosing αk judiciously, the Hamiltonian reduces to

He =
∑
k

ω(k)

(
β†kβk +

1

2

)
+ λNs

(
6B2 −Q− 1

2

)
+NℓB4 (2V1 + 2V2 + 3V3)− δNℓB2

(C.27)

with the dispersion relation ωe(k) =
√
λ [λ+ 2ΩB γ(k)].

Self-consistent spin-liquid solutions

Let us first look at the case with Q=1, which corresponds to the odd Z2 spin liquid. At zero

temperature, minimizing E0= ⟨He⟩ with respect to λ, we obtain the self-consistency condition

1

3Ns

∑
k

λ+ΩB γ(k)√
λ2 + 2λΩB γ(k)

= 1− 4B2. (C.28)

As λ→±∞, we see that the left-hand side of this equation tends to ±1/3 from above/below;

this caps the possible values of 1− 4B2 for which a solution can exist as

B2 < 1

6
if λ > 0, or B2 > 1

3
if λ < 0. (C.29)

However, for |B|> 1/
√
3, the constraint in Eq. (4.10), ni + 6B2 = Q, cannot be satisfied

for positive ni, so any such solutions should be discarded. At the same time, we must have

λ2+2λΩB γ(k) > 0 ∀ k in order for the left-hand side of Eq. (C.28) to be real, which imposes
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Figure C.17: The energy gap as a function of the boson condensate B for the four possible QSL
solutions. As B is varied, one can transition out of a given QSL ground state when either the b
boson condenses (i.e., the gap vanishes) or the self-consistency conditions in Eqs. (C.28, C.31)
break down.

the conditions
λ < −12B or λ > 6B if B > 0,

λ < 6B or λ > −12B if B < 0,

(C.30)

bounding the regions in (B, λ)-parameter space where a self-consistent solution may be found.

On combining the equations (C.29) and (C.30), we arrive at the two QSL solutions listed in

Table C.1. Note that the Hamiltonian (C.27) is not invariant under B→−B, so solutions

with different signs of B are indeed distinct.

Similarly, in the case of the even Z2 spin liquid for which Q=2, we find the consistency

condition
1

Ns

∑
k

λ+ΩB γ(k)√
λ2 + 2λΩB γ(k)

= 5− 12B2. (C.31)

As before, we will have one set of constraints arising from the upper or lower bounds of the
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QSL Constraint on B Constraint on λ

O−
Γ − 1√

6
< B < 0 λ < −12B

O+
K 0 < B < +

1√
6

λ > 6B

E−
Γ − 1√

3
< B < 0 λ < −12B

E+
K 0 < B < +

1√
3

λ > 6B

Table C.1: Summary of the four self-consistent QSL solutions, and their regimes of existence
in (B, λ)-parameter space.

left-hand side of this equation:

B2 < 1

3
if λ > 0, or B2 > 1

2
if λ < 0, (C.32)

but solutions with |B| > 1/
√
2 violate the constraint (4.10) and are unphysical; the re-

quirements stemming from the reality of the energy denominator remain unchanged from

Eq. (C.30). This defines a further two even QSL solutions (see Table C.1), thus bringing the

total to four.

For each of these QSL states, we compute the energy gap ∆e and the full dispersion of

the lowest bosonic band, which are illustrated in Figs. C.17 and C.18, respectively. As noted

in the chapter, the minima of the dispersion always occur at either the Γ point or the K,K′

points, and this information is conveyed in our labeling of the different states.

Correlation functions

A common observable to fingerprint different types of QSL states is the static structure factor.

One can define such a quantity from the Fourier-transformed two-point correlation functions

as

Szz(q) = 1

Nℓ

∑
ℓ1,ℓ2

e
iq.(rℓ1

−rℓ2
) ⟨
σzℓ1σ

z
ℓ2

⟩
, (C.33)

where, for the Rydberg system, the expectation value is computed in the ground state of the

FSS Hamiltonian.
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Figure C.18: Left: Energies of the lowest bosonic band in the first Brillouin zone for the three
QSLs (a) O+

K, (b) E−
Γ , and (c) E+

K. Right: the approximate structure factors S̃zz(q) plotted
over an extended region in reciprocal space; the white hexagons mark the dimensions of the
first Brillouin zone. In each case, the value of B is chosen such that the gap equals one (in
units of Ω).
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Identifying the action of the Rydberg σz operator on the gauge and matter fields from

Fig. 4.11(a), we see that in the gauge-theory language, the structure factor (C.33) can be

evaluated as

Szz(q) = 1

2Nℓ

∑
⟨i,j⟩
⟨c,d⟩

eiq.(rij−rcd)
⟨
τ zi σ

z
ijτ

z
j τ

z
c σ

z
cdτ

z
d

⟩
, (C.34)

wherein ⟨i, j⟩ and ⟨c, d⟩ denote nearest-neighbor pairs on the triangular lattice, and the expec-

tation value is now calculated with respect to the Bogoliubov vacuum; note that the operator

enclosed within ⟨· · · ⟩ is gauge invariant. When expressed in terms of the b bosons, in general,

this expression involves 16 four-boson terms and is challenging to evaluate. However, we can

define an approximate structure factor by restricting the sum in Eq. (C.33) to first-, second-,

and third-nearest-neighbor correlators, i.e.,

S̃zz(q) ≡ 1

2Nℓ

∑
⟨i,j⟩, ⟨c,d⟩

||rij−rcd||≤2a

eiq.(rij−rcd)
⟨
τ zi σ

z
ijτ

z
j τ

z
c σ

z
cdτ

z
d

⟩
. (C.35)

Then, Eq. (C.34) simplifies to the form

S̃zz = (2B)2

Nℓ

[
2
∑
⟨i,j⟩

eiq.(ri−rj)/2⟨τ zi τ zj ⟩+ 2
∑
⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩

eiq.(ri−rj)/2⟨τ zi τ zj ⟩+
∑

⟨⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩⟩

eiq.(ri−rj)/2⟨τ zi τ zj ⟩

]
,

(C.36)

which can be evaluated exactly in the bosonic formulation to obtain

S̃zz = 4B2

3Ns

∑
k

(
|vk|2 + ukvk

)[
2
∑
∆1

e−iq·∆1/2 cos(k ·∆1) + 2
∑
∆2

e−iq·∆2/2 cos(k ·∆2)

+
∑
∆3

e−iq·∆3/2 cos(k ·∆3)

]
, (C.37)

with the summation on ∆p running over all pth-nearest-neighbor lattice vectors. The quantity

S̃zz(q) thus encodes information about the equal-time correlations and can be useful as an

experimental probe to distinguish the various QSL phases. Specifically, in Figs. 4.10(c) and

C.18, we notice that the approximate structure factor exhibits broad features located at the

K,K′ points of the second Brillouin zone for the E/O+
K QSLs, whereas for the E/O−

Γ spin
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liquids, the spectral weight is mostly concentrated around the Γ point in the first Brillouin

zone.

Mean-field phase diagram

So far, we have regarded B as a free parameter. However, in reality, the value of B is set

by some combination of the external parameters, δ/Ω and Rb/a, and for each such point in

parameter space, there exists an optimal B. On minimizing the ground-state energy E0 with

respect to B, we find the condition

1

12Ns

∑
k

λΩ γ(k)√
λ2 + 2λΩB γ(k)

= B
(
δ − 2λ− 2VB2

)
,

using the shorthand V = 2V1 + 2V2 + 3V3. For every value of δ and Rb (which fixes the

interaction strengths Vp), this equation is to be solved for a self-consistent value of B, which

in turn determines λ(B) according to Eq. (C.28) or (C.31). Depending on the resultant

combination of B and λ(B), there may exist one, multiple, or no QSL solutions; putting

together this information allows one to construct a phase diagram in (δ/Ω, Rb/a)-space, as

shown in Fig. 4.10(a). Of course, we also have to account for the possibility that the true

ground state for a given (δ/Ω, Rb/a) may not be a QSL (depending on the energetics of the

competing phases), which lies beyond the scope of such a phase diagram.

C.5.2 Vison dispersion and condensation

As seen from the last term in Eq. (4.23), the theory H̃fss involves interactions between six

qubits. In order to make analytical progress, let us focus on only nearest-neighbor interactions,

which is a reasonable approximation since the dominant energy scale of the problem is set by

the Rydberg blockade. This brings Eq. (4.23) to the form (up to constants)

H̃0 =
Ω

2

∑
⟨i′,j′⟩

ηxī′j̄′ +

(
δ

2
− V1

) ∑
⟨i′,j′⟩

µzi′η
z
ī′j̄′µ

z
j′ +

V1
4

∑
⟨⟨i′,j′⟩⟩

µzi′η
z
ī′k̄′η

z
k̄′j̄′µ

z
j′ , (C.38)

where k′ is the intermediate honeycomb vertex on the shortest path connecting second-nearest

neighbors i′ and j′. On the second line, the additional factor of 2 multiplying V1 vis-à-vis
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Eq. (4.23) is because ⟨⟨i′, j′⟩⟩ represents the sum over all unordered next-nearest-neighbor

pairs (and likewise for ⟨i′, j′⟩).

As it currently stands, H̃0 is bereft of terms containing µx, which generates fluctuations of

µz. However, such a term does arise from Hloop in Eq. (C.18). Physically, Hloop describes a

process where a spinon located at some site on the triangular lattice is taken around a loop

by the repeated application of σz [see Fig. 4.11(a)] and brought back to its starting point.

Importantly, since the hopping parameter is parametrically small in Ω/δ, Kloop falls off quickly

for larger loops. Hence, the leading contribution in the sum (C.18) comes from the shortest

possible loop—this is constituted by the three spins forming a triangle on the kagome lattice.

Thus, to a good approximation,

Hloop ≈ −K△
∑
i′

∏
ℓ1,ℓ2,ℓ3 ∈△i′

σzℓ1σ
z
ℓ2σ

z
ℓ3 , (C.39)

which, by Eq. (4.21), is dual to

H̃field = −K△
∑
i′

µxi′ . (C.40)

Taken together, H̃fss + H̃field describes the full theory for the visons.

Even Z2 spin liquid

Owing to the no-spinon constraint in Eq. (4.24), we can now choose a gauge where ηzℓ′ =

+1 ∀ ℓ′. With this choice, the Hamiltonian for the visons is simply an Ising model with first-

and second-nearest-neighbor couplings (J1,2) and a transverse-field term given by Eq. (C.40)

[543]. When J1,2≫K△, the visons gain dispersion, and for sufficiently large J1,2, there may

be an ordering transition associated with the macroscopic occupation of the softest modes

[444]. Neglecting constants, to zeroth order in (K△/J1,2), Eq. (C.38) reduces to

H̃even
0 = J1

∑
⟨i′,j′⟩

µzi′µ
z
j′ + J2

∑
⟨⟨i′,j′⟩⟩

µzi′µ
z
j′ , (C.41)
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where J1≡ δ/2−V1, J2≡V1/4. At large blockade radii, the competing ferromagnetic (J1> 0)

and antiferromagnetic (J2< 0) couplings induce frustration in this classical model [760].

In order to determine the soft modes corresponding to the vison condensation transition,

let us work in momentum space with

µzi,α =
1√
2Ns

∑
k

e−ik·riµzk,α, (C.42)

where α = A,B is an index labeling the two sublattices of the honeycomb lattice. Introducing

Ψk = (µzk,A, µ
z
k,B)

T, Eq. (C.38) can be compactly written as

H̃even
0 (k) = Ψ†

k h(k)Ψk, with h(k) =


V1
8
γ(k)

(
δ

2
− V1

)
ζ(k)(

δ

2
− V1

)
ζ(k)∗

V1
8
γ(k)


where γ(k) is defined in Eq. (C.25) and

ζ(k) ≡ 1

2
+ ei

√
3ky cos(kx). (C.43)

Diagonalizing Eq. (C.43) yields the band structure for the visons. We find that, for the

lower of the two bands, the location of the dispersion minima in the Brillouin zone changes

smoothly as the parameters (δ/Ω, Rb/a) are varied, as plotted in Fig. C.19—however, this is

likely an artifact of our simplistic model (C.41). In fact, retaining the second-nearest-neighbor

(V2) interactions in the six-qubit term of Eq. (C.38) would—at the mean-field level—lead to

an Ising model with third-nearest-neighbor couplings, J3, and renormalized values of J1 and

J2. Roychowdhury et al. [543] showed that in such a model with a nonzero J3 on top of J1 and

J2, there is an extended region in parameter space where the minima of the spectrum occur

at the three inequivalent M points defined by Mi= bi/2. Therefore, pairwise condensation of

the visons can result in a solid phase with ordering wavevectors at bi, which is nothing but

the nematic phase of Rydberg atoms [564].
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Figure C.19: Absolute value of the wavevector corresponding to the dispersion minima of the
J1-J2 Ising model [Eq. (C.43)] as a function of δ/Ω and Rb/a. While a smoothly varying
kmin seemingly suggests that vison condensation would lead to incommensurate ordering, this
picture changes upon inclusion of a finite J3, resulting in a nematic ordered phase.

Odd Z2 spin liquid

The condition
∏
ℓ′ ∈9i

ηzℓ′ =−1 ∀ i in Eq. (4.24) constrains any choice of a gauge for the odd

QSL. However, in a suitably chosen gauge, we can write the Hamiltonian as

H̃odd
0 = J1

∑
⟨i′,j′⟩

Mi′j′µ
z
i′µ

z
j′ + J2

∑
⟨⟨i′,j′⟩⟩

Mi′j′µ
z
i′µ

z
j′ , (C.44)

where Mi′j′ =−1 if there exists a link ℓ′ on the shortest path along the edges of the hon-

eycomb lattice connecting i′ and j′ such that ηℓ′ =−1; otherwise, Mi′j′ =+1. The final

theory for the visons thus resembles the fully frustrated Ising magnet on the honeycomb

lattice [446] but with added interactions beyond nearest neighbors. One possible gauge

choice is sketched in Fig. C.20(a); since the ηℓ′ are now nonuniform, our unit cell has to

be expanded to four sites. In units where a=1, the new lattice vectors are d1=(4, 0),

d2=(1,
√
3), and we define d3=−d1+d2. The corresponding reciprocal lattice vectors are

given by g1=π
(
1/2,−1/(2

√
3)
)

and g2=π(0, 2/
√
3). Using the shorthand ξj =exp (ik · dj),
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A
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C
D

Max

Min

(a) (b) (c) (d)

p1
p2

p3

Figure C.20: (a) The gauge chosen in writing the odd Z2 QSL Hamiltonian in Eq. (C.45): here,
ηℓ′ =−1 on all links marked by the gray squares and equals +1 everywhere else. The resultant
unit cell is composed of four sites (labeled by A,B,C,D), as indicated by the shaded box.
(b–d) Dispersion of the lowest vison band for δ/Ω=4.0, with (b) Rb/a=1.2, (c) Rb/a=1.3,
and (d) Rb/a=1.6, showing the three types of spectra and the locations of their minima in
the Brillouin zone.

Eq. (C.44) can be expressed as

H̃odd
0 (k) = Ψ†

k h̃(k)Ψk; Ψk = (µzk,A, µ
z
k,B, µ

z
k,C , µ

z
k,D)

T,

where

h̃(k) =
1

2

(
δ

2
− V1

)


0 1 + ξ∗2 0 ξ∗1

1 + ξ2 0 1 0

0 1 0 1− ξ∗2

ξ1 0 1− ξ2 0



+
V1
8



ξ2 + ξ∗2 0 1 + ξ∗1 + ξ∗2 − ξ3 0

0 ξ2 + ξ∗2 0 1 + ξ∗1 − ξ∗2 + ξ3

1 + ξ1 + ξ2 − ξ∗3 0 −ξ2 − ξ∗2 0

0 1 + ξ1 − ξ2 + ξ∗3 0 −ξ2 − ξ∗2


. (C.45)

On diagonalizing this Hamiltonian, we find that the minima of the lowest vison band

remain pinned to certain points in the Brillouin zone over extended regions of the (δ/Ω, Rb/a)-

parameter space. In particular, we observe that for reasonable values of δ/Ω and Rb/a, the
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dispersion can only be of one of three types—as illustrated in Fig. C.20(b–d)—with their

respective minima located at

I. p1 ≡
(
0,

π

2
√
3

)
, p1 + g1, p1 +

g2
2
, p1 + g1 +

g2
2
;

II. p2 ≡

(
π

8
,

√
3π

8

)
,p2 +

g1
2
, p2 +

g2
2
, p2 +

g1
2

+
g2
2
;

III. p3 ≡
(
π

4
,
π

4
√
3

)
, p3 +

g2
2
. (C.46)

As mentioned earlier, the momenta of these soft modes bear interesting consequences for the

neighboring ordered phases. For instance, let us focus on the type-III spectrum of Fig. C.20(d).

Then, from Eq. (C.46), we notice that

(
p3 +

g2
2

)
+ p3 = b1 + ( g2 − g1) ,(

p3 +
g2
2

)
+ p3 = b2 + ( g1) ,(

p3 +
g2
2

)
+ p3 = b3 + (− g1) .

(C.47)

Since the right-hand sides of the equations above are simply the ordering peaks of the nematic

solid (modulo the reciprocal lattice vectors indicated in brackets), the odd Z2 spin liquid can

exhibit a transition into the nematic phase driven by the condensation of visons. Combinations

of the form of Eq. (C.47) that lead to nematic ordering can also be constructed from the

momenta of the soft modes in the type-I spectrum.

Interestingly, we find that some other pairings of momenta, such as

p2 + p2 =

(
3π

4
,
π

4
√
3

)
(− g1) ,

(
p3 +

g2
2

)
+ p3 =

(
π

2
,

√
3π

2

)
,

(C.48)

reproduce a subset of the ordering wavevectors of a symmetry-breaking staggered phase [564].

However, it is believed that the transition between the odd Z2 QSL and the staggered solid

is first-order, so a vison-condensation picture does not hold [444].
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C.5.3 Fermionic spinon excitations

The only quasiparticle excitation of the Z2 spin liquid that remains to be addressed is the

fermionic spinon, which we now turn to in an Abrikosov-fermion mean-field description. Start-

ing with the familiar Rydberg Hamiltonian describing N interacting atoms,

HRyd =
N∑
i=1

[
Ω

2
(|g⟩i⟨r|+ |r⟩i⟨g|)− δ|r⟩i⟨r|

]
+

1

2

∑
i,j

Vi,j |r⟩i⟨r| ⊗ |r⟩j⟨r|,

we rewrite the two-level system in terms of conventional spin-1/2 operators {Sx, Sy, Sz} as

H =

N∑
i=1

[
ΩSzi − δ

(
Sxi +

1

2

)]
+

1

2

∑
i,j

Vi,j

(
Sxi +

1

2

)(
Sxj +

1

2

)
. (C.49)

The atoms—or equivalently, the spins Sa—reside on the sites of the kagome lattice. Thus,

despite our use of the indices i, j to refer to the degrees of freedom in this subsection, we will

be working on the ℓ-lattice of our earlier discussion.

Formalism

In the Abrikosov fermion representation [1, 4, 420], each spin is decomposed into fermions as

Sai =
1

2
f †i,αρ

a
αβfi,β ,

∑
α

f †i,αfi,α = 1 , fi,αfi,βϵαβ = 0, (C.50)

where {ρa} are the usual Pauli matrices. In terms of these fermions, we obtain the following

Hamiltonian:

H = H0 +H2 +H4 +Hλ , with (C.51)

H0 = −
δN

2
+
∑
i,j

Vi,j
8
, (C.52)

H2 =

N∑
i=1

[
Ω

2
f †i,αρ

z
αβfi,β −

δ

2
f †i,αρ

x
αβfi,β

]
+
∑
i,j

Vi,j
8

[
f †i,αρ

x
αβfi,β + f †j,αρ

x
αβfj,β

]
, (C.53)

H4 = −
∑
i,j

Vi,j
8

(
1− δαβ

) [
f †i,αf

†
j,αfi,βfj,β + f †i,αf

†
j,βfi,βfj,α

]
, (C.54)
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Hλ =
∑
i

[
λ1

(
f †i,αfi,α − 1

)
+
(
λ2fi,αfi,βϵα,β + H.c.

)]
, (C.55)

where λ1 and λ2 are Lagrange multipliers to impose the constraint introduced by the last two

equations in (C.50). Next, we decouple the quartic term to obtain a mean-field theory; this

can be done as follows:

f †i,αf
†
j,αfi,βfj,β = f †i,αf

†
j,α

⟨
fi,βfj,β

⟩
+
⟨
f †i,αf

†
j,α

⟩
fi,βfj,β −

⟨
f †i,αf

†
j,α

⟩⟨
fi,βfj,β

⟩
+ f †i,αfj,β

⟨
f †j,αfi,β

⟩
+
⟨
f †i,αfj,β

⟩
f †j,αfi,β −

⟨
f †i,αfj,β

⟩⟨
f †j,αfi,β

⟩
− f †i,αfi,β

⟨
f †j,αfj,β

⟩
−
⟨
f †i,αfi,β

⟩
f †j,αfj,β +

⟨
f †i,αfi,β

⟩⟨
f †j,αfj,β

⟩
, (C.56)

f †i,αf
†
j,βfi,βfj,α = f †i,αf

†
j,β

⟨
fi,βfj,α

⟩
+
⟨
f †i,αf

†
j,β

⟩
fi,βfj,α −

⟨
f †i,αf

†
j,β

⟩⟨
fi,βfj,α

⟩
+ f †i,αfj,α

⟨
f †j,βfi,β

⟩
+
⟨
f †i,αfj,α

⟩
f †j,βfi,β −

⟨
f †i,αfj,α

⟩⟨
f †j,βfi,β

⟩
− f †i,αfi,β

⟨
f †j,βfj,α

⟩
−
⟨
f †i,αfi,β

⟩
f †j,βfj,α +

⟨
f †i,αfi,β

⟩⟨
f †j,βfj,α

⟩
. (C.57)

For simplicity, let us introduce the notation

∆αβ
ij =

⟨
fi,αfj,β

⟩
, tαβij =

⟨
f †i,αfj,β

⟩
, (C.58)

to represent the pairing and hopping amplitudes, respectively, in terms of which,

f †i,αf
†
j,αfi,βfj,β =− tαβii f

†
j,αfj,β − t

αβ
jj f

†
i,αfi,β +

(
tαβji f

†
i,αfj,β +∆ββ

ij f
†
i,αf

†
j,α + H.c.

)
+∆ββ

ij (∆
αα
ij )∗ − tαβij t

αβ
ji + tαβii t

αβ
jj , (C.59)

f †i,αf
†
j,βfi,βfj,α =− tβαii f

†
j,αfj,β − t

βα
jj f

†
i,αfi,β +

(
tββji f

†
i,αfj,α +∆βα

ij f
†
i,αf

†
j,β + H.c.

)
+∆βα

ij (∆αβ
ij )∗ − tααij t

ββ
ji + tαβii t

βα
jj . (C.60)

Consequently, Eq. (C.54) then reads

H4 = H̄0 + H̄2 , with (C.61)

H̄0 = −
∑
i,j

Vi,j
8

(
1− δαβ

) [
∆ββ
ij (∆

αα
ij )∗ − tαβij t

αβ
ji + tαβii t

αβ
jj +∆βα

ij (∆αβ
ij )∗ − tααij t

ββ
ji + tαβii t

βα
jj

]
,

(C.62)

422



Appendix C. Appendices to Chapter 4

H̄2 = −
∑
i,j

Vi,j
8

(
1− δαβ

) [
− tαβii f

†
j,αfj,β − t

αβ
jj f

†
i,αfi,β +

(
tαβji f

†
i,αfj,β +∆ββ

ij f
†
i,αf

†
j,α + H.c.

)
− tβαii f

†
j,αfj,β − t

βα
jj f

†
i,αfi,β +

(
tββji f

†
i,αfj,α +∆βα

ij f
†
i,αf

†
j,β + H.c.

) ]
,

(C.63)

H = H0 + H̄0 +H2 + H̄2 +Hλ . (C.64)

Now, we only have a bilinear Hamiltonian to deal with in Eq. (C.64). Before proceeding

further, however, we have to specify the action of lattice translation symmetries on the ex-

pectation values tαβij and ∆αβ
ij —this defines a mean-field ansatz. Here, we consider a simple

ansatz with only nearest-neighbor mean-field bonds, chosen such that there is no flux piercing

either the triangular or the honeycomb plaquettes of the kagome lattice [407, 718].

At this stage, it is convenient to transform our Hamiltonian to Fourier space using

fi,α =
1√
N

∑
k

fk,αe
−ik·ri . (C.65)

Note that the kagome lattice is generated by R1=(2a, 0) and R2=(a,
√
3a), where a is the

lattice spacing, so in momentum space, the reciprocal lattice vectors are b1=(1,−1/
√
3)(π/a)

and b2=(0, 2/
√
3)(π/a). The bilinear Hamiltonian, H2 + H̄2 +Hλ, can be expressed as

H2k =
1

2

∑
k

Ψ†
kMk Ψk , (C.66)

where Ψ†
k =

(
f †kA,↑f

†
kA,↓f

†
kB,↑f

†
kB,↓f

†
kC,↑f

†
kC,↓f−kA,↑f−kA,↓f−kB,↑f−kB,↓f−kC,↑f−kC,↓

)
, with

A,B, and C being the labels for the three sublattices. Here,Mk is a 12×12 matrix formed us-

ing two 6×6 matrices, Tk and ∆k, which contain the hopping and pairing parts, respectively.
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The Tk and ∆k matrices are in turn composed of 2×2 matrices each:

Mk =

Tk ∆k

∆†
k −TT

−k

 , with Tk =


TAA TAB TAC

T †
AB TBB TBC

T †
AC T †

BC TCC

 , ∆k =


∆AA

k ∆AB
k ∆AC

k

−∆AB
−k ∆BB

k ∆BC
k

−∆AC
−k −∆BC

−k ∆CC
k

 .
(C.67)

The individual entries are

TAA = TBB = TCC =
Ω

2
ρz − δ

2
ρx +

V1z1 + V2z2
8

ρx + λ11+
V1z1 + V2z2

8
(t↑↓0 + t↓↑0 )ρx ,

TAB = −V1
8
(2 cos k2)

t↓↓1 t↑↓1

t↓↑1 t↑↑1

− V2
8
(2 cos k′2)

t↓↓∗2 t↓↑∗2

t↑↓∗2 t↑↑∗2

 , (C.68)

TAC = −V1
8
(2 cos k1)

t↓↓∗1 t↓↑∗1

t↑↓∗1 t↑↑∗1

− V2
8
(2 cos k′1)

t↓↓2 t↑↓2

t↓↑2 t↑↑2

 , (C.69)

TBC = −V1
8
(2 cos k3)

t↓↓1 t↑↓1

t↓↑1 t↑↑1

− V2
8
(2 cos k′3)

t↓↓∗2 t↓↑∗2

t↑↓∗2 t↑↑∗2

 , (C.70)

∆AA
k = ∆BB

k = ∆CC
k = 2i λ∗2 ρ

y , (C.71)

∆AB
k = −V1

8
(2 cos k2)

−∆↓↓
1 −∆↑↓

1

−∆↓↑
1 −∆↑↑

1

− V2
8
(2 cos k′2)

 ∆↓↓
2 ∆↓↑

2

∆↑↓
2 ∆↑↑

2

 , (C.72)

∆AC
k = −V1

8
(2 cos k1)

 ∆↓↓
1 ∆↓↑

1

∆↑↓
1 ∆↑↑

1

− V2
8
(2 cos k′1)

−∆↓↓
2 −∆↑↓

2

−∆↓↑
2 −∆↑↑

2

 , (C.73)

∆BC
k = −V1

8
(2 cos k3)

−∆↓↓
1 −∆↑↓

1

−∆↓↑
1 −∆↑↑

1

− V2
8
(2 cos k′3)

 ∆↓↓
2 ∆↓↑

2

∆↑↓
2 ∆↑↑

2

 . (C.74)

Let us briefly review the notation employed in the equations above. Here, z1 and z2 are the

number of nearest and next-nearest neighbors, respectively. Additionally,

tαα0 =
⟨
f †A,αfA,α

⟩
=
⟨
f †B,αfB,α

⟩
=
⟨
f †C,αfC,α

⟩
, (C.75)
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is the onsite mean-field parameter,

tαβ1 =
⟨
f †B,αfA,β

⟩
=
⟨
f †A,αfC,β

⟩
=
⟨
f †C,αfB,β

⟩
, (C.76)

∆αβ
1 =

⟨
fB,αfA,β

⟩
=
⟨
fA,αfC,β

⟩
=
⟨
fC,αfB,β

⟩
, (C.77)

are the mean-field parameters defined on nearest-neighbor bonds, while

tαβ2 =
⟨
f †A,αfB,β

⟩
=
⟨
f †B,αfC,β

⟩
=
⟨
f †C,αfA,β

⟩
, (C.78)

∆αβ
2 =

⟨
fA,αfB,β

⟩
=
⟨
fB,αfC,β

⟩
=
⟨
fC,αfA,β

⟩
, (C.79)

are defined on next-nearest-neighbor bonds. All these parameters are further constrained by

the imposition of time-reversal symmetry. Lastly, we have also introduced the shorthand,

k1 ≡ k · a1 = kx , k2 ≡ k · a2 =
kx
2

+

√
3ky
2

, k3 ≡ k · a3 = −
kx
2

+

√
3ky
2

,

k′1 ≡ k · a′
1 =
√
3ky , k′2 ≡ k · a′

2 = −
3kx
2

+

√
3ky
2

, k′3 ≡ k · a′
3 =

3kx
2

+

√
3ky
2

. (C.80)

The vectors a1, a2 and a3 connect nearest neighbors A–C, A–B and C–B, respectively, while,

a′
1, a′

2 and a′
3 connect the next-nearest neighbors A–C, A–B and C–B, respectively.

With these definitions aside, we now briefly describe the procedure to diagonalize the

matrix Mk in Eq. (C.66) and obtain a self-consistent solution for a quantum spin liquid

state. To start, we initialize the mean-field parameters t and ∆ with random values. The

actual diagonalization is implemented via a unitary transformation:

Ψk = UpΦk , Up =

 U V

V ∗ U∗

 , Ωk = U †
pMkUp , (C.81)

where Φk encapsulates the Bogoliubov operators as

Φ†
k =

(
τ †k1τ

†
k2τ

†
k3τ

†
k4τ

†
k5τ

†
k6τ−k1τ−k2τ−k3τ−k4τ−k5τ−k6

)
, (C.82)
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Up is a 12×12 unitary matrix consisting of two 6×6 matrices (U and V ), and Ωk is the diag-

onal matrix composed of the eigenvalues of Mk. As is easily seen from the definition (C.81),

the matrix Up contains the eigenvectors ofMk as column vectors. Using the relations above,

we can calculate the mean-field parameters ⟨f †f ⟩ and ⟨ff ⟩. We then iterate this procedure

till we achieve convergence for the mean-field parameter values. Note that in this process, we

also have to optimize for the self-consistent values of the chemical potentials such that the

constraint (C.50) is satisfied.

The key step in going from one iteration to the next is evaluating the different expectation

values ⟨f †f ⟩ and ⟨ff ⟩. In practice, using the explicit expressions for the f fermions in terms

of the τ operators,

fkA,↑ =
6∑
i=1

[
u1i(k)τk,i + v1i(k)τ

†
−k,i

]
, fkA,↓ =

6∑
i=1

[
u2i(k)τk,i + v2i(k)τ

†
−k,i

]
,

fkB,↑ =

6∑
i=1

[
u3i(k)τk,i + v3i(k)τ

†
−k,i

]
, fkB,↓ =

6∑
i=1

[
u4i(k)τk,i + v4i(k)τ

†
−k,i

]
,

fkC,↑ =

6∑
i=1

[
u5i(k)τk,i + v5i(k)τ

†
−k,i

]
, fkC,↓ =

6∑
i=1

[
u6i(k)τk,i + v6i(k)τ

†
−k,i

]
,

we can efficiently compute all the mean-field parameters in terms of the Bogoliubov coefficients

as,

t↑↑0 =
1

N

∑
k

(
6∑
i=1

|v1i(k)|
2

)
=

1

N

∑
k

(
6∑
i=1

|v3i(k)|
2

)
=

1

N

∑
k

(
6∑
i=1

|v5i(k)|
2

)
,

t↓↓0 =
1

N

∑
k

(
6∑
i=1

|v2i(k)|
2

)
=

1

N

∑
k

(
6∑
i=1

|v4i(k)|
2

)
=

1

N

∑
k

(
6∑
i=1

|v6i(k)|
2

)
,

t↑↑1 =
1

N

∑
k

cos k2

(
6∑
i=1

v∗3i(k)v1i(k)

)
=

1

N

∑
k

cos k1

(
6∑
i=1

v∗1i(k)v5i(k)

)

=
1

N

∑
k

cos k3

(
6∑
i=1

v∗5i(k)v3i(k)

)
,

t↓↓1 =
1

N

∑
k

cos k2

(
6∑
i=1

v∗4i(k)v2i(k)

)
=

1

N

∑
k

cos k1

(
6∑
i=1

v∗2i(k)v6i(k)

)

=
1

N

∑
k

cos k3

(
6∑
i=1

v∗6i(k)v4i(k)

)
,
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t↑↓1 =
1

N

∑
k

cos k2

(
6∑
i=1

v∗3i(k)v2i(k)

)
=

1

N

∑
k

cos k1

(
6∑
i=1

v∗1i(k)v6i(k)

)

=
1

N

∑
k

cos k3

(
6∑
i=1

v∗5i(k)v4i(k)

)
,

t↓↑1 =
1

N

∑
k

cos k2

(
6∑
i=1

v∗4i(k)v1i(k)

)
=

1

N

∑
k

cos k1

(
6∑
i=1

v∗2i(k)v5i(k)

)

=
1

N

∑
k

cos k3

(
6∑
i=1

v∗6i(k)v3i(k)

)
,

∆↑↑
1 =

1

N

∑
k

cos k2

(
6∑
i=1

u3i(k)v1i(−k)

)
=

1

N

∑
k

cos k1

(
6∑
i=1

u1i(k)v5i(−k)

)

=
1

N

∑
k

cos k3

(
6∑
i=1

u5i(k)v3i(−k)

)
,

∆↓↓
1 =

1

N

∑
k

cos k2

(
6∑
i=1

u4i(k)v2i(−k)

)
=

1

N

∑
k

cos k1

(
6∑
i=1

u2i(k)v6i(−k)

)

=
1

N

∑
k

cos k3

(
6∑
i=1

u6i(k)v4i(−k)

)
,

∆↑↓
1 =

1

N

∑
k

cos k2

(
6∑
i=1

u3i(k)v2i(−k)

)
=

1

N

∑
k

cos k1

(
6∑
i=1

u1i(k)v6i(−k)

)

=
1

N

∑
k

cos k3

(
6∑
i=1

u5i(k)v4i(−k)

)
,

∆↓↑
1 =

1

N

∑
k

cos k2

(
6∑
i=1

u4i(k)v1i(−k)

)
=

1

N

∑
k

cos k1

(
6∑
i=1

u2i(k)v5i(−k)

)

=
1

N

∑
k

cos k3

(
6∑
i=1

u6i(k)v3i(−k)

)
.

As an example, we tabulate here the mean-field parameters obtained self-consistently at

δ/Ω=4.0, Rb/a=1.6, which were used to generate the fermionic spectrum in Fig. 4.14(a).

We observe that the non-SU(2)-symmetric terms are generically small for hoppings but can

be significant for pairings.
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Parameter Real part Imaginary part

t↑↑1 −0.1178 0

t↓↓1 −0.1287 0

t↑↓1 +3.5605× 10−5 0

t↓↑1 +3.6064× 10−5 0

∆↑↑
1 −1.1263 +9.0143× 10−2

∆↓↓
1 +1.1770 −9.4206× 10−2

∆↑↓
1 −7.9412× 10−3 +6.3559× 10−4

∆↓↑
1 −7.9412× 10−3 +6.3559× 10−4

Static structure factor

In order to determine an experimental signature of the fermionic quasiparticles, we now com-

pute the static structure factor,

S(q) = 1

N

∑
ij

⟨
S⃗i · S⃗j

⟩
e−iq·(ri−rj) =

⟨
S⃗q · S⃗−q

⟩
. (C.83)

Recall that there are three sublattices on the kagome lattice, in terms of which,

⟨
S⃗q · S⃗−q

⟩
=

∑
l,m∈A,B,C

⟨
S⃗q,l · S⃗−q,m

⟩
. (C.84)

Furthermore, using the relation

Saq,l =
1√
N

∑
k1

1

2
f †k1l,α

ρaαβ f(k1−q)l,β , (C.85)

we have

⟨
S⃗q,l · S⃗−q,m

⟩
=

3

4N

∑
k1

⟨
f †k1l,α

fk1m,α

⟩
δl,m −

1

2N

∑
k1,k2

⟨
f †k1l,α

f †k2m,β
f(k1−q)l,βf(k2+q)m,α

⟩
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+
1

4N

∑
k1,k2

⟨
f †k1l,α

f †k2m,β
f(k1−q)l,αf(k2+q)m,β

⟩
. (C.86)

At this stage, we evaluate the quartic terms in mean-field fashion using all possible decom-

positions, just as we did when solving the original Hamiltonian. Concisely, the expectation

values listed above will depend on the Bogoliubov coefficients that were obtained earlier.

Compiling these pieces, we obtain the static structure factor shown in Fig. 4.14(b). Note that

S(q) exhibits sixfold rotational symmetry and does not have any sharp Bragg peaks (indi-

cating the absence of long-range order)—this may be regarded as the hallmark of a quantum

spin liquid.

C.6 Basis rotation for X- and Z-parity loops

The basis rotation used to measure X-parity loops is applied with a reduced blockade radius

which, in the ideal limit, removes interactions between separate triangles while maintaining

a hard blockade constraint on Rydberg excitations within single triangles. The rotation can

therefore be understood by its action on individual fully blockaded triangles. The Hilbert

space for each triangle is four-dimensional, allowing for either zero Rydberg excitations, or

one Rydberg excitation on any of the three links. Taking as the basis states, the

Hamiltonian for the quench in the limit of perfect intratriangle blockade is described by the

following matrix:

H =
Ω

2



0 −i −i −i

i 0 0 0

i 0 0 0

i 0 0 0


(C.87)

The basis rotation shown in Fig. 4.19, which relates X and Z parities under evolution

through this quench Hamiltonian (C.87), was proven in Ref. 654 by direct computation. Here,

we provide an alternative derivation. Firstly, we note that the Z operator acting on the upper

two edges of a triangle ( ) and the X operator acting on the lower edge of a triangle ( ),
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defined in Figs. 4.18 and 4.19, are given by:

=



1 0 0 0

0 1 0 0

0 0 −1 0

0 0 0 −1


, =



0 −1 0 0

−1 0 0 0

0 0 0 1

0 0 1 0


(C.88)

The X and Z parity operators can be mutually diagonalized by changing to an appropriate

symmetrized basis:

Basis state

|0⟩ = + +1 -1

|1⟩ = + -1 +1

|2⟩ = − +1 +1

|3⟩ = − -1 -1

In this basis, the quench Hamiltonian (C.87) is expressed as:

H =
Ω

2



0 i −i 0

−i 0 −i 0

i i 0 0

0 0 0 0


(C.89)

This Hamiltonian generates cyclic permutations among the basis states |0⟩ , |1⟩, and |2⟩, while

leaving |3⟩ invariant. The permutation |0⟩ → |1⟩ → |2⟩ → |0⟩ maps the eigenvalue to the

eigenvalue for each initial state. Moreover, the invariant state |3⟩ has both = =

−1, so it automatically satisfies the target eigenvalue mapping. Thus, after an appropriate

evolution time corresponding to a single cyclic permutation (τ = 4π
3
√
3Ω

), all eigenvalues

have been mapped to eigenvalues, which is diagonal in the measurement basis. Formally,

this can be expressed as:

= eiHτ e−iHτ (C.90)
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Figure C.21: Examples of Z loops (dashed lines) dual to closed X loops (solid lines).

We further note that this relationship also holds for parity operators defined on other sides of

the triangle, e.g., = eiHτ e−iHτ . Large X-parity strings or loops can be decomposed in

terms of their action on individual triangles, and since the basis rotation acts on each triangle

individually, this extends the mapping from X strings to corresponding dual Z strings in the

rotated basis, as illustrated in Fig. C.21.
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D
Appendices to Chapter 5

D.1 Bosonic spinon theory

D.1.1 Coupling to an orbital magnetic field

Besides the Zeeman coupling (5.9), which we focused on in the chapter, there is also an orbital

coupling of the magnetic field. Being odd under time reversal and spin-rotation invariant, its

leading contribution in a t/U expansion of the underlying Hubbard model involves the triple

product of neighboring spins and is of order t3/U2. Explicitly, it reads as [593]

Hχ = −Υ
∑
△

sin(Φ)Si · (Sj × Sk), Υ =
24t2t′

U2
, (D.1)

where the sum involves the triangular plaquettes △ formed by nearest- (with hopping t)

and next-nearest-neighbor bonds (hopping t′), and Φ is the flux of an applied magnetic field

through a single triangular plaquette. We see from Eq. (D.1) that this orbital coupling induces

uniform scalar spin chiralities and, as mentioned earlier, breaks the symmetry of the system

down to 4
m m′m′.

In this appendix, we prove that the different terms in Eq. (D.1) cancel out exactly on

the square lattice after performing a Schwinger-boson mean-field decoupling, as long as there
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2 4

3

65

1

Figure D.1: Convention for the spin chirality term Si · (Sj × Sk) in the Hamiltonian. For
each triangular plaquette, the sites i, j, and k are the vertices of the corresponding dashed
triangle, taken succesively in a clockwise fashion. The net interaction Hχ involves the sum
over all C4 rotated copies of such triangles.

exists a gauge where the ansatz is explicitly translation invariant. This is certainly the case

for the conventional ansatz of the antiferromagnetic state (with only Ai,i+x̂=Ai,i+ŷ =A1),

but not for the one with 4
m m′m′ symmetry defined in Section 5.3.2. As we outline below, Hχ

in Eq. (D.1) will lead to a nonzero contribution at the mean-field level when decoupled with

the parameters in Eqs. (5.31) and (5.33).

As a means of decoupling Hχ within SBMFT, we use the identity [433],

4 : B̂i,j B̂j,k B̂k,i : =
1

2
(n̂i Sj · Sk + n̂j Sk · Si + n̂k Si · Sj) +

n̂in̂jn̂k
8

− iSi · (Sj × Sk) , (D.2)

from which, it follows that

Si · (Sj × Sk) = 2i
(
B̂i,j B̂j,k B̂k,i − B̂

†
k,i B̂

†
j,k B̂

†
i,j

)
. (D.3)

In a mean-field approximation,

B̂i,j B̂j,k B̂k,i ≃ ⟨B̂i,j⟩ ⟨B̂j,k⟩ B̂k,i + ⟨B̂i,j⟩ B̂j,k ⟨B̂ki,⟩+ B̂i,j ⟨B̂j,k⟩ ⟨B̂k,i⟩ − 2⟨B̂i,j⟩ ⟨B̂j,k⟩ ⟨B̂k,i⟩.

(D.4)

Based off this simplification, we can now evaluate the quadratic terms for each individual
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bond. As an example, consider a bond linking sites i and i+ x̂; following the labeling scheme

of Fig. D.1, let this be numbered 1–3. The only spin chirality terms in the Hamiltonian that

involve this bond are

S1 · [(S2 × S3) + (S4 × S3) + (S3 × S6) + (S3 × S5)] (D.5)

≈
[
B̂1,3

(
B∗2 + |B|2

)
+ B̂†1,3

(
B2 + |B|2

)]
− h.c.+ . . . ,

where we have isolated the terms proportional to B̂1,3 or B̂3,1, and those from all other bonds

are grouped together in the ellipsis. However, the term enclosed in the brackets is already

Hermitian so the total contribution from the 1–3 (and more generally, any horizontal or

vertical) edge is always zero. An analogous statement holds for any bond in the diagonal

direction as well. In this regard, let us survey the 1–4 link, which connects sites i and

i + x̂ + ŷ. The relevant spin interactions in which this bond participates are S3 · (S1 × S4),

and S2 · (S4 × S1), and collecting the quadratic terms for Eq. (D.4), we finally have

B̂1,4B
∗2 + B̂†1,4B

2 − h.c. = 0. (D.6)

Since this cancellation occurs on any bond on the square lattice, Hχ in Eq. (D.1) does not

contribute to the Hamiltonian to quadratic order and the orbital coupling to the magnetic

flux necessarily vanishes in the mean-field framework.

If, instead, we use the parameters of the ansatz with symmetry 4
m m′m′ in Eqs. (5.31) and

(5.33), there is no cancellation using SBMFT. In fact, as expected from a symmetry point of

view, the resultant mean-field contribution of Hχ can be absorbed by rescaling of the ansatz

per se as

B1 −→ B1 − 4Υ sinΦB1B2, (D.7)

B2 −→ B2 − 2Υ sinΦB21. (D.8)

This conveys that the parameters B1 and B2 can also be induced or enlarged by the orbital

coupling to the external magnetic field.
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D.1.2 Perturbations in the CP1 theory

Quantum fluctuations about the conventional square-lattice Néel state are conveniently de-

scribed in the Schwinger boson theory using a continuum formulation based on the CP1 model

[531]. Here, we discuss, following Ref. 576, the additional perturbations that are introduced

into this theory from the three-spin interactions in Eq. (D.1), which are induced by the orbital

effect of the applied magnetic field.

The CP1 model is expressed in terms of a bosonic spinor zσ which is coupled to a U(1)

gauge field aµ (µ = τ, x, y) with the Lagrangian

LCP =
1

g
|(∂µ − iaµ)zσ|2 (D.9)

Perturbations with the symmetry of Hχ are most conveniently expressed in terms of the

gauge field aµ. In a relativistic formulation, the leading perturbation is the term ϵµνλfµν∂ρfρλ

[576, 665]. More generally, without relativistic invariance, there are two independent terms

which are expressed in terms of the internal electric and magnetic fields derived from aµ (these

are unrelated to the applied external electromagnetic field):

ei = ∂τai − ∂iaτ , b = ∂xay − ∂yax . (D.10)

Analysis of symmetries leads to the perturbation

Lχ = iλ1 (ex∂τey − ey∂τex) + iλ2 b ∂iei (D.11)

with couplings λ1,2, which are expected to be proportional to Υsin(Φ) in Eq. (D.1).

In terms of the underlying spin-wave fluctuations, the gauge field aµ involves terms with one

gradient, so Lχ has five spatiotemporal gradients [576]. As such, its effects can be expected

to be quite weak.
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D.1.3 Mean field Hamiltonian for the one-orbital model

The mean-field Hamiltonian for the one-orbital model presented in Section 5.3 is described by

Eq. (5.29). First, we expand out the different terms therein with the ansatz of Eqs. (5.31) and

(5.33). Labeling the two kinds of sites for a fixed gauge choice by α and β, we then transform to

momentum space, with the Fourier conventions biσ =
∑

k bkσ exp(ik · ri)/
√
N . The resultant

mean-field Hamiltonian can be expressed in the form Hmf =
∑

k(Ψ
†
kH(k)Ψk)/2, where Ψ

is the eight-component spinor defined as Ψ†
k = (α†

k↑ β
†
k↑ α

†
k↓ β

†
k↓ α−k↑ β−k↑ α−k↓ β−k↓). This

can be diagonalized in accordance with the process sketched in Section 5.2.2 to calculate

the Berry curvatures and conductivities. More compactly though, Hmf can equivalently be

expressed using the reduced four-component spinor ψ† = (α†
k↑ β

†
k↑ α−k↓ β−k↓). Denoting the

Pauli matrices acting in spin and sublattice space by σ and τ , respectively, up to a constant,

the bosonic mean-field Hamiltonian reads

H = λσ0τ0 + Jσ2(A1Sxτ1 +A1Cyτ2 − 2A2CxSyτ3)−
B

2
σ3τ0 − Jσ3(B1Sxτ1 + B1Cyτ2 − 2B2CxSyτ3),

(D.12)

where we have adopted the shorthand Cµ≡ cos(kµ), and Sµ≡ sin(kµ). This form of the kernel

H contains the same information as the 8× 8 matrix for the full spinor Ψ but is much more

amenable to analytical calculations. On grounds of simplicity, it is therefore convenient to

frame the discussion in the following subsections in terms of the 4 × 4-matrix description of

the mean-field Hamiltonian H(k). In this language, the dynamic matrix K = ρ3H = σ3τ0H

is

K =− B

2
σ0τ0 − JB1Sxσ0τ1 − JB1Cyσ0τ2 + 2JB2CxSyσ0τ3 − iJA1Sxσ1τ1

− iJA1Cyσ1τ2 + 2iJA2CxSyσ1τ3 + λσ3τ0. (D.13)

Diagonalizing this dynamic matrix results in two particle bands, which we list as m = 1, 2,

and two hole bands (m=3, 4). Note that one could just as well have elected to work with Ψ

instead of ψ and the correspondence between these bands and our previous indexing scheme

is m = {1, 2, 3, 4} ↔ n = {1, 3, 6, 8}. For the remaining n bands, associated with n =
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{2, 4, 5, 7} ≡ n′, the energies and curvatures are simply related as εn′,k = ε(n′+4)mod 8 ,k and

Ωn′,k = −Ω(n′+4)mod 8 ,−k, but (n′+4)mod 8 ∈ {1, 3, 6, 8}, closing the loop between the four-

and eight-component formulations.

D.1.4 Effective antiunitary symmetry

As mentioned in Section 5.3.2, the pairwise degeneracy of the particle bands in the one-orbital

model (at zero Zeeman field) is due to an effective symmetry of the Hamiltonian, which we

single out here. To begin with, we identify an anti-unitary operator O = U C, where U is

unitary and C is complex conjugation such that

OK(k)O† = −K(k) =⇒ U K∗(k)U † = −K(k). (D.14)

This implies that if Φm is an eigenvector of K with eigenvalue ωm, then so is U Φ∗
m but with

eigenvalue −ωm, which is precisely the particle-hole symmetry that must be broken to lift the

degeneracy of the bosonic bands. The only such operator (unique up to an additional phase

factor) is O = σ2τ2C, i.e., U = σ2τ2. Equation (D.14) then states that

σ3Uσ3H∗(k)U † = −H(k). (D.15)

As σ3 and U = σ2τ2 anticommute, this yields an effective “time-reversal symmetry”, i.e., H(k)

and the anti-unitary operator O commute,

OH(k)O† = H(k). (D.16)

Since O2 = +1, this does not translate to a Kramers degeneracy (in general, all eigenvalues of

H are indeed nondegenerate) whereas Eq. (D.14) does force the spectrum ofK to be symmetric

with respect to zero energy. It then follows that the resulting degenerate bands have opposite

Chern numbers. The wavefunctions are the eigenvectors of K, and by virtue of Eq. (D.14),

may be grouped according to the eigenvalues as Tk = [v1(k) v2(k) (Uv
∗
1(k)) (Uv

∗
2(k))]. More

concisely,

Tk = UT ∗
k σ1; U = σ2τ2. (D.17)
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The implication for the Berry curvature is that

Ωmk = i ϵµν

[
σ3
∂T †

k

∂ kµ
σ3
∂Tk

∂ kν

]
mm

= i ϵµν

[
σ3σ1

∂T T
k

∂ kµ
U †σ3U

∂T ∗
k

∂ kν
σ1

]
mm

= i ϵµν

[
σ3
∂T T

k

∂ kµ
σ3
∂T ∗

k

∂ kν

]
mm

= −Ω∗
mk = −Ωmk, (D.18)

where m = 3 (m = 4) for m = 1 (m = 2), and we have used the fact that Ωmk is real in the

last step. Translating back to the band index n, this proves that the pairs n = (1, 2) and (3, 4)

are indeed degenerate and also have the same curvatures modulo k→ −k. The degeneracy is

split at any temperature by a uniform Zeeman field B⃗Z , which creates a constant gap between

the two bands at each momentum.

D.1.5 Magnetic order

Within the Schwinger boson framework, magnetic order is obtained via the condensation of

bosons, which occurs when the bosonic modes have at least one zero eigenvalue [548, 569].

The minima of the spinon bands are found from diagonalizing K = σ3τ0H(k), with H(k)

as in Eq. (D.12), and lie at ±k0, where k0 = (π/2, 0). Without an external magnetic field

(Bz = 0), the eigenvalues, each doubly degenerate at these momenta, are

ε± =

∣∣∣∣√λ2 − 2A2
1J

2 ±
√
2B1J

∣∣∣∣ . (D.19)

For B1 > 0, the spinon gap is set by ε− and closes when
√
λ2 − 2A2

1J
2 =
√
2B1J ; B2 appears

neither in this equation nor in the eigenstates below. Eliminating B1 in favor of A1, λ, and set-

ting ξ ≡ λ/(
√
2A1J) for notational convenience, we find that the two zero-energy eigenvectors

at k = k0 = (π/2, 0) are

Ψ1 =
(
eiπ/4ξ, i

√
ξ2 − 1, 0, 1

)T
, Ψ2 =

(
i
√
ξ2 − 1,−e−iπ/4ξ, 1, 0

)T
, (D.20)

438



Appendix D. Appendices to Chapter 5

where the superscript T denotes transpose. Likewise, at k = −k0 = (−π/2, 0), there are two

degenerate eigenvectors when the gap closes:

Ψ3 =
(
e−iπ/4ξ, i

√
ξ2 − 1, 0, 1

)T
, Ψ4 =

(
i
√
ξ2 − 1,−eiπ/4ξ, 1, 0

)T
. (D.21)

The condensate in real space is a linear combination of those at ±k0. Introducing arbitrary

complex numbers zi to represent the strength thereof, we have



⟨αr↑⟩

⟨βr↑⟩

⟨α†
r↓⟩

⟨β†r↓⟩


= (z1Ψ1 + z2Ψ2)e

ik0·r + (z3Ψ3 + z4Ψ4)e
−ik0·r, (D.22)

whereafter the condensate on each sublattice can be written as

Xα =


⟨αr↑⟩

⟨αr↓⟩

 =


eiπ/4z1ξ + iz2

√
ξ2 − 1 e−iπ/4z3ξ + iz4

√
ξ2 − 1

z∗4 z∗2




eik0·r

e−ik0·r

 , (D.23)

Xβ =


⟨βr↑⟩

⟨βr↓⟩

 =


iz1
√
ξ2 − 1− e−iπ/4z2ξ iz3

√
ξ2 − 1− eiπ/4z4ξ

z∗3 z∗1




eik0·r

e−ik0·r

 .

The spinor (eik0·r, e−ik0·r)T is proportional to (1, 1)T for even x, whereas for odd x coordinate,

it is ∝ (1,−1)T (the overall U(1) phase is redundant for calculating physical spin expectation

values). This calls for further classification of the sites on the α and β sublattices—defined by

(−1)jx+jy = 1 and −1, respectively—according as whether x is even (e) or odd (o), creating

a four-sublattice structure for the magnetic order. The expectation value of the spin at each

site can then be evaluated as ⟨Sµa(r)⟩ = X†
µaσXµa for µ = {α, β} and a = {e, o}.

At this point, we note that the spin-liquid state described by the ansatz (5.31) has a gauge-

invariant flux ϕ of π (modulo 2π) through each elementary square plaquette [637]. Similar

π-flux states on the square lattice were studied by Yang & Wang [720]; the latter states

are all identical in the limit of only A1 ̸= 0. The corresponding magnetically ordered state
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was found to be a subset of the classical ground state for the J2/J1=1/2-Heisenberg model,

and, in general, quite distinct from Néel order. A formal route to draw a connection to the

Yang-Wang π-flux ansatz is to construct a local gauge transformation mapping the one-orbital

model onto it. Recall that under such a transformation, one generically has

bjσ → eiφ(j)bjσ, Ai,j → ei(φ(i)+φ(j))Ai,j Bi,j → ei(φ(i)−φ(j))Bi,j . (D.24)

The ansatz (5.31) is characterized by Ai,i+x̂ = A1 and Ai,i+ŷ = (−1)ix+iyA1, whereas that of

Ref. 720 has Ai,i+x̂ = (−1)iyA1 and Ai,i+ŷ = −A1. If the two are to be related by a gauge

transformation, then the phase φ(j) must satisfy

φ(jx, jy) + φ(jx + 1, jy) = πjy, φ(jx, jy) + φ(jx, jy + 1) = π(jx + jy + 1). (D.25)

Both these equations hold modulo 2π and their solution is φ(jx, jy) = π
(
−2j2x + 2jy + 1

)
/4.

Applying this transformation shifts the one-orbital dispersion minima, which are inherently

gauge dependent: with the earlier gauge choice, the minima were positioned at (±π/2, 0) but

in the new gauge, they are at ±(π/2, π/2), as expected from Ref. 720 in the limit where all

terms but A1 are zero. Proceeding beyond this special case, we can similarly transform the

remaining (A2, B1, B2) terms in Eq. (5.33) according to Eq. (D.24), and the minimal ansatz

which gives quantized Chern bands in this gauge reads:

Ai,i+x̂ = (−1)iyA1, Ai,i+ŷ = −A1,

Bi,i+x̂ = −(−1)ixB1, Bi,i+ŷ = B1(−1)ix+iy , Bi,i+x̂+ŷ = Bi,i+x̂−ŷ = −iB2(−1)iy . (D.26)

As Fig. D.2 corroborates, the minima for the lowest-energy spinon band remain at ±(π/2, π/2)

even on turning on B1 and B2 [cf. Fig. 5.4(e)].

We return to our original gauge choice where the computation of magnetic order is more

tractable. Noting that the spin-liquid state for the one-orbital model reduces to that in

Ref. 720 in the limit of only A1 ̸=0, we first set ξ=1 (as dictated by the gap-closing condition

with B1=0). Upon calculating the spin expectation values using the boson-condensation
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(a)

(b) (c)

(d) (e)

FIG. 10. (a) Dispersion of the n = 1 spinon band corresponding to the Schwinger boson ansatz for the one-orbital model in
Eq. (C18) with J = 1, A1 = 1, B1 = 0.5, B2 = 0.5, � = 2.0, and Bz = 0. In this gauge, the minima are always at ±(⇡/2,⇡/2).
(b) The Néel state is obtained upon boson condensation with ⇠ = 1 (implying B1 = 0) and only one of the zi (taken to be
z1 here) nonzero. (c) This state can be perturbed by increasing ⇠ which equals 1.05 here, thus setting B1 ⇡ 0.32A1. (d)
The magnetically ordered state with the complex coe�cients chosen to be {z1, z2, z3, z4} = {z, iz, 0, 0}, and (e) {z,�iz, 0, 0}.
The magnetic moment is uniform at all sites for the states exhibited, and the vector plotted in each figure is, for clarity,
(Sx/2, Sy/2, Sz).

⇠ = 1 (as dictated by the gap-closing condition with B1 = 0). Upon calculating the spin expectation values using the
boson-condensation procedure, we find that the ordered moments on the four sites of a plaquette add to zero, i.e.

X

µ=↵,�

X

a=e,o

hSµai = 0, (C19)

which is precisely the four-sublattice ordered state in Ref. 14. A particular instance thereof is the Néel state which is
obtained when the coe�cients are chosen such that only one of the four zi is nonzero. For general ⇠ > 1, the spinors
Xµa are

X↵e =

✓
⇠(ei⇡/4

z1 + e�i⇡/4
z3) + i

p
⇠2 � 1(z2 + z4)

z
⇤
4 + z

⇤
2

◆
, X↵o =

✓
⇠(ei⇡/4

z1 � e�i⇡/4
z3) + i

p
⇠2 � 1(z2 � z4)

z
⇤
4 � z

⇤
2

◆
, (C20)

X�e =

✓
�⇠(e�i⇡/4

z2 + ei⇡/4
z4) + i

p
⇠2 � 1(z1 + z3)

z
⇤
3 + z

⇤
1

◆
, X�o =

✓
⇠(�e�i⇡/4

z2 + ei⇡/4
z4) + i

p
⇠2 � 1(z1 � z3)

z
⇤
3 � z

⇤
1

◆
.

Akin to the analysis above, we again compute the values of the ordered moment at each site but the analytical
expressions in this case prove to be unwieldy. Specifically, S

z

µa
takes the form

S
z

↵e
= ⇠

2
�
|z1 � iz3|2 + |z2 + z4|2

�
� 2|z2 + z4|2 + 2⇠

p
⇠2 � 1 Im

h
(z⇤2 + z

⇤
4)(z1e

i⇡/4 + z3e
�i⇡/4)

i
, (C21)

Figure D.2: (a) Dispersion of the n = 1 spinon band corresponding to the Schwinger boson
ansatz for the one-orbital model in Eq. (D.26) with J = 1, A1 = 1, B1 = 0.5, B2 = 0.5,
λ = 2.0, and Bz = 0. In this gauge, the minima are always at ±(π/2, π/2). (b) The Néel
state is obtained upon boson condensation with ξ = 1 (implying B1 = 0) and only one of the
zi (taken to be z1 here) nonzero. (c) This state can be perturbed by increasing ξ which equals
1.05 here, thus setting B1 ≈ 0.32A1. (d) The magnetically ordered state with the complex
coefficients chosen to be {z1, z2, z3, z4} = {z, iz, 0, 0}, and (e) {z,−iz, 0, 0}. The magnetic
moment is uniform at all sites for the states exhibited, and the vector plotted in each figure
is, for clarity, (Sx/2, Sy/2, Sz).

procedure, we find that the ordered moments on the four sites of a plaquette add to zero, i.e.,

∑
µ=α,β

∑
a=e,o

⟨Sµa⟩ = 0, (D.27)

which is precisely the four-sublattice ordered state in Ref. 720. A particular instance thereof

is the Néel state which is obtained when the coefficients are chosen such that only one of the
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four zi is nonzero. For general ξ > 1, the spinors Xµa are

Xαe =


ξ(eiπ/4z1 + e−iπ/4z3) + i

√
ξ2 − 1(z2 + z4)

z∗4 + z∗2

 , (D.28)

Xαo =


ξ(eiπ/4z1 − e−iπ/4z3) + i

√
ξ2 − 1(z2 − z4)

z∗4 − z∗2

 , (D.29)

Xβe =


−ξ(e−iπ/4z2 + eiπ/4z4) + i

√
ξ2 − 1(z1 + z3)

z∗3 + z∗1

 , (D.30)

Xβo =


ξ(−e−iπ/4z2 + eiπ/4z4) + i

√
ξ2 − 1(z1 − z3)

z∗3 − z∗1

 . (D.31)

Akin to the analysis above, we again compute the values of the ordered moment at each site

but the analytical expressions in this case prove to be unwieldy. Specifically, Szµa takes the

form

Szαe = ξ2
(
|z1 − iz3|2 + |z2 + z4|2

)
− 2|z2 + z4|2 + 2ξ

√
ξ2 − 1 Im

[
(z∗2 + z∗4)(z1e

iπ/4 + z3e
−iπ/4)

]
,

Szαo = ξ2
(
|z1 + iz3|2 + |z2 − z4|2

)
− 2|z2 − z4|2 + 2ξ

√
ξ2 − 1 Im

[
(z∗2 − z∗4)(z1eiπ/4 − z3e−iπ/4)

]
,

Szβe = ξ2
(
|z2 + iz4|2 + |z1 + z3|2

)
− 2|z1 + z3|2 + 2ξ

√
ξ2 − 1 Im

[
(z1 + z3)(z

∗
2e

iπ/4 + z∗4e
−iπ/4)

]
,

Szβo = ξ2
(
|z2 − iz4|2 + |z1 − z3|2

)
− 2|z1 − z3|2 + 2ξ

√
ξ2 − 1 Im

[
(z1 − z3)(z∗2eiπ/4 − z∗4e−iπ/4)

]
.

As can be seen, for general complex values zi, there is no simple relation between the z-

components. Further,

∑
µ=α,β

∑
a=e,o

⟨Szµ,a⟩ = 4(ξ2 − 1)
4∑
i=1

|zi|2 + 4ξ
√
ξ2 − 1 Im

[
z1z

∗
2e

iπ/4 + z3z
∗
4e

−iπ/4
]

(D.32)

vanishes only for ξ = 1. Therefore, the sum of ordered moments on the four sites of a plaquette
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is nonzero, and the spin order parameter can be parametrized as

⟨S(j)⟩ = n(0,0) + (−1)jxn(π,0) + (−1)jyn(0,π) + (−1)jx+jyn(π,π), (D.33)

where we have defined

n(0,0) =
1

4

(
⟨Sαe⟩+ ⟨Sαo⟩+ ⟨Sβe⟩+ ⟨Sβo⟩

)
, n(π,0) =

1

4

(
⟨Sαe⟩ − ⟨Sαo⟩+ ⟨Sβe⟩ − ⟨Sβo⟩

)
,

n(0,π) =
1

4

(
⟨Sαe⟩ − ⟨Sαo⟩ − ⟨Sβe⟩+ ⟨Sβo⟩

)
, n(π,π) =

1

4

(
⟨Sαe⟩+ ⟨Sαo⟩ − ⟨Sβe⟩ − ⟨Sβo⟩

)
.

(D.34)

It is noteworthy that n(0,0)=0 exactly corresponds to the solution of Ref.720 with zero average

moment on a plaquette. The most general ordered state breaks C4 and lattice translation

(Tx and Ty) symmetries but preserves the reflections Rx and Ry; of course, it also breaks

time reversal and SRI. While the moments on the four sites of each plaquette are generically

distinct, previously studied states on the square lattice, like the Néel, the canted Néel, or

the tetrahedral umbrella state [264] are not necessarily ruled out. If the structure of the

condensate is such that n(π,π) is large in magnitude compared to n(0,0),n(π,0), and n(0,π), the

magnetically ordered state can be thought of as a perturbation to the Néel state, an example

of which is sketched in Fig. D.2(c) for zi = 0 ∀ i ̸= 1. The magnitude of the ordered moments

is uniform at all lattice sites, i.e., X†
µaXµa = constant, if we choose such a solution for the

zi. One can also impose this requirement of uniformity when more than one coefficient is

nonzero. Endowed with this constraint, there are four solutions, which are {z1, z2, z3, z4} =

{z,±iz, 0, 0} or {0, 0, z,±iz}. The two associated symmetry-inequivalent ordered states are

shown in Figs. D.2(d) and D.2(e).

D.1.6 Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interactions

In this subsection, we continue along the lines of Section 5.3.3 to develop the mean-field Hamil-

tonian for the nearest-neighbor Heisenberg antiferromagnet with additional Dzyaloshinskii-

Moriya couplings. Pursuant to Eq. (5.49), the mean-field approximation for the in-plane DM
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term is

H
(3)
mf =

D∥

2

∑
⟨i,j⟩

(
B∗i,j Ĉi,j + Ĉ

†
i,jBi,j +A

∗
i,jD̂i,j + D̂

†
i,jAi,j

)
=
D∥

2

∑
⟨i,j⟩

− i

2
dije

iσθij
(
B∗i,jb

†
j−σbiσ + σA∗

i,jbiσbjσ

)
+ h.c.. (D.35)

The total mean-field Hamiltonian Hmf is now a sum of Eqs. (5.8), (5.9), and (D.35). All

things considered, Hspin bears the mean-field momentum-space representation:

H
(1)
mf =

∑
kσ µ

[
Jµe

−ikµ

(
B∗

2
b†kσ bkσ − σ

A∗

2
bkσ b−k−σ

)
+ h.c.+ λ b†kσ bkσ

]
− 2NsλS + 2NsJ

(
|A|2 − |B|2

)
,

H
(2)
mf = −B

2

∑
kσ

σ b†kσ bkσ, (D.36)

H
(3)
mf =

Dm

4

∑
kσ

[
−i Ēσ

(
B∗b†k−σ bkσ + σA∗bkσ b−kσ

)
+ h.c.

]
.

For the sake of notational brevity, we work with the shorthand Eσ ≡ (ei kx + iσ ei ky) and

overhead bars connote the same expressions but with the replacement k→ −k; thus, (E+)∗ =

Ē−. Upon expanding and explicitly summing over σ =↑, ↓ in Eq. (D.36), the full Hamiltonian is

expressible, as before, as Hmf =
∑

k(Ψ
†
kH(k)Ψk)/2 with the spinor Ψ†

k ≡
(
b†k↑ b

†
k↓ b−k↑ b−k↓

)
,

and the kernel H(k) =



(
B Jµeikµ

)r
+
(
λ− B

2

)
i
4 D∥

(
B E− − B∗ Ē−

)
i
2D∥AE− −J AE+

i
4 D∥

(
B E+ − B∗ Ē+

) (
B Jµeikµ

)r
+
(
λ+ B

2

)
JAE+ − i

2D∥AE+

− i
2D∥A∗ Ē+ J A∗E+

(
B Jµe−ikµ

)r
+
(
λ− B

2

)
i
4 D∥

(
B Ē+ − B∗ E+

)
−J A∗E+

i
2D∥A∗Ē− i

4 D∥
(
B Ē− − B∗ E−

) (
B Jµe−ikµ

)r
+
(
λ+ B

2

)


,

(D.37)

where the superscript r stands for the real part; Hmf further includes another constant piece,

which we ignore. Diagonalizing with the paraunitary matrix Tk gives the full information of

the dispersions for the volume-mode bands and some representative energy dispersions are
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(D3)

where the superscript r stands for the real part; Hmf fur-
ther includes another constant piece, which we ignore.
Diagonalizing with the paraunitary matrix Tk gives the

full information of the dispersions for the volume-mode
bands and some representative energy dispersions are
shown in Fig. 7.

Appendix E: Three-orbital model

The three-orbital CuO2 model—with the broken time-reversal and reflection symmetries of pattern D—allows for
nonzero loop currents unlike its one-orbital counterpart [9] studied in Sec. III, and o↵ers the added advantage of
an explicitly translation-invariant ansatz. In this appendix, we illustrate that the three-orbital model also shows a
large thermal Hall conductivity in the presence of a magnetic field, analogous to the one-orbital model, with identical
broken symmetries as in Sec. III B.

A1, iB1
A2, iB2

(a)
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(b)

FIG. 11. (a) Schwinger boson mean-field ansatz for the three-orbital model. Since the ansatz is explicitly translation invariant,
we show only one Cu atom and its four neighboring oxygen atoms. The arrows indicate the directionality of the bonds, which
is required for specifying Ai,j (odd under i $ j) and complex Bi,j (as B⇤

i,j = Bj,i). (b) The lattice conventions employed for
this model. A single unit cell, shown here with dotted lines, consists of three sites, labeled ↵, �, and �.

Let us consider the Schwinger-boson ansatz for this model, illustrated in Fig. 11(a). More explicitly, in the mean-
field Hamiltonian (29), the only bond operator expectation values are

A
j,j± êµ

2

= ±A1, B
j,j± êµ

2

= ±iB1, A
j± x̂

2 ,j+ ŷ
2

= A
j± x̂

2 ,j� ŷ
2

= A2, B
j± x̂

2 ,j+ ŷ
2

= B
j± x̂

2 ,j� ŷ
2

= iB2, (E1)

where Aj,k, iBj,k 2 R. The basis vectors of the direct lattice are êµ; µ = x, y, and we adopt the convention that
integer-valued (half-integer-valued) lattice indices refer to copper (oxygen) sites (see Fig. 11(b)). The state with only
A1 (or also B1) nonzero has the full symmetries of the square lattice but turning on B2 (and/or A2) breaks the
symmetries down to 4

m
m

0
m

0. Denoting the three sites of a unit cell, at position (u, v), as ↵(u,v), �(u,v), �(u,v) and

Figure D.3: (a) Schwinger-boson mean-field ansatz for the three-orbital model. Since the
ansatz is explicitly translationally invariant, we show only one Cu atom and its four neigh-
boring oxygen atoms. The arrows indicate the directionality of the bonds, which is required
for specifying Ai,j (odd under i ↔ j) and complex Bi,j (as B∗i,j = Bj,i). (b) The lattice con-
ventions employed for this model. A single unit cell, shown here with dotted lines, consists of
three sites, labeled α, β, and γ.

shown in Fig. 5.7.

D.1.7 Three-orbital model

The three-orbital CuO2 model—with the broken time-reversal and reflection symmetries of

pattern D—allows for nonzero loop currents unlike its one-orbital counterpart [576] studied

in Section 5.3, and offers the added advantage of an explicitly translation-invariant ansatz.

In this section, we illustrate that the three-orbital model also shows a large thermal Hall

conductivity in the presence of a magnetic field, analogous to the one-orbital model, with

identical broken symmetries as in Section 5.3.2.

Let us consider the Schwinger-boson ansatz for this model, illustrated in Fig. D.3(a). More

explicitly, in the mean-field Hamiltonian (5.29), the only bond operator expectation values

are

A
j,j± êµ

2

= ±A1, Bj,j± êµ
2

= ±iB1, Aj± x̂
2
,j+ ŷ

2
= A

j± x̂
2
,j− ŷ

2
= A2, Bj± x̂

2
,j+ ŷ

2
= B

j± x̂
2
,j− ŷ

2
= iB2,

(D.38)

where Aj,k, iBj,k ∈ R. The basis vectors of the direct lattice are êµ; µ = x, y, and we adopt

445



Appendix D. Appendices to Chapter 5

the convention that integer-valued (half-integer-valued) lattice indices refer to copper (oxygen)

sites [see Fig. D.3(b)]. The state with only A1 (or also B1) nonzero has the full symmetries

of the square lattice but turning on B2 (and/or A2) breaks the symmetries down to 4
mm

′m′.

Denoting the three sites of a unit cell, at position (u, v), as α(u,v), β(u,v), γ(u,v) and expanding,

the mean-field Hamiltonian can be obtained straightforwardly. After a Fourier transform to

momentum space, this reads (up to constants)

Hmf =
∑
kσ

[
− JB1

(
α†
kσβkσ Sx + α†

kσγkσ Sy
)
+ i JA∗

1 σ

(
αkσβ−k−σ Sx + αkσγ−k−σ Sy

)
+ h.c.

+ 2J CxCy
(
iB2β

†
kσγkσ −A

∗
2 σ βkσγ−k−σ + h.c.

)
+ λ

(
α†
kσαkσ + β†kσβkσ + γ†kσγkσ − 3S

)]
,

(D.39)

where we use the shorthand Cµ(Sµ)≡ cos (sin)
kµ
2 . Adding on an external magnetic field in-

troduces the Zeeman term of Eq. (5.9) and subsequently, the Hamiltonian can be expressed

as

Hmf =
∑
k

Ψ†
kH(k)Ψk; Ψ†

k ≡
(
α†
k↑ β

†
k↑ γ

†
k↑ α−k↑ β−k↓ γ−k↓

)
, (D.40)

with the kernel

H(k) = 1

2



2λ−Bz −2J B1 Sx −2J B1 Sy 0 −2i J A1 Sx −2i J A1 Sy

−2J B1 Sx 2λ−Bz 4i J B2 Cx Cy −2i J A1 Sx 0 −4J A2 Cx Cy

−2J B1 Sy −4i J B2 Cx Cy 2λ−Bz −2i J A1 Sy 4J A2 Cx Cy 0

0 2iJ A1 Sx 2i J A1 Sy Bz + 2λ 2J B1 Sx 2J B1 Sy

2i J A1 Sx 0 4J A2 Cx Cy 2J B1 Sx Bz + 2λ −4i J B2 Cx Cy

2i J A1 Sy −4J A2 Cx Cy 0 2J B1 Sy 4i J B2 Cx Cy Bz + 2λ



.

(D.41)

This mean-field Hamiltonian can now be easily diagonalized, employing the standard methods

formulated above—the resultant band structure is sketched in Fig. D.4.
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expanding, the mean-field Hamiltonian is

Hmf =
X

(u,v), �

J

2
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X
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. (E2)

After a Fourier transform to momentum space, this reads as (up to constants)

Hmf =
X

k�


� JB1

✓
↵
†
k�

�k� Sx + ↵
†
k�

�k� Sy

◆
+ i JA⇤

1 �

✓
↵k���k�� Sx + ↵k���k�� Sy

◆
+ H.c.

+ 2J CxCy

⇣
iB2�

†
k�

�k� �A⇤
2 � �k���k�� + H.c.

⌘
+ �

✓
↵
†
k�

↵k� + �
†
k�

�k� + �
†
k�

�k� � 3S

◆�
, (E3)

where we use the shorthand Cµ(Sµ) ⌘ cos (sin) kµ

2 . Adding on an external magnetic field introduces the Zeeman term
of Eq. (9) and subsequently, the Hamiltonian can be expressed as

Hmf =
X

k

 †
k H(k) k;  †

k ⌘
⇣
↵
†
k" �

†
k" �

†
k" ↵�k" ��k# ��k#

⌘
, (E4)

with the kernel

H(k) =
1

2

0

BBBBBB@

2� � Bz �2J B1 Sx �2J B1 Sy 0 �2i J A1 Sx �2i J A1 Sy
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(a) (b) (c) (d)

FIG. 12. Schwinger boson band structure for three of the six di↵erent particle bands with J = 1, A1 = 1, B1 = 0.5, � = 2.5,
and Bz = 0; the other bands are degenerate at zero field and are not shown. The remaining parameters are chosen as follows:
(a) A2 = 0, B2 = 0; (b) A2 = 0.75, B2 = 0; (c) A2 = 0.75, B2 = 0.5. Only with B2 6= 0 are the upper bands prevented from
touching; all the bands then acquire well-defined Chern numbers. The bands that are the degenerate counterparts of the ones
shown have the same Chern numbers. (d) The dispersion for the lowest-energy band exhibits minima at k = (0, 0), signaling
ferromagnetic order in the spin correlations.

Figure D.4: Schwinger boson band structure for three of the six different particle bands with
J = 1, A1 = 1, B1 = 0.5, λ = 2.5, and Bz = 0; the other bands are degenerate at zero field
and are not shown. The remaining parameters are chosen as follows: (a) A2 = 0, B2 = 0; (b)
A2 = 0.75, B2 = 0; (c) A2 = 0.75, B2 = 0.5. Only with B2 ̸= 0 are the upper bands prevented
from touching; all the bands then acquire well-defined Chern numbers. The bands that are the
degenerate counterparts of the ones shown have the same Chern numbers. (d) The dispersion
for the lowest-energy band exhibits minima at k = (0, 0), signaling ferromagnetic order in the
spin correlations.

In like manner, from the paraunitary matrix Tk, one can once again calculate the Berry

curvature for these bands [Fig. D.5(a)] using the partition H1 = {k : ky < 0} and H2 = {k :

ky ≥ 0}. The caveat is that the expression for the thermal Hall conductivity in Eq. (6.36)

is formulated exclusively in terms of particle bands whereas our choice of the six-component

spinor in Eq. (D.40) eliminates the trivial particle-hole duplication, leaving us with three

particle and three hole bands. Exploiting the relation (5.27) between the curvatures of the

particle and hole bands, Eq. (6.36) can be brought to the more implementable form

κxy = −
k2B T

ℏV
∑
k

 ∑
n∈ particle

{
c2 [nB (εnk)]−

π2

3

}
Ωnk −

∑
n∈ hole

{
c2 [nB (εn−k)]−

π2

3

}
Ωn−k

 .
(D.42)

Summing over all six bands, the net conductivity in Fig. D.5 is observed to be three orders

of magnitude greater than in the model with Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interactions alone. The

behaviors at both high and low temperatures resemble that for the one-orbital model in

Fig. 5.5 and is owed to origins similar to the discussion in Section 5.3.2. Furthermore, we

again find an anomalous contribution.
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This mean-field Hamiltonian can now be easily diagonalized, employing the standard methods formulated above—
the resultant band structure is sketched in Fig. 12.
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FIG. 13. (a) Berry curvatures of the particle bands with nonzero Chern numbers in the three-orbital model, with the parameters
J = 1, A1 = 1, A2 = 0.75, B1 = B2 = 0.5, Bz = 0, and � = 2.5. (b) The thermal Hall conductivity as a function of temperature
at fixed Bz = 0.5 for two (arbitrarily chosen) values of A2, indicating that the strength of the thermal Hall signal does vary with
A2 even though the Chern numbers do not. (c–d) The magnetic field dependence of the conductivity for di↵erent temperatures
with A2 = 0.75.

In a like manner, from the paraunitary matrix Tk, one can once again calculate the Berry curvature for these bands
[Fig. 13(a)] using the partition H1 = {k : ky < 0} and H2 = {k : ky � 0}. The caveat is that the expression for the
thermal Hall conductivity in Eq. (21) is formulated exclusively in terms of particle bands whereas our choice of the
six-component spinor in Eq. (E4) eliminates the trivial particle-hole duplication, leaving us with three particle and
three hole bands. Exploiting the relation (27) between the curvatures of the particle and hole bands, Eq. (21) can be
brought to the more implementable form
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Summing over all six bands, the net conductivity in Fig. 13 is observed to be three orders of magnitude greater than in
the model with Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interactions alone. The behaviors at both high and low temperatures resemble
that for the one-orbital model in Fig. 5 and is owed to origins similar to the discussion in Sec. III B 2. Furthermore,
we again find an anomalous contribution.

[1] J. Ziman, Electrons and Phonons: The Theory of Trans-
port Phenomena in Solids, Oxford Classic Texts in the

Physical Sciences (Oxford University Press, New York,

Figure D.5: (a) Berry curvatures of the particle bands with nonzero Chern numbers in the
three-orbital model, with the parameters J =1, A1=1, A2=0.75, B1=B2=0.5, Bz =0, and
λ=2.5. (b) The thermal Hall conductivity as a function of temperature at fixed Bz = 0.5
for two (arbitrarily chosen) values of A2, indicating that the strength of the thermal Hall
signal does vary with A2 even though the Chern numbers do not. (c–d) The magnetic field
dependence of the conductivity for different temperatures with A2 = 0.75.

D.2 Fermionic spinon theory

D.2.1 Deconfined criticality and phases of the J1-J2-Jχ antiferromagnet

The square-lattice antiferromagnet with first (J1) and second (J2) neighbor exchange inter-

actions has been the focus of many numerical studies in the past decades. There appears to

be general agreement that increasing J2/J1 destroys the Néel state and leads to a state with

valence bond solid (VBS) order [235, 666]. There is also significant evidence that the transi-

tion region between these states is described by a deconfined critical field theory [597] over a

large intermediate length scale [235]. Furthermore, there is strong support for a global SO(5)

symmetry between the Néel and VBS orders [620] over this scaling region, as is expected for

the deconfined critical theory [596, 635, 665]. The ultimate fate of the phase transition at the

longest distances remains unsettled, but it is plausible that it is described by a complex fixed
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point, very close to the real physical axis [215, 415, 665].

It is useful to now consider the phase diagram of the J1-J2-Jχ antiferromagnet on the

square lattice by starting from a theory in which the SO(5) symmetry is initially explicit.

This is just the fermionic spinon representation used in Eq. (5.52). In the absence of Néel

order (N = 0) and an applied field (BZ = 0), the continuum limit of Eq. (5.52) yields two

flavors of two-component Dirac fermions, which are then coupled to a SU(2) gauge field; so

instead of Eq. (5.56), we now have [665]

LSO(5) = iψaγ
µ(∂µ − iAµ)ψa +mχψaψa (D.43)

where a = 1, 2 is the flavor index.

The SO(5) symmetry is apparent after we express LSO(5) in terms of Majorana fermions.

The fermion mass mχ ∝ Jχ is also SO(5) invariant, and is a perturbation on the putative

SO(5)-invariant Néel-VBS critical point at mχ=0. It is plausible that mχ is a relevant

perturbation on such a critical point (with scaling dimension λχ > 0), and then an infinitesimal

Jχ will be sufficient to drive the critical antiferromagnet into the chiral spin liquid phase.

Should the Néel–VBS transition be weakly first-order, then a very small value of Jχ will be

sufficient. Tuning away from the critical point by changing the value of J2/J1 yields a second

relevant perturbation to the critical point (with scaling dimension λ2 > 0) which explicitly

breaks SO(5) symmetry, but is allowed by the symmetries of the underlying antiferromagnet.

We obtain the phase diagram proposed in Fig. 5.9 upon considering the interplay of these

perturbations; all phase boundaries scale as Jχ ∼ |J2 − J2c|λχ/λ2 for a SO(5) critical point at

Jχ = 0, J2 = J2c, so for λχ > λ2, we obtain the onset of semion topological order at small

values of Jχ even away from the SO(5) point. In the limit of a large number of fermion flavors,

λχ = 1 and λ2 = −1, and λχ > λ2 is thus plausible. This phase diagram is compatible with

the small system size studies of Ref. 472. We emphasize that the existence of a SO(5) critical

point is not a requirement for the existence of a continuous Néel to Néel+CSL transition with

SO(3) symmetry described in the main part of the chapter.
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D.2.2 SO(3) symmetry on the lattice

We investigate the emergent global SO(3) symmetry at the critical point by explicitly com-

puting the order parameter that transforms as a vector under this SO(3) symmetry in terms

of the low-energy fermionic degrees of freedom, starting with the lattice-scale Hamiltonian

Hf in Eq. (5.52). For simplicity and to obtain a transparent physical picture of this vector

order parameter, we first set BZ = 0 in Hf , and later discuss the generalization to BZ ̸= 0.

The hopping part of Hf (obtained by setting N = 0 = BZ) describes a chiral spin liquid,

and is symmetric under square-lattice translations Ti (with i = x, y), C4 rotations about a

site, time reversal accompanied by reflections ΘRi, and global SU(2) spin rotations [576].

Turning on a nonzero Néel order parameter N ̸= 0 breaks time-reversal, spin-rotation and

translation symmetries explicitly, and results in a reduced set of symmetries generated by:

Tx+y : (x, y)→ (x+ 1, y + 1) (D.44)

T−x+y : (x, y)→ (x− 1, y + 1) (D.45)

C4 : (x, y)→ (−y, x) (D.46)

Us(ẑ, θ) = eiσ
3θ/2 (D.47)

Σx ≡ Us(x̂, π)Tx = iσ1Tx (D.48)

In Eq. (D.48), Us(ẑ, θ) is the remaining U(1) spin-rotation symmetry about the z-axis, and

Σx denotes a spin-rotation about an axis perpendicular to the Néel vector, accompanied

by unit lattice translation Tx (Σy =ΣxT−x+y is not an independent generator). Note that

Hf is invariant under any lattice symmetry operation S only up to an additional gauge

transformation fiσ → eiϕS [S(i)]fS(i),σ; in other words, the lattice symmetries act projectively

and the combination of S and eiϕS leavesHf invariant. For the set of symmetries in Eq. (D.48),

the required gauge transformations are ϕTx+y = ϕT−x+y = 0, while ϕC4 = π(x+y)(x+y−1)/2

and ϕΣx = πy.

Now, we turn to diagonalizing Hf in Eq. (5.52) with BZ = 0 and finding the relevant low-

energy fermionic modes. Defining a two-site unit cell along the x̂-direction with sublattices

A (even parity of ηi) and B (odd parity of ηi), the Hamiltonian from Eq. (5.52) is given in
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momentum space by (setting the lattice spacing a = 1):

H =
∑
k

f †khkfk; fk =
(
fkA↑ fkB↑ fkA↓ fkB↓

)T
, (D.49)

hk =


h̃k(N) 0

0 h̃k(−N)

 , h̃k(N) =


N
2 − 4t2 sin kx cos ky −2t1(cos kx + i sin ky)

−2t1(cos kx − i sin ky) −N
2 + 4t2 sin kx cos ky

 .

The critical point, with Dirac cones at ±Q, appears at N =± 8t2. In our gauge choice, it

holds that Q = (π/2, 0). For concreteness, let us focus on the critical point at N = 8t2. Then,

the low-energy bands at valley Q are entirely in the spin-up sector; the remaining (spin-down)

bands can be integrated out without renormalizing the low-energy bands. A similar picture

holds for the valley −Q, where the low-energy bands are tied to the spin-down sector, as shown

by the linearized Hamiltonian near −Q. Therefore, the effective low-energy Hamiltonian is

given by

Heff = 2t1
∑
q≤Λ

ψ†
q,a

(
qxτ

1 + qyτ
2
)
ψq,a, (D.50)

where Λ is some UV momentum cutoff, the matrices τα act in sublattice space, and

ψq,a =



fQ+q,A,↑

fQ+q,B,↑

 for a = (Q, ↑),

−iτ2

f−Q+q,A,↓

f−Q+q,B,↓

 for a = (−Q, ↓).

(D.51)

For our analysis, it is useful to revert to real space and define fermionic spinors ψ+↑(r) and

ψ−↓(r) that vary slowly on the lattice scale by projecting the lattice fermions fiσ onto the

low-energy bands:

ψi↑ =


fiA↑

fiB↑

 ≈

f+A↑(r)

if+B↑(r)

 eiQ·ri ≡ ψ+↑(r)e
iQ·ri , (D.52)
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ψi↓ =


fiA↓

fiB↓

 ≈


f−A↓(r)

−if−B↓(r)

 e−iQ·ri ≡ iτ2ψ−↓(r)e
−iQ·ri .

In Eq. (D.52) and henceforth, we will denote each two-site unit cell by i, which is also the

location of the basis site A (hence, ηi = 1). Therefore, the low-energy Hamiltonian takes the

following form in real space:

Heff = −ivF
∫
d2r ψ†

a(r)(τ · ∇)ψa(r), with vF = 2t1. (D.53)

It is evident from this formulation that the low-energy Hamiltonian is invariant under SU(2)

rotations in the combined spin-valley space (denoted by a). This is the emergent global SO(3)

symmetry at the critical point. One crucial point to note is that time-reversal symmetry Θ

re-emerges in the low-energy Hamiltonian Heff in Eq. (D.53), although it is broken explicitly

in the lattice Hamiltonian Hf in Eq. (5.52) as

Θ : ψ+↑(r)→ iτ2ψ−↓(r), ψ−↓(r)→ iτ2ψ+↑(r),

ΘHeffΘ
−1 = Heff with Θ2 = −1. (D.54)

Intuitively, this happens because time-reversal simultaneously flips spin and valley; Heff is

invariant under such a transformation. The effect of t2 (that creates a local orbital magnetic

field) and the Néel order parameter N (that acts as a local Zeeman field) thus counteract

each other in the low-energy effective field theory.

Next, we write down a manifestly gauge-invariant fermion bilinear order parameter in terms

of the low-energy field operators, which transforms as a vector under this SO(3) symmetry,

and evaluate its transformation under the operations in Eq. (D.48) in order to determine its

physical interpretation. To do so, it is useful to construct the following matrix of low-energy
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Observable Tx+y T−x+y C4 Σx Σy Us(ẑ, θ) Θ

O1 −O1 −O1 O2 −O1 O1 cos θ O1 + sin θ O2 O1

O2 −O2 −O2 −O1 O2 −O2 − sin θ O1 + cos θ O2 O2

O3 O3 O3 O3 −O3 −O3 O3 −O3

Table D.1: Transformation of the components of the gauge-invariant fermion-bilinear SO(3)
vector under the symmetries of Hf (for BZ = 0) and the emergent time-reversal symmetry
Θ.

spinors, in analogy with Ref. 665:

Xi =


ψ+↑(r)e

iQ·ri −ψ†
−↓(r)e

iQ·ri

ψ−↓(r)e
−iQ·ri ψ†

+↑(r)e
−iQ·ri

 . (D.55)

The local SU(2) gauge transformation Ug,i and global SU(2) spin rotation Us act on Xi by

right and left multiplications, respectively, as

SU(2)g : Xi → XiU
†
g,i, SU(2)s : Xi → UsXi (D.56)

Therefore, the manifestly gauge-invariant order parameter that is constructed entirely out

of the low-energy degrees of freedom, and transforms as a vector under the emergent global

SO(3), is given by

Oa =
1

Ns

∑
i

Oa(ri) ≡
1

Ns

∑
i

Tr(X†
i ρ
aXi ), (D.57)

where ρa are the Pauli matrices in the mixed spin-valley space labeled by a= {1, 2, 3}; the

division by the number of lattice sites Ns is simply to make Oa intensive. The symmetry

transformations of Oa can be worked out by considering their (projective) action on the real-

space lattice-scale spinors in Eq. (D.52) and subsequently deducing their action on ψa(r) and

hence, on Oa(ri). The results are presented in Table D.1.

Next, we construct a representation of Oa in terms of the microscopic spin operators Si.
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The rotation of O1 into O2 under either a C4 rotation or a spin-rotation Us(ẑ, π/2) indicates

that these must be spin-orbit coupled. Indeed, one can check that the following representatives

satisfy all the symmetry constraints in Table D.1 (the indices 1, 2 indicate directions in spin

space, while x, y denote directions in real space):

O1 =
1

Ns

∑
i

(−1)ix(Si × Si+ŷ)1 + (−1)iy(Si × Si+x̂)2,

O2 =
1

Ns

∑
i

(−1)ix(Si × Si+ŷ)2 − (−1)iy(Si × Si+x̂)1,

O3 =
1

Ns

∑
i

(Si)3. (D.58)

Thus, O1 and O2 can be interpreted as bond-direction-dependent spin projections of a vector-

spin chirality operator Si × Sj , which is even under time-reversal Θ; related operators were

discussed in Ref. 406. The final component O3 is unchanged under the action of Us(ẑ, θ), but

is odd under unit lattice translations accompanied by spin flips and also under time reversal;

therefore, it can be interpreted as an Ising ferromagnetic order parameter. The operators in

Eq. (D.58) are illustrated graphically in Fig. D.6.

Lastly, we comment on the addition of an external Zeeman field BZ perpendicular to the

Néel order parameter N , which gets rid of the residual U(1) spin-rotation symmetry generated

by Sz in Hf . In this case, the only leftover symmetry generators at the lattice scale are Tx+y,

T−x+y, C4, and Σx (for BZ = B x̂, Σi = Us(x̂, π)Ti remains a symmetry for each i = x, y).

In the low-energy Hamiltonian Heff, we see that SO(3) valley rotation and time reversal Θ

emerge as symmetries just as in the previous case. Consequently, one can label the low-energy

fermions by their valley indices (a=+Q or −Q) and carry out an analogous construction of

a gauge-invariant order parameter Oa(r) that transforms as a vector under this emergent

valley-SO(3). For i = 1, 2, Oi breaks Tx+y, T−x+y, Σi and C4. While O3 is invariant under

all lattice symmetries that do not involve spin flips, it breaks both Σi (for i = x, y) and time

reversal Θ, which is emergent at the critical point. We conclude that the results in Table

D.1 are still valid for BZ ̸= 0, modulo the column Us(ẑ, θ). The lattice symmetry C4 and

Σx (or Σy) symmetry together can be embedded into group O(2) = SO(2)⋊ Z2 (the explicit

symmetry of two of the four dual field-theory descriptions), which is a subgroup of SO(3).
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x

yO1

x

yO2

x

yO3

Figure D.6: Pictorial representation of the components of the SO(3) vector Oa defined in
Eq. (D.58). For O1 and O2, we plot the corresponding spin-chirality vector Si × Sj on each
bond ⟨ij⟩. For O3, we plot S3

i on each lattice site i.

Eventually, we expect that the symmetry in the infrared limit is enlarged to SO(3).

D.2.3 SO(3) symmetry generators in the continuum

Another way to investigate the nature of the global SO(3) symmetry is to connect its gen-

erators to those of the SO(5) symmetry of the π-flux state described in detail in Ref. 665.

The Néel and valence bond solid (VBS) order parameters combine to form a fundamental 5-

vector of this SO(5) symmetry. Note that in the considerations here, we are not assuming the

existence of a conformal field theory with SO(5) symmetry describing the Néel-VBS critical

point; the emergent SO(5) symmetry is already a property of the mean-field π-flux state, and

that is sufficient for our purposes.

The SO(5) symmetry is most explicit in the Majorana fermion basis, and the Majorana

fermion χ is introduced as ψ = χ1 + iχ2. We choose a basis such that the Dirac matrix

γ0 = σ2; the spin chirality then becomes χ̄χ = χtγ0χ. Then, in addition to the Dirac index,

the Majorana fermion still carries three extra indices; each represents a two-component space,

which, in total, hosts a SO(8) transformation that includes both the SU(2) gauge and the

SO(5) global symmetries. After choosing an appropriate basis [665], the generators of the

SU(2) gauge group are

G1 = σ230, G2 = σ210, G3 = σ020; (D.59)
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the generators of the SU(2) spin group are

S1 = σ120, S2 = σ200, S3 = σ320. (D.60)

Here, σabc = σa ⊗ σb ⊗ σc, and σ0 = 12×2. The Néel and valence bond solid (VBS) operators

form an SO(5) vector

Na = χ̄ΓaχΓ1 = σ322, Γ2 = σ122, Γ3 = σ202, Γ4 = σ003, Γ5 = σ001 .

One may check that [Ga, Sb] = 0, and [Ga,Γb] = 0 for all a, b. The ten SO(5) generators can

be obtained by the commutators of the five Gamma matrices: Γab =
1
2i [Γa,Γb]. If we turn on

a background Néel order parameter, say ⟨χ̄Γ3χ⟩ ̸= 0, the SO(5) symmetry is broken down to

SO(4), which is generated by six out of the ten generators of SO(5):

Γ14 = σ321, Γ15 = −σ323, Γ45 = σ002,Γ24 = σ121, Γ25 = −σ123, Γ12 = σ200. (D.61)

We can construct two sets of independent SU(2) generators out of the six generators:

TA1 =
1

2
(Γ15 + Γ24), TA2 =

1

2
(−Γ14 + Γ25),

TA3 =
1

2
(Γ12 + Γ45);

TB1 =
1

2
(Γ15 − Γ24), TB2 =

1

2
(Γ14 + Γ25),

TB3 =
1

2
(Γ12 − Γ45). (D.62)

Now, let us turn on two fermion mass terms simultaneously: m1χ̄Γ3χ+m2χ̄χ. Then, the TAi

(TBi) are the needed SO(3) generators that operate on the massless fermion subspace when

m1=−m2 (m1=m2). We have not included the influence of the Zeeman term here, which

has a weak effect near the SO(5)-symmetric point.
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D.3 Analysis of the gauge theory

D.3.1 Low-energy field theory

The form of the continuum field theory is clear: upon inspection of the spectrum of the

lattice model in Ref. 565 close to the phase transition, we observe two Dirac cones (of complex

fermions) that result from the two sublattices of our ansatz. Accordingly, the (2 × 2) Dirac

matrices, γµ, will act in sublattice space. From the lattice theory, with spinon operators fiσ,

σ =↑, ↓, we know that there will be an SU(2) gauge field. The lattice gauge transformations

act locally in the lattice model,

SU(2)g :


f †i↓

fi↑

 −→ Ug(i)


f †i↓

fi↑

 , Ug(i) ∈ SU(2); (D.63)

as such, they cannot mix different sublattices in the continuum model. It will therefore have

the Lagrangian

LD = iΨ̄γµ
(
∂µ − iAµ

)
Ψ+mΨ̄Ψ− 1

2
CS[Aµ], (D.64)

with Ψ̄ = Ψ†γ0. As usual, the Dirac matrices satisfy the Clifford algebra, {γµ, γν} = 2ηµν

with η = diag(+,−,−). The Chern-Simons term is an obvious consequence of the additional

massive fermions and will be omitted in the following. To set up the notation, let us write

Eq. (D.64) more explicitly,

LD = iΨ†
sα(γ

0γµ)ss′
[
∂µ − i(Aµ)αα′

]
Ψs′α′ +mΨ†

sα(γ
0)ss′Ψs′α, (D.65)

with sublattice and gauge indices s and α, respectively. Here, the gauge transformations act

as

SU(2)g : Ψsα → (Ug )αα′Ψsα′ ; Aµ → UgAµU
†
g − i(∂µUg )U †

g . (D.66)

In the remainder of this section, we will derive Eq. (D.65) from the lattice model and thereby

relate Ψ explicitly to the lattice fermions. We note that the lattice model also contains
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monopole operators, but we assume that these are irrelevant at the critical point [619].

For simplicity, let us focus on the case without a Zeeman field, BZ = 0, and use the same

gauge as in Ref. 565. We define the Fourier transform as

fiσ =
1√
N

∑
k

eik·xifkσs(i), xi = (ix, iy),

s(i) =


A, ix + iy even,

B, ix + iy odd.

(D.67)

The spectrum of the lattice model has minima at Q and −Q, where Q = (π/2, 0)T , with

spin polarization ↑ and ↓, respectively. Let us expand around these minima by defining new

“slow”, low-energy fields

cq,s,v=+ := fQ+q,↑,s, cq,s,v=− := f−Q+q,↓,s, |q| ≪ 1/a, (D.68)

for each of the two “valleys” v=± and sublattices s=A,B. Equivalently, this corresponds

to

fi↑ ∼ eiQxics(i)+(xi), fi↓ ∼ e−iQxics(i)−(xi) (D.69)

in real space, i.e., cs,v(r) := N−1/2
∑Λ

q e
iqrcq,s,v with some cutoff Λ ≪ 1/a. With these

definitions, the mean-field Hamiltonian can be written as

HMF ∼− ivF
∫
dr c†s,v

[
v(τx)ss′∂x + (τy )ss′∂y

]
cs′,v +m

∫
dr c†s,vv(τz )ss′cs′,v (D.70)

at low energies. Here, vF = 2t1 (which we will set to 1 in the following) andm = −(4t2+Nz/2),

where, as in Ref. 565, t1, t2, and Nz are the nearest-, next-nearest-neighbor hopping, and the

Néel order parameter, respectively; furthermore, τj denote Pauli matrices in sublattice space.

As follows from a comparison of Eqs. (D.63) and (D.69), gauge transformations act as

SU(2)g : Cs(r) → U (s)
g (r)Cs(r), Cs(r) :=


c†s,−(r)

cs,+(r)

 (D.71)
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in the low-energy theory. Naively, one might think that the gauge transformations in the two

sublattices are independent as they were in the lattice model. However, this would enhance

the gauge symmetry to SU(2) × SU(2) in the continuum model which is not the case; the

reason is that not all gauge transformations allowed on the lattice act entirely in the low-

energy field theory. In fact, we will see that UAg (r) and UBg (r) are related by a similarity

transformation within the continuum field theory,

UAg (r) = V †UBg (r)V, V ∈ SU(2). (D.72)

This means that there is a gauge, reached by performing a gauge transformation with Ug(i) =

V † for ix+iy even and Ug(i) = 1 for ix+iy odd, where the gauge transformation is independent

of s in the continuum model. To see this, we just note that the new field after the gauge

transformation,

C̃s = VsCs, V A = V †, V B = 1, (D.73)

transforms as C̃s(r)→ V †
s U

(s)
g (r)VsC̃s(r); with the above choice for Vs, it holds that V †

s U
(s)
g (r)Vs =

UBg (r), independent of s.

In order to add gauge-field fluctuations to the mean-field Hamiltonian (D.70), we rewrite

the latter in terms of the Nambu field Cs. Denoting Pauli matrices in Nambu/valley space

by ηj , we get

HMF ∼ i
∫
drC†

s

[
(τx)ss′∂x + (τy )ss′∂y

]
ηzCs′ +m

∫
drC†

s(τz )ss′ η0Cs′ . (D.74)

To bring the theory to the form of Eq. (D.65), we have to transform ηz into η0 in the first

term. This can be done by the introduction of a new field C̃s as defined in Eq. (D.73) with

V = −iη3; we get

HMF ∼ i
∫
dr C̃†

s

[
(τy )ss′∂x − (τx)ss′∂y

]
η0C̃s′ +m

∫
dr C̃†

s(τz )ss′ η0 C̃s′ . (D.75)

In this form, it becomes apparent that only gauge transformations, C̃s(r) → Ũ
(s)
g (r)C̃s(r),

that are independent of s, Ũ (s)
g (r) = Ũg(r), can appear in the low-energy theory. Based on
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our discussion above, we see that this indeed corresponds to Eq. (D.72) with V = −iη3.

To match the common conventions for the Dirac matrices, (γ0, γx, γy) = (τy, iτz, iτx), we

perform yet another unitary transformation in sublattice space only (which, thus, does not

affect the gauge-transformation properties),

Ψs(r) =
(
ei

π
4
τxei

π
4
τz
)
ss′
C̃s′(r), (D.76)

leading to

HMF ∼ i
∫
drΨ†

s

[
(τx)ss′∂x − (τz )ss′∂y

]
Ψs′ +m

∫
drΨ†

s(τy )ss′Ψs′ . (D.77)

As Ψsα(r) → (Ug(r))αα′Ψsα′(r) under gauge transformations, adding gauge fluctuations to

Eq. (D.77) in the action formalism leads precisely to Eq. (D.65). We now know the relation

between the field Ψ and the lattice degrees of freedom.

D.3.2 Derivation of heat current and the associated Feynman rules

Since our eventual interest lies in the (thermal) current-current correlation functions, our first

step is to compute the associated heat current vertex. There are two approaches as described

below.

Equation-of-motion approach

To develop the formalism, we begin with a generalized Hubbard-like model on a lattice de-

scribed by the Hamiltonian

H =
∑
ijµν

tµνij ψ
†
iµψjν ≡

∑
i

hi ; hi =
1

2

∑
jµν

(
tµνij ψ

†
iµψjν + tνµji ψ

†
jνψiµ

)
, (D.78)

for which we shall evaluate the thermal current using the equation-of-motion technique [417].

We emphasize that H and the ψ fermions need not be the same as those of the lattice model

in Ref. 565; in practice, we extract H solely from the effective theories such as Eq. (D.86)

below. In the equation above, hi stands for the local energy density; i, j are the lattice sites,
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whereas µ, ν connote any other degrees of freedom. It readily follows [496] that

ḣi =
1

2

∑
jµν

[
tµνij

(
ψ†
iµψ̇jν − ψ̇

†
iµψjν

)
+ tνµij

(
ψ̇†
jνψiµ − ψ

†
jνψ̇iµ

)]
, (D.79)

where Ȯ = i[H,O]. From the continuity equation for the energy current [138, 324, 438],

ḣi +∇ · Je
i = 0, we find

Je
q =

1√
V

∑
i

e−iq·riJe
i =

i

2
√
V

∑
kµν

∂hµνk
∂k

(
ψ†
k−q/2,µ ψ̇k+q/2,ν − ψ̇

†
k−q/2,µ ψk+q/2,ν

)
, (D.80)

where hµνk is the second-quantized Hamiltonian and we have used the approximation hk+q/2−

hk−q/2 ≈ (∂hk/∂k) · q, concentrating on the small-q limit. Using the Heisenberg equation of

motion, this simplifies to

Je
q = − 1

2
√
V

∑
k,µνρ

(
∂hµρk
∂k

hρνk+q/2 + hµρk−q/2

∂hρνk
∂k

)
ψ†
k−q/2,µ ψk+q/2,ν . (D.81)

In this notation, it is clear that the indices µ, ν keep track of the component of the Dirac

fermion under consideration. The heat current (Jq) is related to the energy current by

Jq = Je − µJ . Switching to frequency domain from Eq. (D.80), at µ = 0, we obtain,

Jq(q, iϵn) =
1

β
√
V

∑
k,iωn

(
∂kh

µν
k

)
(iωn + iϵn/2)ψ

†
k−q/2,µ(iωn)ψk+q/2,ν(iωn + iϵn), (D.82)

where ωn and ϵn are fermionic and bosonic Matsubara frequencies, respectively. This defines

the heat/energy-current vertex

1

Ψ

Ψ

ηa ≡ Vq
a (q, iεn) = σa (iωn + iεn/2),

(D.83)
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supplemented with a factor of 1/(βV ) for each internal three-momentum. Likewise, recogniz-

ing that

h(q) =
1√
V
e−iq.rihi =

1

2
√
V

∑
k,µν

(
hµνk+qψ

†
k,µψk+q,ν + hνµk ψ†

k,νψk+q,µ

)
, (D.84)

we have, for K̂q as defined in Eq. (5.69), the second vertex:

1

µ

ν

ηa ≡ Ka(q, iεn) =
1

2

(
hµνk+q/2 + hµνk−q/2

)
. (0.1)

(D.85)

On top, for each independent momentum, a factor 1/(β V ) remains from the corresponding

Fourier transform.

Lastly, since there is no specific advantage in using the conventional relativistically invariant

notation of Eq. (5.57) at T ̸= 0, in some convenient situation, we use the following equivalent

form of the fermion action

L = Ψ†
α

(
∂τ − iAτ − iσ · (∇− iA)

)
Ψα +mΨ†

α σ
z Ψα. (D.86)

Then, it is not difficult to see that propagator for the fermions is simply

≡ GΨ(k, iωn) =
1

−i ωn + σ · k +mσz
. (D.87)

The action and propagator for the light and heavy fermions are exactly analogous, up to an

appropriate substitution of mℓ or M for m in Eq. (D.87).

Noether procedure

Since, most of the time, we are dealing with a continuum field theory, it is also beneficial to

directly write down the energy current or stress tensor of the field theory. In this section, we
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will use the Noether procedure to derive the stress tensor.

First, we point out that our situation is different from the standard relativistic field theory

because the spacetime is not Lorentzian. For example, the Dirac-Chern-Simons theory (5.57)

comes from the underlying lattice model in Appendix. D.3.1, and the gamma matrices in

(5.57) act on the band index instead of the physical spin index. Therefore, under spacetime

rotation, the fermions transform as spinless fields, and we have an explicitly broken spin-

statistics relation. The consequence of non-Lorentzian spacetime is that it is not always

possible to covariantly couple the theory to the conventional Riemannian metric and the

stress tensor does not have to be symmetric. While it is possible to couple the theory to

Newton-Cartan or Bargmann spacetime [205], we shall derive the stress-tensor in a simpler

approach by using the Noether procedure.

Next, we review the conventional Noether procedure for the stress tensor. We first apply

a gauged spacetime translation xµ → xµ + εµ(x) to the system. As the system is translation

invariant, the leading-order response to ε should be ∂ε, and the coefficient is defined to be

the stress tensor:

δS = −
∫

d3xTµν∂µε
ν . (D.88)

If we assume all fields transform as ϕa(x)→ ϕ′a(x) = ϕa(x)− εµ∂µϕa(x), we get

(Tµν)incor. =
∂L

∂(∂µϕa)
∂νϕa − δµνL. (D.89)

Here, ϕa denotes all the field contents of the theory.

The formalism above needs further improvement because it does not respect gauge invari-

ance, as can be seen by applying (D.89) to a Maxwell theory. The conventional Belinfante

improvement (see, for example, Ref. 154) is not applicable because it requires Lorentz sym-

metry. The spacetime-independent improvement is pointed out in Ref. 78 by requiring the

gauge field to transform correctly as a one-form:

δaaµ = −εν∂νaaµ − ∂µενaaν . (D.90)

The additional term only depends on ∂ε, so it does not modify the global symmetry. The
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improved stress tensor is therefore

Tµν = (Tµν)incor. +

(
∂L
∂aaµ
− ∂α

∂L
∂(∂αaaµ)

)
aaν . (D.91)

Applying the above formalism to the Dirac-Chern-Simons theory (5.57), we get

Tµν =
1

2
Ψ̄liγ

µ(
−→
∂ ν −

←−
∂ ν)Ψl + Ψ̄lγ

µaνΨ̄l − δµνLΨ. (D.92)

For the Maxwell-Chern-Simons theory (5.64), with K1 and K2 being constant, we get

Tµν = −f̄µρfνρ +
1

4
ηµν f̄αβf

αβ, (D.93)

where f̄0i = −f̄i0 = K2f0i and f̄ij = −f̄ji = K1fij . For the special case K1 = K2 = 1/g, we

get back to the standard result

Tµν =
−1
g

[
fµρfνρ −

1

4
ηµνfαβf

αβ

]
. (D.94)

D.3.3 Gluon propagator

The first component required to stitch together the diagram 5.18 is the gauge boson propaga-

tor. In this subsection, we extend the calculations of Ref. 329 to the case of massive fermions

interacting with a SU(2) gauge field. The general structure of the gluon’s effective action at

large-N follows from the Ward identity and is given by

SA =
T

2

∑
ϵn

∫
d2q

4π2

[(
qiAτ − ϵnAi

)2 D1(q, ϵn)

q2
+AiAj

(
δij −

qi qj
q2

)
D2(q, ϵn)

]
, (D.95)

where D1 and D2 are functions that can be evaluated at large N by perturbatively integrating

out both the fermions starting from the action S in Eq. (D.86). In the Coulomb gauge

qiAi = 0, this yields the nonzero elements of the propagator to be

Dab
00(q, ϵn) =

4 δab

D1(q, ϵn)
, (D.96)
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Dab
ij (q, ϵn) =

(
δij −

qiqj
q2

)
4 δab

D2(q, ϵn) + (ϵ2n/q
2)D1(q, ϵn)

,

where i, j run over the spatial indices only. The matrix structure in color space comes from

inverting the product of Pauli matrices associated with the fermion loops in the functions

D1,2 as
∑

st τ
a
stτ

b
ts = Tr (τaτ b) = δab/4. No fermions remain in the action SA and all their

effects are encapsulated in Eq. (D.95) through these two functions alone.

Let us begin by calculating D1, which is defined as:

D1(q, ϵn) = −N
∫
k,ωn

Tr [G(k, ωn)G(q + k, ωn + ϵn)]

= 2N

∫
k,ωn

ωn(ωn + ϵn)−m2 − k · (k + q)

(ω2
n + k2 +m2)((ωn + ϵn)2 + (k + q)2 +m2)

, (D.97)

where we use
∫
k,ωn

= T
∑

ωn

∫
d2k/(4π2) to signify a summation on the internal frequencies

and momenta. Using the Passarino-Veltman reduction formula [494], this can be manipulated

into

D1(q, ϵn) = N

∫
k,ωn

[
−2

ω2
n + k2 +m2

+
(2ωn + ϵn)

2 + q2

(ω2
n + k2 +m2)((ωn + ϵn)2 + (k + q)2 +m2)

]
.

(D.98)

For the first of the two integrals here, the UV divergence is linear, so it is most convenient to

use ζ-function regularization [608] in which

∫ ∞

0
dx = 0,

∫ ∞

1

1

x
dx = arbitrary. (D.99)

Then, within this scheme,

N

∫
k,ωn

−2
ω2
n + k2 +m2

= −N
∫

d2k

4π2

tanh
(
1
2β
√
k2 +m2

)
√
k2 +m2

=
N

2π

∫
dk

1−
k tanh

(
1
2β
√
k2 +m2

)
√
k2 +m2


=
N T

π

[
ln 2 + ln

(
cosh

(
β |m|
2

))]
. (D.100)

The second integral in Eq. (D.98) can be evaluated by introducing Feynman parameters and

465



Appendix D. Appendices to Chapter 5

shifting the loop momentum k→ k − uq:

N

∫ 1

0
du

∫
k,ωn

(2ωn + ϵn)
2 + q2

[u (ωn + ϵn)2 + (1− u)ω2
n + (k + uq)2 + u(1− u) q2 +m2]2

(D.101)

=
N T

4π

∑
ωn

[
(2ωn + ϵn)

2 + q2
]
I(0)n ; with I(0)n =

∫ 1

0
du

1

u (ωn + ϵn)2 + (1− u)ω2
n + u(1− u) q2 +m2

=
N T

4π

∑
ωn

{(
(2ωn + ϵn)

2 + q2
) 1

An
ln

(
2m2 + q2 + 2ω2

n + ϵ2n + 2ωnϵn +An
2m2 + q2 + 2ω2

n + ϵ2n + 2ωnϵn −An

)}
, (D.102)

where An ≡
√
4m2q2 + (q2 + ϵ2n) (q

2 + (2ωn + ϵn)2). We shall encounter the integral I(0)n

in multiple contexts later so it is handy to define it separately. The summation over the

fermionic Matsubara frequencies can only be performed numerically, and in this regard, it is

useful to establish the large-ωn behavior of the terms since ωn is not bounded above. After

symmetrizing over positive and negative frequencies and subtracting the divergent piece using

a ζ regulator, the 1/ωn expansion for the terms within the curly braces in Eq. (D.102) stands

as

−12m2 + q2 + ϵ2n
3ω2

n

+
120m4 + 10m2

(
q2 − 15ϵ2n

)
− q4 + 8q2ϵ2n + 9ϵ4n

30ω4
n

+ (D.103)

1

ω6
n

[
1

210

(
q2 + ϵ2n

) (
q4 − 19q2ϵ2n + 50ϵ4n

)
− 4m6 −m4

(
q2 − 15ϵ2n

)
− 1

15
m2
(
q4 − 14q2ϵ2n + 105ϵ4n

)]

followed by terms of O(1/ω8
n). Note that Eq. (D.103) reduces correctly to the expressions

documented in Ref. 329 in the limit m → 0. This asymptotic behavior can then be summed

by using the identities

∞∑
n=M+1

1

(2n− 1)2
=

1

4M
− 1

48M3
+

7

960M5
+ . . . ,

∞∑
n=M+1

1

(2n− 1)4
=

1

48M3
− 1

96M5
+ . . . ,

∞∑
n=M+1

1

(2n− 1)6
=

1

320M5
+ . . . , (D.104)

while retaining the exact functional dependence of Eq. (D.102) for small ωn up to 2π (±M +

1/2)T .
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We can employ a similar procedure for the second function in Eq. (D.97):

D2(q, ϵn) = −
q2

qx qy
N

∫
k,ωn

Tr [σx G(k, ωn)σy G(q + k, ωn + ϵn)] (D.105)

= − 2 q2

qx qy
N

∫
k,ωn

2kxky + kxqy + kyqx +mϵn
(ω2
n + k2 +m2)((ωn + ϵn)2 + (k + q)2 +m2)

=
N T

2π

q2

qx qy

∑
ωn

∫ 1

0
du

2 qx qy u (1− u)−mϵn
u (ωn + ϵn)2 + (1− u)ω2

n + u(1− u) q2 +m2

=
N T

2π

q2

qx qy

∑
ωn

[
2 qx qy I

(2)
n −mϵnI

(0)
n

]
, (D.106)

where I(0)n has already been calculated earlier and I
(2)
n is defined as the integral

I(2)n =

∫ 1

0
du

u (1− u)
u (ωn + ϵn)2 + (1− u)ω2

n + u(1− u) q2 +m2
, (D.107)

=

[ (
2q2

(
m2 + ω2

n

)
+ ϵn(2ωn + ϵn)

(
q2 + 2ϵnωn + ϵ2n

))
ln

(
(Cn − q2)2 − (ϵ2n + 2ωnϵn)

2

(Cn + q2)2 − (ϵ2n + 2ωnϵn)2

)
+ Cn

(
ϵn(2ωn + ϵn) ln

(
m2 + (ωn + ϵn)

2

m2 + ω2
n

)
+ 2q2

)]
1

2 Cnq4
(D.108)

with Cn ≡
√

4q2 (m2 + ω2
n) + (q2 + ϵn(2ωn + ϵn))

2. The full expression for Eq. (D.106) is

forbiddingly complex and is also not particularly insightful. Instead, akin to Eq. (D.103), we

can symmetrize over the frequencies and write out D2 for large ωn in a series expansion as

D2(q, ϵn) =
N T q2

2π

∑
ωn

[
qxqy − 3mϵn
3 qx qy ω2

n

+
5mϵn

(
6m2 + q2

)
− 2qxqy

(
5m2 + q2

)
− 25mϵ3n + 7qxqyϵ

2
n

30 qx qy ω4
n

+
1

210 qx qy ω6
n

{(
210m5ϵn − 70m4qxqy + 70m3ϵn

(
q2 − 9ϵ2n

)
− 14m2qxqy

(
2q2 − 13ϵ2n

)
+ 7mϵn

(
−13ϵ2nq2 + q4 + 16ϵ4n

)
+ qxqy

(
34ϵ2nq

2 − 3q4 − 13ϵ4n
) )}

+O
(

1

ω8
n

)]
,

(D.109)

which is convergent at large ωn. Once again, when m=0, this correctly reproduces the results

of Kaul & Sachdev [329].
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Limit of zero external momentum

While the propagator derived above holds for all momenta, the q = 0 limit, in particular, in-

volves some subtleties and must be dealt with care. In the limit where the external momentum

is zero, D1 is finite, and according to Eq. (D.102), goes to

N T

4π

∑
ωn

|2ωn + ϵn|
|ϵn|

ln

(
2m2 + ω2

n + (ϵn + ωn)
2 + |ϵn||2ωn + ϵn|

2m2 + ω2
n + (ϵn + ωn)2 − |ϵn||2ωn + ϵn|

)
, (D.110)

so the temporal component of the gluon propagator, Dab
00, is nonzero. The more nontrivial

part is the spatial component

Dij(q, ϵn) =
q2δij − qi qj

q2D2(q, ϵn) + ϵ2nD1(q, ϵn)
, (D.111)

and specifically, the behavior of D2(q, ϵn) as q → 0:

lim
q→0

q2D2(q, ϵn) =
N T

2π

∑
ωn

[
ϵn(2ωn + ϵn) ln

(
m2 + (ωn + ϵn)

2

m2 + ω2
n

)
(D.112)

− 2m q4ϵn
qxqy|ϵn||2ωn + ϵn|

{
tanh−1

(
ϵ2n + 2ωnϵn
|ϵn||2ωn + ϵn|

)
+ tanh−1

(
ϵ2n − 2ωnϵn
|ϵn||2ωn + ϵn|

)}]
.

Rewriting this in polar coordinates, and assuming cos, sin θ ̸= 0, we find

Dij(q, θ, ϵn) ∼
q2δij − q2(cos4−i−j θ sini+j−2 θ)

q4

q2 cos θ sin θ
χ0(ϵn) + χ1(ϵn)

=
q4
(
δij − cos4−i−j θ sini+j−2 θ

)
cos θ sin θ

q4 χ0(ϵn) + q2 cos θ sin θ χ1(ϵn)
= 0,

where the χ are functions of ϵn alone, independent of q. Thus, the spatial components of the

gluon propagator are zero when the external momentum is zero. The same result can be proved

even when the assumption above is relaxed by successively taking the limits qx → 0, qy → 0.

D.3.4 Framing anomaly in the “wrong” metric

Previously, we have calculated the framing anomaly using a metric compatible with the speed

of “light” c0=
√
K1/K2. It would also be interesting to put the theory in an incompatible

metric whose speed of “light” is different from c0 and redo the computation. We expect the
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result to be essentially the same as the one obtained from a compatible metric.

Let us assume we are in a spacetime with metric ηµν = (1,−1,−1), and the MCS theory

(5.64) has a speed of light c0 =
√
K1/K2 ̸= 1.

In momentum space, the MCS theory has the following form (we have included a gauge-

fixing term)

S =

∫
d3p

(2π)3
K2

2
aµ(−p)aν(p)

(
c20P

µν
1 (p) + Pµν2 (p) +

pµpν

ξ
+mtε

µνρipρ

)
. (D.113)

Here P1, P2 are the transverse projectors corresponding to B2, E2 respectively:

Pµν1 =


0 0

0 pipj − δijp2

 , Pµν2 =


p2 p0pj

p0pi (p0)2δij

 . (D.114)

Inverting the matrix in the parenthesis of Eq. (D.113), we obtain the gauge field propagator

(in the ξ = 0 gauge)

Dµν(p) = A1P
µν
1 +A2P

µν
2 +A3ε

µνρipρ, (D.115)

where

A1 =
1

K2p
2(p̃2 −m2

t )

(2− c20)(p0)2 − p2

p2
, A2 =

1

K2p
2(p̃2 −m2

t )

p̃2

p2
, A3 =

−mt

K2p
2(p̃2 −m2

t )
,

and p̃2 = (p0)2 − c20 p2.

Next, we discuss the stress tensor Tµν . Since K1 ̸= K2, there is no natural way to couple the

system to a background metric, so we have to use Noether’s theorem to derive Tµν . To ensure

gauge invariance, we use a modified Noether procedure which is described in Appendix. D.3.2.

Using the transformation law (D.90), we can write down the stress tensor

Tµν = −f̄µρfνρ +
1

4
ηµν f̄αβf

αβ, (D.116)

where f̄0i = −f̄i0 = K2f0i and f̄ij = −f̄ji = K1fij . This result agrees with the energy-

momentum tensor of classical electrodynamics in a medium.

469



Appendix D. Appendices to Chapter 5

The computation of the gravitational Chern-Simons term and the thermal Hall effect can

now be carried out in the same way as in the main chapter. In this calculation, the cancellation

of the p2 factors seen in (5.96) also occurs. Therefore, the denominator of the integrand is

now (p̃2−m2
t )((p̃+ q̃)

2−m2
t ). At zero temperature, the momentum integral can be performed

in standard ways after rescaling the zeroth component, yielding the following gravitational

Chern Simons term:

CSg[h] =
−c
192π

∫
d3p

(2π)3
hµν(−p)εµρσ(ipσ)P̃ νλT hρλ(p), (D.117)

where P̃T is a transverse projector in the compatible metric:

η̃µν = (c20,−1,−1), P̃Tµν = η̃µν
p̃2

c20
− pµpν . (D.118)

A subtlety here is that all indices are raised and lowered with the incompatible metric ηµν =

(1,−1,−1).

As for the thermal hall effect, we compute the antisymmetrized polarization analogous to

(5.96), which now becomes

Πµ0;ρ0AS =

∫
d3q

(2π)3
−mtε

µρσũσ
(q̃2 −m2

t )((p̃+ q̃)2 −m2
t )
, (D.119)

and the ũσs are related to the uσs in the main chapter by simple scaling:

ũ0(p0, q0,p, q) = c20u
0(p0, q0, c0p, c0q) (D.120)

ũi(p0, q0,p, q) = c0u
i(p0, q0, c0p, c0q). (D.121)

Carrying out the integration, we found that (5.101) is not altered, and therefore the thermal

Hall coefficient remains

κxy =
π

6
c T. (D.122)
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D.4 Phonon Hall viscosity and self-energy

D.4.1 Hall viscosity in the absence of a Zeeman field

To evaluate the effective action, we have to compute (using Tr[τατβτ δ] = 2iεαβδ, ε being the

Levi-Civita tensor) the trace

Tr[τβG(k⃗, iωn)τ
αG(k⃗, i(ωn +Ωm))] =

∑
±

2εαβδΩmH
δ
±,⃗k

(H2
±,⃗k

+ ω2
n)(H

2
±,⃗k

+ (ωn +Ωm)
2)

=
∑
±

2εαβδΩmH
δ
±,⃗k

(H2
±,⃗k

+ ω2
n)

2
+O(Ω2

m), (D.123)

where we have only kept the terms antisymmetric and linear in Ω since these are the only

ones that will contribute to the Hall viscosity. This approximation is valid because we are

only extracting the first-order (in Ω) contribution to the effective action. The Matsubara

summation yields

T
∑
ωn

1

(H2
±,⃗k

+ ω2
n)

2
=

1− 2nF (|H±,⃗k
|) + 2|H

±,⃗k
|n′F (|H±,⃗k

|)

4|H
±,⃗k
|3

. (D.124)

Therefore, we can extract from

Seff = − 1

2L2β2

∑
ωn,Ωm ,⃗k

Tr[K
k⃗,iΩm

G(k⃗, iωn)Kk⃗,−iΩm
G(k⃗, i(ωn +Ωm))] (D.125)

the Hall viscosity

ηH = − 1

L2

∑
αβδ

∑
k⃗,±

εαβδγαxxγ
β
xyH

δ
±,⃗k ·

1− 2nF (|H±,⃗k
|) + 2|H

±,⃗k
|n′F (|H±,⃗k

|)

4|H
±,⃗k
|3

. (D.126)

Writing out the summation over α, β, δ explicitly leads to Eq. (5.141).

D.4.2 Rotational strain field coupling

The rotational strain field θij = (∂iuj − ∂jui)/2, representing a vorticity, is ordinarily not

considered in geometric treatments of phonon interactions. However, given the symmetries of
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our ansatz, we can couple the time derivative of ∂θij/∂t to the orbital current t2 [576, 593]:

∣∣∣tn⃗,n⃗±(x⃗+y⃗)

∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣tn⃗,n⃗±(x⃗−y⃗)

∣∣∣ ≈ t2 + λ3
∂

∂θxy
t. (D.127)

Since the rotational strain field has only one polarization θxy, this yields an additional inter-

action term in Eq. (5.136) that couples to θ̇xy,

γ̃zµν(Ω)τ
z = 4Ωλ3 sin(kx) cos(ky)τ

z, µν = xy. (D.128)

This additional coupling is interesting to consider since it can, in principle, lead to a finite

Hall viscosity. Following the same procedure for calculating ηH , the analytic answer for ηM

is

ηM =
1

L2

∑
k⃗,±

γ̃zxy

[
2Hx

±,⃗k
Hz

±,⃗k
γxxx + (−(Hx

±,⃗k
)2 − (Hy

±,⃗k
)2 + (Hz

±,⃗k
)2)γzxx

4|H
±,⃗k
|3

(D.129)

× [1− 2nF (|H±,⃗k|) + 2H±,⃗kn
′
F (|H±,⃗k|)]

+
γzxx

4|H
±,⃗k
|
[−1 + 2nF (|H±,⃗k|) + 2|H±,⃗k|n

′
F (|H±,⃗k|)]

]
. (D.130)

This expression simplifies at T = 0 to

ηM =
1

L2

∑
k⃗,±

2γ̃zxy

Hx
±,⃗k

Hz
±,⃗k
γxxx − ((Hx

±,⃗k
)2 + (Hy

±,⃗k
)2)γzxx

|H
±,⃗k
|3

. (D.131)

At the critical point, where m1=0, expanding for momenta q⃗ near the Dirac point at Q =

(π2 , 0), we have

ηM |m1=0 ∼
∑
q⃗

m2
2

|q⃗|
. (D.132)

Although this term seems to have a singularity, it is remedied by the integration measure

d2q⃗ ∼ |q⃗|d|q⃗|. Therefore, ηM goes to a finite value as q⃗ → 0. Just as for ηH , we can analyze

ηM near the critical point. As we tune towards the quantum phase transition, the second
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derivative of ηM is δ-function divergent,

∂2

∂ηM
m1|m1=0 ∼

∑
q⃗

∂2

∂
m1

q2

|H
+,⃗k
|3
∼ ∂2m1

|m1| −−−−→
m1→0

∞, (D.133)

with essentially the same behavior as ηH .

D.4.3 Hamiltonian and projective symmetry of the chiral π-flux state

From the couplings given by Eqs. (5.145, 5.146a, 5.146b), we obtain the Hamiltonian for the

gauge-transformed ansatz in momentum space as (labeling the sublattices by indices m,n)

Ht.b. = −
∑
k⃗,σ

f †
k⃗mσ

hmn(k⃗, σ)fk⃗nσ
, (D.134)

where the 4× 4 matrix h is given by

h(k⃗, σ) = it1



0 −1 +K∗
1 0 −1 +K∗

2

1−K1 0 −1−K∗
2 0

0 −1 +K2 0 1−K1

1−K2 0 −1 +K∗
1 0


+ it2



0 0 K̃A 0

0 0 0 K̃B

−K̃∗
A 0 0 0

0 −K̃∗
B 0 0



+
Nσ

2



1 0 0 0

0 −1 0 0

0 0 1 0

0 0 0 −1


. (D.135)

For the equations above, we have defined

K1,2 ≡ eik⃗·⃗a1,2 , K̃A ≡ −1−K∗
1 −K∗

2 −K∗
1K

∗
2 , K̃B ≡ 1 +K1 +K∗

2 +K1K
∗
2 . (D.136)
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Expanding the Hamiltonian Ht.b. around the Dirac points at Γ then leads to the effective

Dirac Hamiltonian given in Eq. (5.148).

To specify the projective symmetry of the continuous spinor fields ψασ defined in Eq. (5.147),

we need to know how the spinons transform under the relevant symmetry group generators.

Following closely the analyses of Ref. 598, we begin by specifying the projective action of

the symmetry operations on the lattice fermions. The symmetries of the π-flux ansatz, as

in Section 5.6.4, are generated by translation by aˆ⃗x, Tx : r⃗ → Txr⃗ = (rx + a, ry); reflec-

tion about the x-axis, Rx : r⃗→Rxr⃗=(−rx, ry); and rotation by π/2, C4 : r⃗→C4r⃗=(ry,−rx);

together, these make up the symmetry group C ′
4v. Furthermore, there are two additional

SU(2) symmetries of our ansatz, given (in momentum space) by time-reversal T : f
k⃗iσ
→ f †

k⃗iσ

and charge-conjugation C : f
k⃗iσ
→ f †

−k⃗i−σ
symmetries. Note that T is also accompanied by

complex conjugation. While T flips the spin operator S⃗i = 1
2f

†
i σ⃗fi , C leaves it invariant. To

keep the Hamiltonian invariant under these symmetry operations, we may need to supplement

the symmetries with additional gauge transformations; hence, the symmetry is implemented

projectively. For a U(1)-symmetric ansatz, the gauge factors can be conveniently chosen to

be ±1. For example, Tx is implemented as

Tx : fr⃗,1 → −fT−1
x r⃗,2

, fr⃗,4 → f
T−1
x r⃗,3

, fr⃗,2 → −fTxr⃗,1, fr⃗,3 → fTxr⃗,4 (D.137)

and the other transformations can be found similarly:

Rx : fr⃗,1,3 → fRxr⃗,2,4, fr⃗,2,4 → −fRxr⃗,1,3 (D.138a)

C4 : fr⃗,1 → −fC4r⃗,2
, fr⃗,2,3,4 → fC4r⃗,3,4,1

(D.138b)

T : f
k⃗1,3
→ f †

k⃗1,3
, f

k⃗2,4
→ f †

k⃗2,4
(D.138c)

C : f
k⃗n↑ → f †

−k⃗n↓
, f

k⃗n↓ → −f
†
−k⃗n↑

(D.138d)

From the form of Eq. (5.147), we can now deduce the action of a symmetry generators on the

continuous fields:

Tx = µy, Rx = iµzτy, C4=
1

2
(µx + µy)(1 + iτ z). (D.139a)
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For example, under Tx, we have ψ → Txψ. Likewise, for time-reversal and charge-conjugation

symmetries, we find

T : ψ → −µzτ z(ψ†)T , C : ψ → σyµxτx(ψ†)T . (D.140a)

With the symmetries now defined, we can determine how the fermion bilinears split into

irreducible representations. Further details, including background on representation theory

and the structure of C ′
4v, can be found in Ref. 598.

D.4.4 Continuum phonon self-energy

In order to find

Πxy(q⃗, iΩm) = −
1

2

∫
k⃗,ωn

2 · Tr
[
λy
k⃗,q⃗
G(k⃗, iωn)λ

x
k⃗+q⃗,−q⃗G(k⃗ + q⃗, iωn + iΩm)

]
= −1

2

∫
k⃗,ωn

2 · Tr
[
λy
k⃗,q⃗
G(k⃗, iωn)λ

x
k⃗,−q⃗G(k⃗ + q⃗, iωn + iΩm)

]
+O(q3), (D.141)

it will be convenient to first define

Π̃αβγδ···(q⃗, iΩm) =

∫
k⃗,ωn

Tr
[
(kγkδ · · · )ταG(k⃗, iωn)τβG(k⃗ + q⃗, iωn + iΩm)

]
(D.142)

because Πxy(q⃗, iΩm) is a linear combination of terms of the form q2Π̃. As with the vertex in

Eq. (5.169), we can make simplifications based on the fact that we are working in the linear-

response regime. We only consider terms of order Ωm and q⃗2 in Πxy for the Hall viscosity,

so we just have to keep terms of order O(Ω1
m), O(q0) in Π̃. We can also observe that of the

25 possible contractions of terms between λy and λx, most will not contribute to the Hall

viscosity, either because they will be symmetric or because they contain spinon momentum

terms like kxky, which vanish after integrating over k⃗. The end result is that

Πxy(q⃗, iΩm) = q⃗2(g1g2 − g3g4)Π̃21
xx − q⃗2g0(g2 − g3)(m+M)Π̃31

y . (D.143)
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Here, we used Π̃αβxx = Π̃αβyy and Tr[τατβτγ ] = 2iεαβγ to simplify the result. Including only the

antisymmetric terms (under 2↔ 1) and terms of order O(Ω1
mq

0), we can evaluate Π̃21
xx as

Π̃21
xx(q⃗, iΩm) =

∫
k⃗,ωn

2mΩmk
2
x

(ω2
n + k2 +m2)[(ωn +Ωm)

2 + (k⃗ + q⃗)2 +m2]
(D.144)

=

∫ 1

0
du

∫
k⃗,ωn

2mΩmk
2
x

[u(ωn +Ωm)
2 + (1− u)ω2

n + k2 + u(1− u)q2 +m2]2
+O(q2),

where we have introduced Feynman parameters in the second line and shifted k⃗ → k⃗ − uq⃗.

Due to the Pauli matrix contractions, we have

Π̃31
y (q⃗, iΩm) = −

∫ 1

0
du

∫
k⃗,ωn

2Ωmk
2
y

[u(ωn +Ωm)
2 + (1− u)ω2

n + k2 + u(1− u)q2 +m2]2
= −Π̃21

xx(q⃗, iΩm)

m
.

Continuing, we define ∆(u) = u(ωn +Ωm)
2 + (1− u)ω2

n + u(1− u)q2 +m2, so that

Π̃21
xx(q⃗, iΩm) = 2mΩm

∫ 1

0
du

∫
ωn

dkxdky
4π2

k2x
[k2 +∆]2

. (D.145)

Imposing a UV cutoff Λ and taking the limit T → 0, we obtain

Π̃21
xx(q⃗, iΩm) =

mΩm
8π

∫ 1

0
du
(
Λ− 2

√
u(1− u)q2 +m2

)
+O(Ω2

m). (D.146)

Now taking the q → 0 limit, we get

Π̃21
xx(q⃗, iΩm) =

mΩm
8π

(Λ− 2|m|) , (D.147)

so that, using Eq. (5.168),

Πxy(q⃗, iΩm) = q⃗2(g1g2 − g3g4)
mΩm
8π

(Λ− 2|m|) + q⃗2g0(g2 − g3)(m+M)
Ωm
8π

(Λ− 2|m|)

=⇒ ηH =
1

4πL2
[(g1g2 − g3g4)m+ g0(g2 − g3)(m+M)] (Λ− 2|m|). (D.148)

Now, to obtain the finite-temperature result, we go back to Eq. (D.145) to calculate

Π̃21
xx(q⃗, iΩm) = 2mΩm

∫ 1

0
du

∫
ωn

dkxdky
4π2

k2x
[k2 +∆]2

(D.149)
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= 2mΩm

∫ 1

0
du

∫
dkxdky
4π2

k2x
4ξ3k
· [1− 2nF (ξk) + 2ξkn

′
F (ξk)] +O(q,Ω2

m), (D.150)

where we have evaluated the Matsubara sum, which is of the same form as for the lattice

calculation, and defined ξk ≡
√
k2 +m2. Proceeding with the integral over u, we arrive at

Π̃21
xx(q⃗, iΩm) = mΩm

∫ Λ

0

dk · 2πk
16π2

k2

ξ3k
· [1− 2nF (ξk) + 2ξkn

′
F (ξk)] (D.151)

=
mΩm
4π

(
−|m| − 2T log

(
1 + e−|m|/T

))
+
mΩm
8π

DΛ(m,T ), (D.152)

where we have defined the function

DΛ(m,T ) ≡
1√

Λ2 +m2

[
Λ2

(
2

e

√
Λ2+m2

T + 1

− 3

)
− 2m2

]
+ 4T log

(
e

√
Λ2+m2

T + 1

)
.

This brings us to Πxy(q⃗, iΩm) =

q⃗2 [(g1g2 − g3g4)m+ g0(g2 − g3)(m+M)]
Ωm
8π
·
(
DΛ(m,T )− 2|m| − 4T log

(
1 + e−|m|/T

))
,

ηH =
1

4πL2
[(g1g2 − g3g4)m+ g0(g2 − g3)(m+M)] ·

(
DΛ(m,T )− 2|m| − 4T log

(
1 + e−|m|/T

))
.

(D.153)

In the limit m,T ≪ Λ, DΛ(m,T )→ Λ+ 4T log
(
1 + e−Λ/T

)
, and we can write the expression

for ηH in the continuum, at finite temperature, as

ηH =
1

4πL2
[(g1g2 − g3g4)m+ g0(g2 − g3)(m+M)]

×
(
Λ + 4T log

(
1 + e−Λ/T

)
− 2|m| − 4T log

(
1 + e−|m|/T

))
, (D.154)

the zero-temperature limit of which is in agreement with Eq. (D.148). The finite-temperature

continuum result allows us to rewrite the cutoff independent part of ηH as

ηH ∼ |m|+ 2T log
(
1 + e−|m|/T

)
= |m|+ 2T log(2e−|m|/2T cosh(|m|/2T ))

= 2T log(2 cosh(|m|/2T )), (D.155)
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which leads to Eq. (5.175). We observe that ηH is analytic at all T > 0 as cosh is an analytic

and even function.

From Eq. (D.153) above, we see that ηH scales with the effective couplings g1g2− g3g4 and

g0(g2 − g3). This can be understood in the representation-theoretic framework. Writing out

the gis in terms of irreducible representations as defined at the end of Section 5.6.4, we find

that both combinations g1g2− g3g4 ∝ gA1
gA2

+ gB1
gB2

, g0(g2− g3) ∝ gA1
gA2

transform under

the A1⊗A2 = B1⊗B2 = A2 representation of C4v. Now, we expect ηH to transform trivially

under all symmetries (under A1) as the phonon effective action must be invariant under all

symmetries. This still holds true because ηH can only exist in the presence of broken reflection

symmetry, in which case, the symmetry of the phonon action is reduced as C4v → C4, and

the A2 of C4v descends to the trivial A1 of C4. As a result, ηH has only one independent

component with C4 symmetry. More precisely, as the four-indexed Hall viscosity tensor is

antisymmetric upon exchanging pairs of indices (phonon modes) while it is symmetric for

exchange within each pair, we know that it has to transform under the antisymmetric A1

tensor representation, which we denote Aa1. Since the phonon field transforms under the

vector representation E1, this means that the independent component(s) of ηH correspond to

the component(s) of Aa1 within
∧2 Sym2(E1) (with Sym2 and

∧2 denoting the symmetrized

and antisymmetrized tensor product, respectively). In our ansatz, we can illustrate this

algebraically as

∧2Sym2(E1) =
∧2(A1 ⊕B1 ⊕B2) = Aa2 ⊕Ba

1 ⊕Ba
2 , (D.156)

in C4v, which descends to Aa1 ⊕ 2Ba
1 in C4, so the Hall viscosity has one component. This

procedure can also be carried out for other lattices. For example, as was shown for phonons

with C6v symmetry [724] on the honeycomb lattice, we have

∧2Sym2(E1) =
∧2(A1 ⊕ E2) = Aa2 ⊕ Ea2 , (D.157)

which descends to Aa1⊕Ea2 in C6, giving one independent component of ηH . As Aa2 originated

from E2 ⊗ E2, we know that ηH must scale as g2E2
.

478



References

[1] Abrikosov, A. A. (1965). Electron scattering on magnetic impurities in metals and anoma-
lous resistivity effects. Phys. Phys. Fiz., 2, 5–20.

[2] Adzhemyan, L. T., Ivanova, E. V., Kompaniets, M. V., Kudlis, A., & Sokolov, A. I. (2019).
Six-loop ε expansion study of three-dimensional n-vector model with cubic anisotropy. Nucl.
Phys. B, 940, 332–350.

[3] Affleck, I. & Marston, J. B. (1988). Large-n limit of the Heisenberg-Hubbard model:
Implications for high-Tc superconductors. Phys. Rev. B, 37, 3774–3777.

[4] Affleck, I., Zou, Z., Hsu, T., & Anderson, P. W. (1988). SU(2) gauge symmetry of the
large-U limit of the Hubbard model. Phys. Rev. B, 38, 745–747.

[5] Agarwalla, B. K., Zhang, L., Wang, J.-S., & Li, B. (2011). Phonon Hall effect in ionic
crystals in the presence of static magnetic field. Eur. Phys. J. B, 81(2), 197–202.

[6] Aharony, A. (1973). Critical Behavior of Anisotropic Cubic Systems. Phys. Rev. B, 8,
4270–4273.

[7] Aharony, A. (1976). Phase Transitions and Critical Phenomena, (pp. 357). Academic
Press: New York.

[8] Aharony, O. (2016). Baryons, monopoles and dualities in Chern-Simons-matter theories.
JHEP, 02, 093.

[9] Aharony, O., Benini, F., Hsin, P.-S., & Seiberg, N. (2017). Chern-Simons-matter dualities
with SO and USp gauge groups. JHEP, 02, 072.

[10] Albash, T. & Lidar, D. A. (2018). Adiabatic quantum computation. Rev. Mod. Phys.,
90, 015002.

[11] Albertini, G., McCoy, B. M., & Perk, J. H. H. (1989). Commensurate-incommensurate
transition in the ground state of the superintegrable chiral Potts model. Phys. Lett. A,
135(3), 159–166.

[12] Alexander, S. (1975). Lattice gas transition of He on Grafoil. A continuous transition
with cubic terms. Phys. Lett. A, 54(5), 353–354.

[13] Andersen, C. K., Remm, A., Lazar, S., Krinner, S., Lacroix, N., Norris, G. J., Gabureac,
M., Eichler, C., & Wallraff, A. (2020). Repeated quantum error detection in a surface code.
Nat. Phys., 16(8), 875–880.

[14] Anderson, P. W. (1973). Resonating valence bonds: A new kind of insulator? Mater.
Res. Bull., 8(2), 153–160.

479



References

[15] Anderson, P. W. (1987). The resonating valence bond state in La2CuO4 and supercon-
ductivity. Science, 235(4793), 1196–1198.

[16] Andrei, N. & Coleman, P. (1989). Cooper Instability in the Presence of a Spin Liquid.
Phys. Rev. Lett., 62, 595–598.

[17] Anquez, M., Robbins, B. A., Bharath, H. M., Boguslawski, M., Hoang, T. M., & Chap-
man, M. S. (2016). Quantum Kibble-Zurek Mechanism in a Spin-1 Bose-Einstein Conden-
sate. Phys. Rev. Lett., 116, 155301.

[18] Antonenko, S. A. & Sokolov, A. I. (1995). Critical exponents for a three-dimensional
O(n)-symmetric model with n > 3. Phys. Rev. E, 51, 1894–1898.

[19] Arnold, J., Schäfer, F., Žonda, M., & Lode, A. U. J. (2021). Interpretable and unsuper-
vised phase classification. Phys. Rev. Research, 3(3), 033052.

[20] Arovas, D. P. & Auerbach, A. (1988). Functional integral theories of low-dimensional
quantum Heisenberg models. Phys. Rev. B, 38, 316–332.

[21] Aslamazov, L. G. & Larkin, A. I. (1968). Effect of fluctuations on the properties of
a superconductor at temperatures above the critical temperature. Fiz. Tverd. Tela, 10,
1104–1111. [Sov. Phys. Solid State, 10, 875 (1968)].

[22] Asorey, M., Falceto, F., Lopez, J. L., & Luzon, G. (1994). Universality and ultraviolet
regularizations of Chern-Simons theory. Nucl. Phys., B429, 344–374.

[23] Au-Yang, H., McCoy, B. M., Perk, J. H. H., Tang, S., & Yan, M.-L. (1987). Commuting
transfer matrices in the chiral Potts models: Solutions of star-triangle equations with genus
> 1. Phys. Lett. A, 123(5), 219–223.

[24] Au-Yang, H. & Perk, J. H. H. (1997). The many faces of the chiral Potts model. Int. J.
Mod. Phys. B, 11(01n02), 11–26.

[25] Auerbach, A. (1994). Interacting Electrons and Quantum Magnetism. Graduate Texts
in Contemporary Physics. New York: Springer-Verlag.

[26] Auerbach, A. & Arovas, D. P. (2011). Schwinger Bosons Approaches to Quantum Anti-
ferromagnetism, (pp. 365–377). Springer: Berlin, Heidelberg.

[27] Avron, J. E. (1998). Odd Viscosity. J. Stat. Phys, 92(3/4), 543–557.

[28] Avron, J. E., Seiler, R., & Zograf, P. G. (1995). Viscosity of Quantum Hall Fluids. Phys.
Rev. Lett., 75, 697–700.

[29] Bailin, D., Love, A., & Moore, M. A. (1977). Phase transitions not controlled by stable
fixed points. J. Phys. C: Solid State Phys., 10(8), 1159.

[30] Bais, F. A. & Slingerland, J. K. (2009). Condensate-induced transitions between topo-
logically ordered phases. Phys. Rev. B, 79, 045316.

[31] Balents, L. (2010). Spin liquids in frustrated magnets. Nature, 464(7286), 199–208.

[32] Balents, L., Bartosch, L., Burkov, A., Sachdev, S., & Sengupta, K. (2005). Putting
competing orders in their place near the Mott transition. Phys. Rev. B, 71(14), 144508.

480



References

[33] Balents, L., Fisher, M. P., & Girvin, S. M. (2002). Fractionalization in an easy-axis
Kagome antiferromagnet. Phys. Rev. B, 65(22), 224412.

[34] Balents, L. & Sachdev, S. (2007). Dual vortex theory of doped Mott insulators. Ann.
Phys., 322, 2635–2664.

[35] Balz, C., Lampen-Kelley, P., Banerjee, A., Yan, J., Lu, Z., Hu, X., Yadav, S. M., Takano,
Y., Liu, Y., Tennant, D. A., Lumsden, M. D., Mandrus, D., & Nagler, S. E. (2019). Finite
field regime for a quantum spin liquid in α-RuCl3. Phys. Rev. B, 100(6), 060405(R).

[36] Banerjee, A., Lampen-Kelley, P., Knolle, J., Balz, C., Aczel, A. A., Winn, B., Liu, Y.,
Pajerowski, D., Yan, J., Bridges, C. A., Savici, A. T., Chakoumakos, B. C., Lumsden, M. D.,
Tennant, D. A., Moessner, R., Mandrus, D. G., & Nagler, S. E. (2018a). Excitations in the
field-induced quantum spin liquid state of α-RuCl3. npj Quant. Mater., 3(1), 1–7.

[37] Banerjee, A., Yan, J., Knolle, J., Bridges, C. A., Stone, M. B., Lumsden, M. D., Mandrus,
D. G., Tennant, D. A., Moessner, R., & Nagler, S. E. (2017). Neutron scattering in the
proximate quantum spin liquid α-RuCl3. Science, 356(6342), 1055–1059.

[38] Banerjee, M., Heiblum, M., Umansky, V., Feldman, D. E., Oreg, Y., & Stern, A. (2018b).
Observation of half-integer thermal Hall conductance. Nature, 559(7713), 205–210.

[39] Bapst, V., Foini, L., Krzakala, F., Semerjian, G., & Zamponi, F. (2013). The quantum
adiabatic algorithm applied to random optimization problems: The quantum spin glass
perspective. Phys. Rep., 523(3), 127?205.

[40] Barahona, F. (1982). On the computational complexity of Ising spin glass models. J.
Phys. A: Math. Gen., 15(10), 3241–3253.

[41] Barkeshli, M., Bonderson, P., Cheng, M., & Wang, Z. (2019). Symmetry fractionalization,
defects, and gauging of topological phases. Phys. Rev. B, 100, 115147.

[42] Barkeshli, M., Chung, S. B., & Qi, X.-L. (2012). Dissipationless phonon hall viscosity.
Phys. Rev. B, 85, 245107.

[43] Barkeshli, M. & McGreevy, J. (2014). A continuous transition between fractional quan-
tum Hall and superfluid states. Phys. Rev. B, 89, 235116.

[44] Barredo, D., De Léséleuc, S., Lienhard, V., Lahaye, T., & Browaeys, A. (2016). An
atom-by-atom assembler of defect-free arbitrary two-dimensional atomic arrays. Science,
354(6315), 1021–1023.

[45] Barredo, D., Lienhard, V., De Leseleuc, S., Lahaye, T., & Browaeys, A. (2018). Synthetic
three-dimensional atomic structures assembled atom by atom. Nature, 561(7721), 79.

[46] Baskaran, G., Mandal, S., & Shankar, R. (2007). Exact Results for Spin Dynamics and
Fractionalization in the Kitaev Model. Phys. Rev. Lett., 98, 247201.

[47] Baskaran, G., Zou, Z., & Anderson, P. W. (1993). The resonating valence bond state and
high-Tc superconductivity—a mean field theory. Solid State Commun., 88(11-12), 853–856.

[48] Basko, D. M. (2008). Theory of resonant multiphonon Raman scattering in graphene.
Phys. Rev. B, 78, 125418.

481



References

[49] Batrouni, G. G. & Scalettar, R. T. (2000). Phase separation in supersolids. Phys. Rev.
Lett., 84(7), 1599.

[50] Batyev, E. G. & Braginskii, L. S. (1984). Antiferromagnet in a strong magnetic field:
analogy with Bose gas. Sov. Phys. JETP, 60, 781.

[51] Bauer, B., Cincio, L., Keller, B. P., Dolfi, M., Vidal, G., Trebst, S., & Ludwig, A. W. W.
(2014). Chiral spin liquid and emergent anyons in a Kagome lattice Mott insulator. Nat.
Commun., 5, 5137.

[52] Bauer, D.-V. & Fjærestad, J. O. (2017). Schwinger-boson mean-field study of the J1 −
J2 Heisenberg quantum antiferromagnet on the triangular lattice. Phys. Rev. B, 96(16),
165141.

[53] Baxter, R. J. (1980). Hard hexagons: exact solution. J. Phys. A: Math. Gen., 13(3),
L61.

[54] Baxter, R. J. (1981). Rogers-Ramanujan identities in the hard hexagon model. J. Stat.
Phys., 26(3), 427–452.

[55] Baxter, R. J. (1982). Exactly Solved Models in Statistical Mechanics. London: Academic
Press.

[56] Baxter, R. J. (2006). The challenge of the chiral Potts model. J. Phys.: Conf. Ser.,
42(1), 11.

[57] Baxter, R. J. & Pearce, P. A. (1982). Hard hexagons: interfacial tension and correlation
length. J. Phys. A: Math. Gen., 15(3), 897.

[58] Baxter, R. J. & Pearce, P. A. (1983). Hard squares with diagonal attractions. J. Phys.
A: Math. Gen., 16(10), 2239.

[59] Beach, K. S. D. (2004). Identifying the maximum entropy method as a special limit of
stochastic analytic continuation. arXiv:cond-mat/0403055 [cond-mat.str-el].

[60] Benini, F., Hsin, P.-S., & Seiberg, N. (2017). Comments on global symmetries, anomalies,
and duality in (2+1)d. JHEP, 04, 135.

[61] Bernien, H., Schwartz, S., Keesling, A., Levine, H., Omran, A., Pichler, H., Choi, S.,
Zibrov, A. S., Endres, M., Greiner, M., Vuletić, V., & Lukin, M. D. (2017). Probing
many-body dynamics on a 51-atom quantum simulator. Nature, 551, 579.

[62] Bhattacharjee, S. M. & Seno, F. (2001). A measure of data collapse for scaling. J. Phys.
A: Math. Gen., 34(33), 6375.

[63] Bieri, S., Lhuillier, C., & Messio, L. (2016). Projective symmetry group classification of
chiral spin liquids. Phys. Rev. B, 93, 094437.

[64] Binder, K. (1981). Finite size scaling analysis of Ising model block distribution functions.
Z. Physik B, 43(2), 119–140.

[65] Binder, K. & Landau, D. P. (1980). Phase diagrams and critical behavior in Ising square
lattices with nearest-and next-nearest-neighbor interactions. Phys. Rev. B, 21(5), 1941.

482



References

[66] Binder, K. & Landau, D. P. (1990). Critical phenomena at surfaces. Physica A, 163(1),
17–30.

[67] Biroli, G., Cugliandolo, L. F., & Sicilia, A. (2010). Kibble-Zurek mechanism and infinitely
slow annealing through critical points. Phys. Rev. E, 81, 050101.

[68] Bishop, C. M. (2006). Pattern Recognition and Machine Learning. Information Science
and Statistics. New York: Springer.

[69] Bitko, D., Rosenbaum, T. F., & Aeppli, G. (1996). Quantum critical behavior for a model
magnet. Phys. Rev. Lett., 77(5), 940.

[70] Bloch, I., Dalibard, J., & Zwerger, W. (2008). Many-body physics with ultracold gases.
Rev. Mod. Phys., 80(3), 885.

[71] Block, M. S., Sheng, D. N., Motrunich, O. I., & Fisher, M. P. A. (2011). Spin Bose-Metal
and Valence Bond Solid Phases in a Spin-1/2 Model with Ring Exchanges on a Four-Leg
Triangular Ladder. Phys. Rev. Lett., 106, 157202.

[72] Bogoliubov, N. N. (1947). On the theory of superfluidity. J. Phys, 11(1), 23.

[73] Bohrdt, A., Chiu, C. S., Ji, G., Xu, M., Greif, D., Greiner, M., Demler, E., Grusdt,
F., & Knap, M. (2019). Classifying snapshots of the doped Hubbard model with machine
learning. Nat. Phys., 15(9), 921–924.

[74] Boulanger, M.-E., Grissonnanche, G., Badoux, S., Allaire, A., Lefrançois, É., Legros, A.,
Gourgout, A., Dion, M., Wang, C. H., Chen, X. H., Liang, R., Hardy, W. N., Bonn, D. A.,
& Taillefer, L. (2020). Thermal Hall conductivity in the cuprate Mott insulators Nd2CuO4

and Sr2CuO2Cl2. Nat. Commun., 11(1), 1–9.

[75] Bradlyn, B., Goldstein, M., & Read, N. (2012). Kubo formulas for viscosity: Hall vis-
cosity, ward identities, and the relation with conductivity. Phys. Rev. B, 86, 245309.

[76] Brandao, F. G. S. L., Broughton, M., Farhi, E., Gutmann, S., & Neven, H. (2018). For
Fixed Control Parameters the Quantum Approximate Optimization Algorithm’s Objective
Function Value Concentrates for Typical Instances. arXiv:1812.04170 [quant-ph].

[77] Braun, S., Friesdorf, M., Hodgman, S. S., Schreiber, M., Ronzheimer, J. P., Riera, A.,
Del Rey, M., Bloch, I., Eisert, J., & Schneider, U. (2015). Emergence of coherence and the
dynamics of quantum phase transitions. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A., 112(12), 3641–3646.

[78] Brauner, T. (2020). Noether currents of locally equivalent symmetries. Phys. Scr., 95(3),
035004.

[79] Brézin, E., Le Guillou, J. C., & Zinn-Justin, J. (1974). Discussion of critical phenomena
for general n-vector models. Phys. Rev. B, 10, 892–900.

[80] Bricmont, J. & Frölich, J. (1983). An order parameter distinguishing between different
phases of lattice gauge theories with matter fields. Phys. Lett. B, 122(1), 73–77.

[81] Broholm, C., Cava, R. J., Kivelson, S. A., Nocera, D. G., Norman, M. R., & Senthil, T.
(2020). Quantum spin liquids. Science, 367(6475), eaay0668.

483



References

[82] Brout, R. & Englert, F. (1966). Gravitational Ward Identity and the Principle of Equiv-
alence. Phys. Rev., 141, 1231–1232.

[83] Browaeys, A., Barredo, D., & Lahaye, T. (2016). Experimental investigations of dipole–
dipole interactions between a few Rydberg atoms. J. Phys. B, 49(15), 152001.

[84] Browaeys, A. & Lahaye, T. (2020). Many-body physics with individually controlled
Rydberg atoms. Nat. Phys., 16(2), 132–142.

[85] Brown, M. O., Thiele, T., Kiehl, C., Hsu, T.-W., & Regal, C. A. (2019). Gray-Molasses
Optical-Tweezer Loading: Controlling Collisions for Scaling Atom-Array Assembly. Phys.
Rev. X, 9(1), 011057.

[86] Bruzewicz, C. D., Chiaverini, J., McConnell, R., & Sage, J. M. (2019). Trapped-ion
quantum computing: Progress and challenges. Appl. Phys. Rev, 6(2), 021314.

[87] Bulirsch, R. & Stoer, J. (1964). Fehlerabschätzungen und Extrapolation mit rationalen
Funktionen bei Verfahren vom Richardson-Typus. J. Numer. Math., 6(1), 413–427.

[88] Burnell, F. J. & Nayak, C. (2011). SU(2) slave fermion solution of the Kitaev honeycomb
lattice model. Phys. Rev. B, 84(12), 125125.

[89] Butera, P. & Comi, M. (1997). N -vector spin models on the simple-cubic and the body-
centered-cubic lattices: A study of the critical behavior of the susceptibility and of the
correlation length by high-temperature series extended to order β21. Phys. Rev. B, 56,
8212–8240.

[90] Calabrese, P. & Cardy, J. (2004). Entanglement entropy and quantum field theory. J.
Stat. Mech., 2004(06), P06002.

[91] Calabrese, P., Parruccini, P., Pelissetto, A., & Vicari, E. (2004). Critical behavior of
O(2)

⊗
O(N) symmetric models. Phys. Rev. B, 70, 174439.

[92] Calabrese, P., Parruccini, P., & Sokolov, A. I. (2002). Chiral phase transitions: Focus
driven critical behavior in systems with planar and vector ordering. Phys. Rev. B, 66,
180403(R).

[93] Campo, A. D. & Zurek, W. H. (2014). Universality of phase transition dynamics: Topo-
logical defects from symmetry breaking. In Symmetry and Fundamental Physics: Tom
Kibble at 80 (pp. 31–87). Singapore: World Scientific, Imperial College Press.

[94] Cao, H. B., Banerjee, A., Yan, J.-Q., Bridges, C. A., Lumsden, M. D., Mandrus, D. G.,
Tennant, D. A., Chakoumakos, B. C., & Nagler, S. E. (2016). Low-temperature crystal and
magnetic structure of α− RuCl3. Phys. Rev. B, 93, 134423.

[95] Cappelli, A., Huerta, M., & Zemba, G. R. (2002). Thermal transport in chiral conformal
theories and hierarchical quantum Hall states. Nucl. Phys. B, 636(3), 568 – 582.

[96] Cardy, J. L. (1980). General discrete planar models in two dimensions: Duality properties
and phase diagrams. J. Phys. A: Math. Gen., 13(4), 1507.

[97] Cardy, J. L. (1993). Critical exponents of the chiral Potts model from conformal field
theory. Nucl. Phys. B, 389(3), 577–586.

484



References

[98] Cardy, J. L. (1996). Scaling and Renormalization in Statistical Physics, volume 5 of
Cambridge Lecture Notes in Physics. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

[99] Carrasquilla, J. & Melko, R. G. (2017). Machine learning phases of matter. Nat. Phys.,
13(5), 431–434.

[100] Casert, C., Vieijra, T., Nys, J., & Ryckebusch, J. (2019). Interpretable machine learning
for inferring the phase boundaries in a nonequilibrium system. Phys. Rev. E, 99(2), 023304.

[101] Castro Neto, A. H., Guinea, F., Peres, N. M. R., Novoselov, K. S., & Geim, A. K.
(2009). The electronic properties of graphene. Rev. Mod. Phys., 81, 109–162.

[102] Celi, A., Vermersch, B., Viyuela, O., Pichler, H., Lukin, M. D., & Zoller, P. (2020).
Emerging Two-Dimensional Gauge Theories in Rydberg Configurable Arrays. Phys. Rev.
X, 10, 021057.

[103] Centen, P., Rittenberg, V., & Marcu, M. (1982). Non-universality in Z3 symmetric spin
systems. Nucl. Phys. B, 205(4), 585–600.

[104] Chakravarty, S., Halperin, B. I., & Nelson, D. R. (1988). Low-temperature behavior of
two-dimensional quantum antiferromagnets. Phys. Rev. Lett., 60, 1057–1060.

[105] Chakravarty, S., Halperin, B. I., & Nelson, D. R. (1989). Two-dimensional quantum
Heisenberg antiferromagnet at low temperatures. Phys. Rev. B, 39, 2344–2371.

[106] Chaloupka, J., Jackeli, G., & Khaliullin, G. (2010). Kitaev-Heisenberg Model on a
Honeycomb Lattice: Possible Exotic Phases in Iridium Oxides A2IrO3. Phys. Rev. Lett.,
105(2), 027204.

[107] Chaloupka, J., Jackeli, G., & Khaliullin, G. (2013). Zigzag Magnetic Order in the
Iridium Oxide Na2IrO3. Phys. Rev. Lett., 110, 097204.

[108] Chandran, A., Burnell, F. J., Khemani, V., & Sondhi, S. L. (2013). Kibble–Zurek
scaling and string-net coarsening in topologically ordered systems. J. Phys. Condens.
Matter, 25(40), 404214.

[109] Chatterjee, S. & Sachdev, S. (2017). Insulators and metals with topological order and
discrete symmetry breaking. Phys. Rev. B, 95, 205133.

[110] Chatterjee, S., Sachdev, S., & Eberlein, A. (2017a). Thermal and electrical transport in
metals and superconductors across antiferromagnetic and topological quantum transitions.
Phys. Rev. B, 96, 075103.

[111] Chatterjee, S., Sachdev, S., & Scheurer, M. (2017b). Intertwining topological order and
broken symmetry in a theory of fluctuating spin density waves. Phys. Rev. Lett., 119(22),
227002.

[112] Chen, D., White, M., Borries, C., & DeMarco, B. (2011). Quantum Quench of an
Atomic Mott Insulator. Phys. Rev. Lett., 106, 235304.

[113] Chen, J.-Y., Kivelson, S. A., & Sun, X.-Q. (2020). Enhanced Thermal Hall Effect in
Nearly Ferroelectric Insulators. Phys. Rev. Lett., 124, 167601.

485



References

[114] Chen, W., Fisher, M. P. A., & Wu, Y.-S. (1993). Mott transition in an anyon gas. Phys.
Rev. B, 48, 13749–13761.

[115] Chen, X., Burnell, F. J., Vishwanath, A., & Fidkowski, L. (2015). Anomalous Symmetry
Fractionalization and Surface Topological Order. Phys. Rev. X, 5, 041013.

[116] Chen, Y.-C., Melko, R. G., Wessel, S., & Kao, Y.-J. (2008). Supersolidity from defect
condensation in the extended boson Hubbard model. Phys. Rev. B, 77(1), 014524.

[117] Cheng, M., Zaletel, M., Barkeshli, M., Vishwanath, A., & Bonderson, P. (2016). Trans-
lational Symmetry and Microscopic Constraints on Symmetry-Enriched Topological Phases:
A View from the Surface. Phys. Rev. X, 6(4), 041068.

[118] Chepiga, N. & Mila, F. (2019). Floating Phase versus Chiral Transition in a 1D Hard-
Boson Model. Phys. Rev. Lett., 122, 017205.

[119] Cherng, R. W. & Levitov, L. S. (2006). Entropy and correlation functions of a driven
quantum spin chain. Phys. Rev. A, 73, 043614.

[120] Chesler, P. M., García-García, A. M., & Liu, H. (2015). Defect Formation beyond
Kibble-Zurek Mechanism and Holography. Phys. Rev. X, 5, 021015.

[121] Chester, S. M., Landry, W., Liu, J., Poland, D., Simmons-Duffin, D., Su, N., & Vichi,
A. (2021). Bootstrapping Heisenberg magnets and their cubic instability. Phys. Rev. D,
104, 105013.

[122] Cho, G. Y., You, Y., & Fradkin, E. (2014). Geometry of fractional quantum Hall fluids.
Phys. Rev. B, 90, 115139.

[123] Chou, C.-N., Love, P. J., Sandhu, J. S., & Shi, J. (2021). Limitations of Local Quantum
Algorithms on Random Max-k-XOR and Beyond. arXiv:2108.06049 [quant-ph].

[124] Chubukov, A. V., Senthil, T., & Sachdev, S. (1994). Universal magnetic properties of
frustrated quantum antiferromagnets in two dimensions. Phys. Rev. Lett., 72, 2089–2092.

[125] Chun, S. H., Kim, J.-W., Kim, J., Zheng, H., Stoumpos, C. C., Malliakas, C., Mitchell,
J., Mehlawat, K., Singh, Y., Choi, Y., Gog, T., Al-Zein, A., Sala, M. M., Krisch, M.,
Chaloupka, J., Jackeli, G., Khaliullin, G., & Kim, B. J. (2015). Direct evidence for dominant
bond-directional interactions in a honeycomb lattice iridate Na2IrO3. Nat. Phys., 11(6),
462–466.

[126] Clark, B. N., Colbourn, C. J., & Johnson, D. S. (1990). Unit disk graphs. Disc. Math.,
86, 165.

[127] Clark, L. W., Feng, L., & Chin, C. (2016). Universal space-time scaling symmetry in
the dynamics of bosons across a quantum phase transition. Science, 354(6312), 606–610.

[128] Closset, C., Dumitrescu, T. T., Festuccia, G., Komargodski, Z., & Seiberg, N. (2012a).
Comments on Chern-Simons Contact Terms in Three Dimensions. JHEP, 09, 091.

[129] Closset, C., Dumitrescu, T. T., Festuccia, G., Komargodski, Z., & Seiberg, N. (2012b).
Contact Terms, Unitarity, and F -Maximization in Three-Dimensional Superconformal The-
ories. JHEP, 10, 053.

486



References

[130] Coffey, D., Bedell, K. S., & Trugman, S. A. (1990). Effective spin Hamiltonian for the
CuO planes in La2CuO4 and metamagnetism. Phys. Rev. B, 42(10), 6509.

[131] Coffey, D., Rice, T. M., & Zhang, F. C. (1991). Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction in
the cuprates. Phys. Rev. B, 44, 10112–10116.

[132] Coldea, R., Tennant, D. A., Wheeler, E. M., Wawrzynska, E., Prabhakaran, D., Telling,
M., Habicht, K., Smeibidl, P., & Kiefer, K. (2010). Quantum Criticality in an Ising Chain:
Experimental Evidence for Emergent E8 Symmetry. Science, 327(5962), 177–180.

[133] Cole, A., Loges, G. J., & Shiu, G. (2021). Quantitative and interpretable order param-
eters for phase transitions from persistent homology. Phys. Rev. B, 104(10), 104426.

[134] Cole, W. S., Lee, J., Mahmud, K. W., Alavirad, Y., Spielman, I. B., & Sau, J. D.
(2019). Emergent gauge field and the Lifshitz transition of spin-orbit coupled bosons in one
dimension. Sci. Rep., 9, 7471.

[135] Coleman, P. & Andrei, N. (1988). Kondo-stabilized spin liquids and heavy fermion
superconductivity. J. Magn. Magn. Mater., 76–77, 504–506.

[136] Colpa, J. H. P. (1978). Diagonalization of the quadratic boson hamiltonian. Physica A,
93(3-4), 327–353.

[137] Cookmeyer, J. & Moore, J. E. (2018). Spin-wave analysis of the low-temperature thermal
Hall effect in the candidate Kitaev spin liquid α−RuCl3. Phys. Rev. B, 98, 060412(R).

[138] Cooper, N. R., Halperin, B. I., & Ruzin, I. M. (1997). Thermoelectric response of an
interacting two-dimensional electron gas in a quantizing magnetic field. Phys. Rev. B, 55(4),
2344.

[139] Cordova, C., Freed, D. S., Lam, H. T., & Seiberg, N. (2020). Anomalies in the Space
of Coupling Constants and Their Dynamical Applications I. SciPost Phys., 8, 1.

[140] Cozzini, M., Ionicioiu, R., & Zanardi, P. (2007). Quantum fidelity and quantum phase
transitions in matrix product states. Phys. Rev. B, 76, 104420.

[141] Dai, P.-L., Zhang, G., Xie, Y., Duan, C., Gao, Y., Zhu, Z., Feng, E., Tao, Z., Huang, C.-
L., Cao, H., Podlesnyak, A., Granroth, G. E., Everett, M. S., Neuefeind, J. C., Voneshen,
D., Wang, S., Tan, G., Morosan, E., Wang, X., Lin, H.-Q., Shu, L., Chen, G., Guo,
Y., Lu, X., & Dai, P. (2021). Spinon Fermi Surface Spin Liquid in a Triangular Lattice
Antiferromagnet NaYbSe2. Phys. Rev. X, 11, 021044.

[142] Dai, Y.-W., Cho, S. Y., Batchelor, M. T., & Zhou, H.-Q. (2017). Entanglement entropy
and massless phase in the antiferromagnetic three-state quantum chiral clock model. Phys.
Rev. B, 95(1), 014419.

[143] Damle, K. & Sachdev, S. (1996). Multicritical Crossovers near the Dilute Bose Gas
Quantum Critical Point. Phys. Rev. Lett., 76, 4412–4415.

[144] Damle, K. & Sachdev, S. (1997). Nonzero-temperature transport near quantum critical
points. Phys. Rev. B, 56, 8714–8733.

[145] Dang, L. & Boninsegni, M. (2010). Phases of lattice hard-core bosons in a periodic
superlattice. Phys. Rev. B, 81(22), 224502.

487



References

[146] Dang, L., Boninsegni, M., & Pollet, L. (2008). Vacancy supersolid of hard-core bosons
on the square lattice. Phys. Rev. B, 78(13), 132512.

[147] de Hond, J., van Bijnen, R., Kokkelmans, S. J. J. M. F., Spreeuw, R. J. C., van den
Heuvell, H. B. v. L., & van Druten, N. (2018). From coherent collective excitation to
Rydberg blockade on an atom chip. Phys. Rev. A, 98(6), 062714.

[148] de la Torre, A., Seyler, K. L., Zhao, L., Matteo, S. D., Scheurer, M. S., Li, Y., Yu, B.,
Greven, M., Sachdev, S., Norman, M. R., & Hsieh, D. (2021). Mirror symmetry breaking
in a model insulating cuprate. Nat. Phys., 17(7), 777–781.

[149] de Léséleuc, S., Lienhard, V., Scholl, P., Barredo, D., Weber, S., Lang, N., Büchler,
H. P., Lahaye, T., & Browaeys, A. (2019). Observation of a symmetry-protected topological
phase of interacting bosons with Rydberg atoms. Science, 365(6455), 775–780.

[150] de Mello, D. O., Schäffner, D., Werkmann, J., Preuschoff, T., Kohfahl, L., Schlosser,
M., & Birkl, G. (2019). Defect-free assembly of 2D clusters of more than 100 single-atom
quantum systems. Phys. Rev. Lett., 122(20), 203601.

[151] De’Bell, K. & Geldart, D. J. W. (1985). Coefficients to O(ϵ3) for the mixed fixed point
of the nm-component field model. Phys. Rev. B, 32, 4763–4765.

[152] Demaine, E. D., Fekete, S. P., & Lang, R. J. (2016). Circle Packing for Origami Design
Is Hard. In Origami 5 (pp. 623–640). New York: AK Peters/CRC Press.

[153] Depenbrock, S., McCulloch, I. P., & Schollwöck, U. (2012). Nature of the Spin-Liquid
Ground State of the S = 1/2 Heisenberg Model on the Kagome Lattice. Phys. Rev. Lett.,
109, 067201.

[154] Di Francesco, P., Mathieu, P., & Sénéchal, D. (1997). Conformal field theory. Graduate
Texts in Contemporary Physics. New York, NY: Springer.

[155] Diehl, H. W. (1997). The theory of boundary critical phenomena. Int. J. Mod. Phys.
B, 11(30), 3503–3523.

[156] Dubail, J. & Read, N. (2015). Tensor network trial states for chiral topological phases
in two dimensions and a no-go theorem in any dimension. Phys. Rev. B, 92, 205307.

[157] Dukelsky, J., Martin-Delgado, M. A., Nishino, T., & Sierra, G. (1998). Equivalence
of the variational matrix product method and the density matrix renormalization group
applied to spin chains. EPL, 43(4), 457.

[158] Durr, C. & Hoyer, P. (1999). A Quantum Algorithm for Finding the Minimum.
arXiv:quant-ph/9607014.

[159] Dusuel, S., Kamfor, M., Orús, R., Schmidt, K. P., & Vidal, J. (2011). Robustness of a
Perturbed Topological Phase. Phys. Rev. Lett., 106, 107203.

[160] Dutta, A., Aeppli, G., Chakrabarti, B. K., Divakaran, U., Rosenbaum, T. F., & Sen,
D. (2015). Quantum Phase Transitions in Transverse Field Spin Models: From Statistical
Physics to Quantum Information. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

[161] Dziarmaga, J. (2005). Dynamics of a Quantum Phase Transition: Exact Solution of the
Quantum Ising Model. Phys. Rev. Lett., 95, 245701.

488



References

[162] Dzyaloshinsky, I. (1958). A thermodynamic theory of “weak” ferromagnetism of anti-
ferromagnetics. J. Phys. Chem. Solids, 4(4), 241–255.

[163] Ebadi, S., Keesling, A., Cain, M., Wang, T. T., Levine, H., Bluvstein, D., Semeghini,
G., Omran, A., Liu, J., Samajdar, R., Luo, X.-Z., Nash, B., Gao, X., Barak, B., Farhi, E.,
Sachdev, S., Gemelke, N., Zhou, L., Choi, S., Pichler, H., Wang, S., Greiner, M., Vuletic,
V., & Lukin, M. D. (2022). Quantum optimization of maximum independent set using
Rydberg atom arrays. Science, (pp. eabo6587).

[164] Ebadi, S., Wang, T. T., Levine, H., Keesling, A., Semeghini, G., Omran, A., Bluvstein,
D., Samajdar, R., Pichler, H., Ho, W. W., Choi, S., Sachdev, S., Greiner, M., Vuletić, V.,
& Lukin, M. D. (2021). Quantum phases of matter on a 256-atom programmable quantum
simulator. Nature, 595(7866), 227–232.

[165] El-Showk, S., Paulos, M. F., Poland, D., Rychkov, S., Simmons-Duffin, D., & Vichi, A.
(2014). Solving the 3d Ising Model with the Conformal Bootstrap II. c-Minimization and
Precise Critial Exponents. J. Stat. Phys., 157(4-5), 869–914.

[166] Elben, A., Kueng, R., Huang, H.-Y. R., van Bijnen, R., Kokail, C., Dalmonte, M.,
Calabrese, P., Kraus, B., Preskill, J., Zoller, P., & Vermersch, B. (2020). Mixed-State
Entanglement from Local Randomized Measurements. Phys. Rev. Lett., 125(20), 200501.

[167] Elitzur, S., Pearson, R. B., & Shigemitsu, J. (1979). Phase structure of discrete abelian
spin and gauge systems. Phys. Rev. D, 19, 3698–3714.

[168] Endres, M., Bernien, H., Keesling, A., Levine, H., Anschuetz, E. R., Krajenbrink, A.,
Senko, C., Vuletić, V., Greiner, M., & Lukin, M. D. (2016). Atom-by-atom assembly of
defect-free one-dimensional cold atom arrays. Science, 354(6315), 1024–1027.

[169] Endres, M., Fukuhara, T., Pekker, D., Cheneau, M., Schauβ, P., Gross, C., Demler,
E., Kuhr, S., & Bloch, I. (2012). The ‘Higgs’ amplitude mode at the two-dimensional
superfluid/Mott insulator transition. Nature, 487(7408), 454–458.

[170] Essin, A. M. & Hermele, M. (2013). Classifying fractionalization: Symmetry classifica-
tion of gapped Z2 spin liquids in two dimensions. Phys. Rev. B, 87, 104406.

[171] Essin, A. M. & Hermele, M. (2014). Spectroscopic signatures of crystal momentum
fractionalization. Phys. Rev. B, 90, 121102.

[172] Everts, H. & Roder, H. (1989). Transfer matrix study of the chiral clock model in the
Hamiltonian limit. J. Phys. A: Math. Gen., 22(13), 2475.

[173] Evertz, H. G. (2003). The loop algorithm. Adv. Phys., 52(1), 1–66.

[174] Farhi, E., Gamarnik, D., & Gutmann, S. (2020). The Quantum Approximate Opti-
mization Algorithm Needs to See the Whole Graph: A Typical Case. arXiv:2004.09002
[quant-ph].

[175] Farhi, E., Goldstone, J., & Gutmann, S. (2014). A Quantum Approximate Optimization
Algorithm. arXiv:1411.4028 [quant-ph].

[176] Farhi, E., Goldstone, J., Gutmann, S., Lapan, J., Lundgren, A., & Preda, D. (2001). A
Quantum Adiabatic Evolution Algorithm Applied to Random Instances of an NP-Complete
Problem. Science, 292(5516), 472–475.

489



References

[177] Farhi, E., Goldstone, J., Gutmann, S., & Sipser, M. (2000). Quantum Computation by
Adiabatic Evolution. arXiv:quant-ph/0001106.

[178] Farhi, E., Gosset, D., Hen, I., Sandvik, A. W., Shor, P., Young, A. P., & Zamponi,
F. (2012). Performance of the quantum adiabatic algorithm on random instances of two
optimization problems on regular hypergraphs. Phys. Rev. A, 86, 052334.

[179] Fazekas, P. W. A. P. & Anderson, P. W. (1974). On the ground state properties of the
anisotropic triangular antiferromagnet. Philos. Mag., 30(2), 423–440.

[180] Felser, T., Notarnicola, S., & Montangero, S. (2021). Efficient Tensor Network Ansatz
for High-Dimensional Quantum Many-Body Problems. Phys. Rev. Lett., 126, 170603.

[181] Fendley, P. (2012). Parafermionic edge zero modes in Zn-invariant spin chains. J. Stat.
Mech., 11, 11020.

[182] Fendley, P. (2014). Free parafermions. J. Phys. A: Math. Theor., 47(7), 075001.

[183] Fendley, P., Sengupta, K., & Sachdev, S. (2004). Competing density-wave orders in a
one-dimensional hard-boson model. Phys. Rev. B, 69(7), 075106.

[184] Feng, Z., Li, Z., Meng, X., Yi, W., Wei, Y., Zhang, J., Wang, Y.-C., Jiang, W., Liu,
Z., Li, S., Liu, F., Luo, J., Li, S., Zheng, G.-q., Meng, Z. Y., Mei, J.-W., & Shi, Y. (2017).
Gapped Spin-1/2 Spinon Excitations in a New Kagome Quantum Spin Liquid Compound
Cu3Zn(OH)6FBr. Chin. Phys. Lett., 34(7), 077502.

[185] Fernandes, H. C. M., Arenzon, J. J., & Levin, Y. (2007). Monte Carlo simulations of
two-dimensional hard core lattice gases. J. Chem. Phys., 126(11), 114508.

[186] Feynman, R. P. (1982). Simulating physics with computers. Int. J. Theor. Phys., 21(6),
467–488.

[187] Fisher, M. E. & Barber, M. N. (1972). Scaling theory for finite-size effects in the critical
region. Phys. Rev. Lett., 28(23), 1516.

[188] Fisher, M. P. A. (2004). Duality in low dimensional quantum field theories, (pp. 419–
438). Springer Netherlands: Dordrecht.

[189] Fishman, M., White, S. R., & Stoudenmire, E. M. (2020). The ITensor Software Library
for Tensor Network Calculations. arXiv:2007.14822 [cs.MS].

[190] Fletcher, J. M., Gardner, W. E., Fox, A. C., & Topping, G. (1967). X-Ray, infrared,
and magnetic studies of α-and β-ruthenium trichloride. J. Chem. Soc. A, (pp. 1038–1045).

[191] Fradkin, E. (2013). Field Theories of Condensed Matter Physics. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 2 edition.

[192] Fradkin, E., Huse, D. A., Moessner, R., Oganesyan, V., & Sondhi, S. L. (2004). Bipartite
Rokhsar-Kivelson points and Cantor deconfinement. Phys. Rev. B, 69(22), 224415.

[193] Fradkin, E. & Kadanoff, L. P. (1980). Disorder variables and para-fermions in two-
dimensional statistical mechanics. Nucl. Phys. B, 170(1), 1–15.

490



References

[194] Fradkin, E., Srednicki, M., & Susskind, L. (1980). Fermion representation for the Z2

lattice gauge theory in 2+1 dimensions. Phys. Rev. D, 21, 2885–2891.

[195] Fradkin, E. & Susskind, L. (1978). Order and disorder in gauge systems and magnets.
Phys. Rev. D, 17, 2637–2658.

[196] Fredenhagen, K. & Marcu, M. (1983). Charged states in Z2 gauge theories. Commun.
Math. Phys., 92(1), 81 – 119.

[197] Fu, M., Imai, T., Han, T.-H., & Lee, Y. S. (2015). Evidence for a gapped spin-liquid
ground state in a kagome Heisenberg antiferromagnet. Science, 350(6261), 655–658.

[198] Fukui, T. & Hatsugai, Y. (2007). Quantum spin Hall effect in three dimensional mate-
rials: Lattice computation of Z2 topological invariants and its application to Bi and Sb. J.
Phys. Soc. Jpn., 76(5), 053702–053702.

[199] Fukui, T., Hatsugai, Y., & Suzuki, H. (2005). Chern numbers in discretized Brillouin
zone: efficient method of computing (spin) Hall conductances. J. Phys. Soc. Jpn., 74(6),
1674–1677.

[200] Ganeshan, S. & Abanov, A. G. (2017). Odd viscosity in two-dimensional incompressible
fluids. Phys. Rev. Fluids, 2, 094101.

[201] Gao, Y. H. & Chen, G. (2020). Topological thermal Hall effect for topological excitations
in spin liquid: Emergent Lorentz force on the spinons. SciPost Phys. Core, 2, 004.

[202] Gao, Y. H., Hickey, C., Xiang, T., Trebst, S., & Chen, G. (2019). Thermal Hall signa-
tures of non-Kitaev spin liquids in honeycomb Kitaev materials. Phys. Rev. Research, 1(1),
013014.

[203] Gardas, B., Dziarmaga, J., Zurek, W. H., & Zwolak, M. (2018). Defects in quantum
computers. Sci. Rep., 8(1), 1–10.

[204] Garey, M. R. & Johnson, D. S. (1979). Computers and Intractability: A Guide to the
Theory of NP-Completeness. WH Freeman & Co., New York.

[205] Geracie, M., Prabhu, K., & Roberts, M. M. (2017). Physical stress, mass, and energy
for non-relativistic matter. JHEP, 2017(6), 89.

[206] Ghosh, R., Sen, A., & Sengupta, K. (2018). Ramp and periodic dynamics across non-
Ising critical points. Phys. Rev. B, 97(1), 014309.

[207] Ginsparg, P. (1989). Fields, strings and critical phenomena. In E. Brezin & J. Zinn-
Justin (Eds.), Les Houches Summer School Proceedings, volume 49 (pp. 671). Amsterdam:
Elsevier Science Publishers.

[208] Glaetzle, A. W., Dalmonte, M., Nath, R., Rousochatzakis, I., Moessner, R., & Zoller,
P. (2014). Quantum Spin-Ice and Dimer Models with Rydberg Atoms. Phys. Rev. X, 4,
041037.

[209] Glaetzle, A. W., van Bijnen, R. M., Zoller, P., & Lechner, W. (2017). A coherent
quantum annealer with Rydberg atoms. Nat. Commun., 8(15813), 1–6.

491



References

[210] Gohlke, M., Moessner, R., & Pollmann, F. (2018). Dynamical and topological properties
of the Kitaev model in a [111] magnetic field. Phys. Rev. B, 98(1), 014418.

[211] Gong, S.-S., Zheng, W., Lee, M., Lu, Y.-M., & Sheng, D. N. (2019). Chiral spin liquid
with spinon Fermi surfaces in the spin-12 triangular Heisenberg model. Phys. Rev. B, 100,
241111(R).

[212] Gong, S.-S., Zhu, W., Balents, L., & Sheng, D. N. (2015). Global phase diagram of
competing ordered and quantum spin-liquid phases on the kagome lattice. Phys. Rev. B,
91, 075112.

[213] Gong, S.-S., Zhu, W., & Sheng, D. N. (2014). Emergent Chiral Spin Liquid: Fractional
Quantum Hall Effect in a Kagome Heisenberg Model. Sci. Rep., 4, 6317.

[214] Gong, S.-S., Zhu, W., Zhu, J.-X., Sheng, D. N., & Yang, K. (2017). Global phase
diagram and quantum spin liquids in a spin-12 triangular antiferromagnet. Phys. Rev. B,
96, 075116.

[215] Gorbenko, V., Rychkov, S., & Zan, B. (2018). Walking, Weak first-order transitions,
and Complex CFTs. JHEP, 10, 108.

[216] Gordon, J. S. & Kee, H.-Y. (2021). Testing topological phase transitions in Kitaev
materials under in-plane magnetic fields: Application to α-RuCl3. Phys. Rev. Research, 3,
013179.

[217] Graham, T. M., Song, Y., Scott, J., Poole, C., Phuttitarn, L., Jooya, K., Eichler, P.,
Jiang, X., Marra, A., Grinkemeyer, B., Kwon, M., Ebert, M., Cherek, J., Lichtman, M. T.,
Gillette, M., Gilbert, J., Bowman, D., Ballance, T., Campbell, C., Dahl, E. D., Crawford,
O., Blunt, N. S., Rogers, B., Noel, T., & Saffman, M. (2022). Multi-qubit entanglement
and algorithms on a neutral-atom quantum computer. Nature, 604(7906), 457–462.

[218] Graß, T., Saha, K., Sengupta, K., & Lewenstein, M. (2011). Quantum phase transition
of ultracold bosons in the presence of a non-Abelian synthetic gauge field. Phys. Rev. A,
84(5), 053632.

[219] Gregor, K., Huse, D. A., Moessner, R., & Sondhi, S. L. (2011). Diagnosing deconfine-
ment and topological order. New J. Phys., 13(2), 025009.

[220] Greiner, M., Mandel, O., Esslinger, T., Hänsch, T. W., & Bloch, I. (2002). Quantum
phase transition from a superfluid to a Mott insulator in a gas of ultracold atoms. Nature,
415(6867), 39–44.

[221] Greplova, E., Valenti, A., Boschung, G., Schäfer, F., Lörch, N., & Huber, S. D. (2020).
Unsupervised identification of topological phase transitions using predictive models. New
J. Phys., 22(4), 045003.

[222] Grinstein, G. & Luther, A. (1976). Application of the renormalization group to phase
transitions in disordered systems. Phys. Rev. B, 13(3), 1329.

[223] Grissonnanche, G., Legros, A., Badoux, S., Lefrançois, E., Zatko, V., Lizaire, M., Lal-
iberté, F., Gourgout, A., Zhou, J. S., Pyon, S., Takayama, T., Takagi, H., Ono, S., Doiron-
Leyraud, N., & Taillefer, L. (2019). Giant thermal Hall conductivity in the pseudogap
phase of cuprate superconductors. Nature, 571(7765), 376–380.

492



References

[224] Grissonnanche, G., Thériault, S., Gourgout, A., Boulanger, M.-E., Lefrançois, E., Ataei,
A., Laliberté, F., Dion, M., Zhou, J.-S., Pyon, S., Takayama, T., Takagi, H., Doiron-
Leyraud, N., & Taillefer, L. (2020). Chiral phonons in the pseudogap phase of cuprates.
Nat. Phys., 16(11), 1108–1111.

[225] Gross, C. & Bloch, I. (2017). Quantum Simulations with Ultracold Atoms in Optical
Lattices. Science, 357(6355), 995–1001.

[226] Gross, D., Liu, Y.-K., Flammia, S. T., Becker, S., & Eisert, J. (2010). Quantum State
Tomography via Compressed Sensing. Phys. Rev. Lett., 105(15), 150401.

[227] Grover, L. K. (1996). A fast quantum mechanical algorithm for database search. In G. L.
Miller (Ed.), STOC ’96: Proceedings of the twenty-eighth annual ACM symposium on The-
ory of Computing (pp. 212–219). Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, United States: Association
for Computing Machinery.

[228] Grüner, G. (1988). The dynamics of charge-density waves. Rev. Mod. Phys., 60, 1129–
1181.

[229] Gu, S.-J. (2010). Fidelity approach to quantum phase transitions. Int. J. Mod. Phys.
B, 24(23), 4371–4458.

[230] Guardado-Sanchez, E., Brown, P. T., Mitra, D., Devakul, T., Huse, D. A., Schauß, P.,
& Bakr, W. S. (2018). Probing the Quench Dynamics of Antiferromagnetic Correlations in
a 2D Quantum Ising Spin System. Phys. Rev. X, 8, 021069.

[231] Guinea, F., Katsnelson, M. I., & Geim, A. K. (2009). Energy gaps and a zero-field
quantum hall effect in graphene by strain engineering. Nat. Phys., 6(1), 30–��33.

[232] Guo, H. & Sachdev, S. (2021). Extrinsic phonon thermal Hall transport from Hall
viscosity. Phys. Rev. B, 103(20), 205115.

[233] Guo, H., Samajdar, R., Scheurer, M. S., & Sachdev, S. (2020). Gauge theories for the
thermal Hall effect. Phys. Rev. B, 101, 195126.

[234] Haghshenas, R., Gong, S.-S., & Sheng, D. N. (2019). Single-layer tensor network study
of the Heisenberg model with chiral interactions on a kagome lattice. Phys. Rev. B, 99,
174423.

[235] Haghshenas, R. & Sheng, D. N. (2018). U(1)-symmetric infinite projected entangled-
pair states study of the spin-1/2 square J1-J2 Heisenberg model. Phys. Rev. B, 97(17),
174408.

[236] Haldane, F. D. M., Bak, P., & Bohr, T. (1983). Phase diagrams of surface structures
from Bethe-ansatz solutions of the quantum sine-Gordon model. Phys. Rev. B, 28(5), 2743.

[237] Halperin, B. I., Lee, P. A., & Read, N. (1993). Theory of the half-filled Landau level.
Phys. Rev. B, 47, 7312–7343.

[238] Hamer, C. J. (2000). Finite-size scaling in the transverse Ising model on a square lattice.
J. Phys. A: Math. Gen., 33(38), 6683.

[239] Hamer, C. J. & Barber, M. N. (1980). Finite-size scaling in Hamiltonian field theory.
J. Phys. A: Math. Gen., 13(5), L169.

493



References

[240] Hamer, C. J. & Barber, M. N. (1981). Finite-lattice extrapolations for Z3 and Z5

models. J. Phys. A: Math. Gen., 14(8), 2009.

[241] Hamer, C. J., Kogut, J. B., & Susskind, L. (1979). Strong-coupling expansions and
phase diagrams for the O(2), O(3), and O(4) Heisenberg spin systems in two dimensions.
Phys. Rev. D, 19(10), 3091.

[242] Han, J. H., Park, J.-H., & Lee, P. A. (2019). Consideration of thermal Hall effect in
undoped cuprates. Phys. Rev. B, 99(20), 205157.

[243] Han, T.-H., Helton, J. S., Chu, S., Nocera, D. G., Rodriguez-Rivera, J. A., Broholm, C.,
& Lee, Y. S. (2012). Fractionalized excitations in the spin-liquid state of a kagome-lattice
antiferromagnet. Nature, 492(7429), 406–410.

[244] Harrigan, M. P., Sung, K. J., Neeley, M., Satzinger, K. J., Arute, F., Arya, K., Atalaya,
J., Bardin, J. C., Barends, R., Boixo, S., Broughton, M., Buckley, B. B., Buell, D. A.,
Burkett, B., Bushnell, N., Chen, Y., Chen, Z., Chiaro, B., Collins, R., Courtney, W.,
Demura, S., Dunsworth, A., Eppens, D., Fowler, A., Foxen, B., Gidney, C., Giustina, M.,
Graff, R., Habegger, S., Ho, A., Hong, S., Huang, T., Ioffe, L. B., Isakov, S. V., Jeffrey,
E., Jiang, Z., Jones, C., Kafri, D., Kechedzhi, K., Kelly, J., Kim, S., Klimov, P. V.,
Korotkov, A. N., Kostritsa, F., Landhuis, D., Laptev, P., Lindmark, M., Leib, M., Martin,
O., Martinis, J. M., McClean, J. R., McEwen, M., Megrant, A., Mi, X., Mohseni, M.,
Mruczkiewicz, W., Mutus, J., Naaman, O., Neill, C., Neukart, F., Niu, M. Y., O?Brien,
T. E., O?Gorman, B., Ostby, E., Petukhov, A., Putterman, H., Quintana, C., Roushan,
P., Rubin, N. C., Sank, D., Skolik, A., Smelyanskiy, V., Strain, D., Streif, M., Szalay, M.,
Vainsencher, A., White, T., Yao, Z. J., Yeh, P., Zalcman, A., Zhou, L., Neven, H., Bacon,
D., Lucero, E., Farhi, E., & Babbush, R. (2021). Quantum approximate optimization of
non-planar graph problems on a planar superconducting processor. Nat. Phys., 17, 332.

[245] Hasenbusch, M., Pinn, K., & Vinti, S. (1999). Critical exponents of the three-
dimensional Ising universality class from finite-size scaling with standard and improved
actions. Phys. Rev. B, 59(17), 11471.

[246] Hasenbusch, M. & Vicari, E. (2011). Anisotropic perturbations in three-dimensional
O(N)-symmetric vector models. Phys. Rev. B, 84(12), 125136.

[247] Hatsugai, Y. (1993). Chern number and edge states in the integer quantum Hall effect.
Phys. Rev. Lett., 71, 3697–3700.

[248] Hauschild, J. & Pollmann, F. (2018). Efficient numerical simulations with Tensor Net-
works: Tensor Network Python (TeNPy). SciPost Phys. Lect. Notes, (pp.5̃).

[249] He, J., Rotundu, C. R., Scheurer, M. S., He, Y., Hashimoto, M., Xu, K.-J., Wang,
Y., Huang, E. W., Jia, T., Chen, S., Moritz, B., Lu, D., Lee, Y. S., Devereaux, T. P.,
& Shen, Z.-X. (2019). Fermi surface reconstruction in electron-doped cuprates without
antiferromagnetic long-range order. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A., 116(9), 3449–3453.

[250] He, W.-Y., Xu, X. Y., Chen, G., Law, K. T., & Lee, P. A. (2018). Spinon Fermi Surface
in a Cluster Mott Insulator Model on a Triangular Lattice and Possible Application to
1T−TaS2. Phys. Rev. Lett., 121, 046401.

494



References

[251] He, Y.-C. & Chen, Y. (2015). Distinct Spin Liquids and Their Transitions in Spin-1/2
XXZ Kagome Antiferromagnets. Phys. Rev. Lett., 114, 037201.

[252] He, Y.-C., Sheng, D. N., & Chen, Y. (2014). Chiral Spin Liquid in a Frustrated
Anisotropic Kagome Heisenberg Model. Phys. Rev. Lett., 112, 137202.

[253] Hebert, F., Batrouni, G. G., Scalettar, R. T., Schmid, G., Troyer, M., & Dorneich, A.
(2001). Quantum phase transitions in the two-dimensional hardcore boson model. Phys.
Rev. B, 65(1), 014513.

[254] Henkel, M. (1984). Statistical mechanics of the 2D quantum XY model in a transverse
field. J. Phys. A: Math. Gen., 17(14), L795.

[255] Henkel, M. (2013). Conformal invariance and critical phenomena. Texts and Mono-
graphs in Physics. Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg.

[256] Henkel, M. & Schutz, G. (1988). Finite-lattice extrapolation algorithms. J. Phys. A:
Math. Gen., 21(11), 2617.

[257] Hentrich, R., Roslova, M., Isaeva, A., Doert, T., Brenig, W., Büchner, B., & Hess, C.
(2019). Large thermal Hall effect in α−RuCl3: Evidence for heat transport by Kitaev-
Heisenberg paramagnons. Phys. Rev. B, 99, 085136.

[258] Hermanns, M., Kimchi, I., & Knolle, J. (2018). Physics of the Kitaev Model: Fraction-
alization, Dynamic Correlations, and Material Connections. Annu. Rev. Condens. Matter
Phys., 9, 17–33.

[259] Hermele, M. (2007). SU(2) gauge theory of the Hubbard model and application to the
honeycomb lattice. Phys. Rev. B, 76, 035125.

[260] Hermele, M., Gurarie, V., & Rey, A. M. (2009). Mott insulators of ultracold fermionic
alkaline earth atoms: Underconstrained magnetism and chiral spin liquid. Phys. Rev. Lett.,
103, 135301.

[261] Hermele, M., Ran, Y., Lee, P. A., & Wen, X.-G. (2008). Properties of an algebraic spin
liquid on the kagome lattice. Phys. Rev. B, 77, 224413.

[262] Hermele, M., Senthil, T., & Fisher, M. P. A. (2005). Algebraic spin liquid as the mother
of many competing orders. Phys. Rev. B, 72, 104404.

[263] Hermele, M., Senthil, T., Fisher, M. P. A., Lee, P. A., Nagaosa, N., & Wen, X.-G.
(2004). Stability of U(1) spin liquids in two dimensions. Phys. Rev. B, 70, 214437.

[264] Hickey, C., Cincio, L., Papić, Z., & Paramekanti, A. (2017). Emergence of chiral spin
liquids via quantum melting of noncoplanar magnetic orders. Phys. Rev. B, 96(11), 115115.

[265] Hickey, C. & Trebst, S. (2019). Emergence of a field-driven U(1) spin liquid in the
Kitaev honeycomb model. Nat. Commun., 10(1), 1–10.

[266] Hinkov, V., Pailhes, S., Bourges, P., Sidis, Y., Ivanov, A., Kulakov, A., Lin, C. T., Chen,
D. P., Bernhard, C., & Keimer, B. (2004). Two-dimensional geometry of spin excitations
in the high-transition-temperature superconductor YBa2Cu3O6+x. Nature, 430(7000), 650.

495



References

[267] Ho, W. W., Choi, S., Pichler, H., & Lukin, M. D. (2019). Periodic orbits, entanglement,
and quantum many-body scars in constrained models: Matrix product state approach.
Phys. Rev. Lett., 122(4), 040603.

[268] Hoeger, C., von Gehlen, G., & Rittenberg, V. (1985). Finite-size scaling for quantum
chains with an oscillatory energy gap. J. Phys. A: Math. Gen., 18(10), 1813.

[269] Hornreich, R. M., Luban, M., & Shtrikman, S. (1975). Critical Behavior at the Onset
of k⃗-Space Instability on the λ Line. Phys. Rev. Lett., 35(25), 1678.

[270] Howes, S., Kadanoff, L. P., & Den Nijs, M. (1983). Quantum model for commensurate-
incommensurate transitions. Nucl. Phys. B, 215(2), 169–208.

[271] Howes, S. F. (1983). Commensurate-incommensurate transitions and the Lifshitz point
in the quantum asymmetric clock model. Phys. Rev. B, 27(3), 1762.

[272] Hoyos, C. & Son, D. T. (2012). Hall viscosity and electromagnetic response. Phys. Rev.
Lett., 108, 066805.

[273] Hsin, P.-S. & Seiberg, N. (2016). Level/rank Duality and Chern-Simons-Matter Theo-
ries. JHEP, 09, 095.

[274] Hu, S., Zhu, W., Eggert, S., & He, Y.-C. (2019). Dirac Spin Liquid on the Spin-1/2
Triangular Heisenberg Antiferromagnet. Phys. Rev. Lett., 123, 207203.

[275] Hu, W., Singh, R. R. P., & Scalettar, R. T. (2017). Discovering phases, phase transitions,
and crossovers through unsupervised machine learning: A critical examination. Phys. Rev.
E, 95(6), 062122.

[276] Hu, W.-J., Gong, S.-S., & Sheng, D. N. (2016). Variational Monte Carlo study of chiral
spin liquid in quantum antiferromagnet on the triangular lattice. Phys. Rev. B, 94, 075131.

[277] Hu, W.-J., Gong, S.-S., Zhu, W., & Sheng, D. N. (2015). Competing spin-liquid states
in the spin-12 Heisenberg model on the triangular lattice. Phys. Rev. B, 92, 140403(R).

[278] Huang, H.-Y., Kueng, R., & Preskill, J. (2020). Predicting many properties of a quantum
system from very few measurements. Nat. Phys., 16(10), 1050–1057.

[279] Huang, Y.-P., Chen, G., & Hermele, M. (2014). Quantum Spin Ices and Topological
Phases from Dipolar-Octupolar Doublets on the Pyrochlore Lattice. Phys. Rev. Lett., 112,
167203.

[280] Hubbard, J. (1959). Calculation of Partition Functions. Phys. Rev. Lett., 3, 77–78.

[281] Huembeli, P., Dauphin, A., & Wittek, P. (2018). Identifying quantum phase transitions
with adversarial neural networks. Phys. Rev. B, 97(13), 134109.

[282] Huembeli, P., Dauphin, A., Wittek, P., & Gogolin, C. (2019). Automated discovery of
characteristic features of phase transitions in many-body localization. Phys. Rev. B, 99(10),
104106.

[283] Huerga, D., Capponi, S., Dukelsky, J., & Ortiz, G. (2016). Staircase of crystal phases
of hard-core bosons on the kagome lattice. Phys. Rev. B, 94, 165124.

496



References

[284] Hughes, T. L., Leigh, R. G., & Fradkin, E. (2011). Torsional response and dissipationless
viscosity in topological insulators. Phys. Rev. Lett., 107, 075502.

[285] Hughes, T. L., Leigh, R. G., & Parrikar, O. (2013). Torsional anomalies, hall viscosity,
and bulk-boundary correspondence in topological states. Phys. Rev. D, 88, 025040.

[286] Huh, Y., Fritz, L., & Sachdev, S. (2010). Quantum criticality of the kagome antiferro-
magnet with Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interactions. Phys. Rev. B, 81, 144432.

[287] Huh, Y., Punk, M., & Sachdev, S. (2011). Vison states and confinement transitions of
Z2 spin liquids on the kagome lattice. Phys. Rev. B, 84(9), 094419.

[288] Huse, D. A. (1981). Simple three-state model with infinitely many phases. Phys. Rev.
B, 24(9), 5180.

[289] Huse, D. A. (1982). Tricriticality of Interacting Hard Squares: Some Exact Results.
Phys. Rev. Lett., 49(16), 1121.

[290] Huse, D. A. & Fisher, M. E. (1982). Domain walls and the melting of commensurate
surface phases. Phys. Rev. Lett., 49(11), 793.

[291] Huse, D. A., Szpilka, A. M., & Fisher, M. E. (1983). Melting and wetting transitions
in the three-state chiral clock model. Physica A, 121(3), 363–398.

[292] Huson, M. L. & Sen, A. (1995). Broadcast scheduling algorithms for radio networks. In
Proceedings of MILCOM ’95, volume 2 (pp. 647–651). San Diego, CA: IEEE.

[293] Hwang, K., Go, A., Seong, J. H., Shibauchi, T., & Moon, E.-G. (2022). Identification of
a Kitaev quantum spin liquid by magnetic field angle dependence. Nat. Commun., 13(1),
1–9.

[294] Hwang, K., Huh, Y., & Kim, Y. B. (2015). Z2 gauge theory for valence bond solids on
the kagome lattice. Phys. Rev. B, 92(20), 205131.

[295] Iaconis, J., Liu, C., Halász, G. B., & Balents, L. (2018). Spin Liquid versus Spin Orbit
Coupling on the Triangular Lattice. SciPost Phys., 4, 003.

[296] Ideue, T., Onose, Y., Katsura, H., Shiomi, Y., Ishiwata, S., Nagaosa, N., & Tokura, Y.
(2012). Effect of lattice geometry on magnon Hall effect in ferromagnetic insulators. Phys.
Rev. B, 85(13), 134411.

[297] Ioffe, L. B. & Larkin, A. I. (1989). Gapless fermions and gauge fields in dielectrics.
Phys. Rev. B, 39, 8988–8999.

[298] Iqbal, Y., Hu, W.-J., Thomale, R., Poilblanc, D., & Becca, F. (2016). Spin liquid nature
in the Heisenberg J1 − J2 triangular antiferromagnet. Phys. Rev. B, 93, 144411.

[299] Isakov, S. V., Hastings, M. B., & Melko, R. G. (2011). Topological entanglement entropy
of a Bose-Hubbard spin liquid. Nat. Phys., 7(10), 772–775.

[300] Isakov, S. V., Kim, Y. B., & Paramekanti, A. (2006). Spin-Liquid Phase in a Spin-1/2
Quantum Magnet on the Kagome Lattice. Phys. Rev. Lett., 97(20), 207204.

497



References

[301] Isakov, S. V., Melko, R. G., & Hastings, M. B. (2012). Universal Signatures of Frac-
tionalized Quantum Critical Points. Science, 335(6065), 193–195.

[302] Jackeli, G. & Khaliullin, G. (2009). Mott insulators in the strong spin-orbit coupling
limit: from Heisenberg to a quantum compass and Kitaev models. Phys. Rev. Lett., 102(1),
017205.

[303] Jain, J. K. (1989). Composite-fermion approach for the fractional quantum Hall effect.
Phys. Rev. Lett., 63, 199–202.

[304] Jaksch, D., Cirac, J. I., Zoller, P., Rolston, S. L., Côté, R., & Lukin, M. D. (2000). Fast
quantum gates for neutral atoms. Phys. Rev. Lett., 85(10), 2208.

[305] Jalabert, R. A. & Sachdev, S. (1991). Spontaneous alignment of frustrated bonds in an
anisotropic, three-dimensional ising model. Phys. Rev. B, 44, 686–690.

[306] James, D. F. V., Kwiat, P. G., Munro, W. J., & White, A. G. (2001). Measurement of
qubits. Phys. Rev. A, 64(5), 052312.

[307] Janke, W. & Villanova, R. (1997). Three-dimensional 3-state Potts model revisited with
new techniques. Nucl. Phys. B, 489(3), 679–696.

[308] Janša, N., Zorko, A., Gomilšek, M., Pregelj, M., Krämer, K. W., Biner, D., Biffin, A.,
Rüegg, C., & Klanjšek, M. (2018). Observation of two types of fractional excitation in the
Kitaev honeycomb magnet. Nat. Phys., 14(8), 786–790.

[309] Jaschke, D., Maeda, K., Whalen, J. D., Wall, M. L., & Carr, L. D. (2017). Critical
phenomena and Kibble–Zurek scaling in the long-range quantum Ising chain. New J. Phys.,
19(3), 033032.

[310] Jermyn, A. S., Mong, R. S. K., Alicea, J., & Fendley, P. (2014). Stability of zero modes
in parafermion chains. Phys. Rev. B, 90(16), 165106.

[311] Ji, S., Ates, C., & Lesanovsky, I. (2011). Two-dimensional Rydberg gases and the
quantum hard-squares model. Phys. Rev. Lett., 107(6), 060406.

[312] Jiang, H.-C., Wang, C.-Y., Huang, B., & Lu, Y.-M. (2018). Field induced quantum spin
liquid with spinon Fermi surfaces in the Kitaev model. arXiv:1809.08247 [cond-mat.str-el].

[313] Jiang, H.-C., Wang, Z., & Balents, L. (2012). Identifying topological order by entan-
glement entropy. Nat. Phys., 8(12), 902–905.

[314] Jiang, H. C., Weng, Z. Y., & Sheng, D. N. (2008). Density Matrix Renormalization
Group Numerical Study of the Kagome Antiferromagnet. Phys. Rev. Lett., 101, 117203.

[315] Johnson, R. D., Williams, S. C., Haghighirad, A. A., Singleton, J., Zapf, V., Manuel,
P., Mazin, I. I., Li, Y., Jeschke, H. O., Valentí, R., & Coldea, R. (2015). Monoclinic crystal
structure of α − RuCl3 and the zigzag antiferromagnetic ground state. Phys. Rev. B, 92,
235119.

[316] José, J. V., Kadanoff, L. P., Kirkpatrick, S., & Nelson, D. R. (1977). Renormalization,
vortices, and symmetry-breaking perturbations in the two-dimensional planar model. Phys.
Rev. B, 16, 1217–1241.

498



References

[317] Jungwirth, T., Niu, Q., & MacDonald, A. H. (2002). Anomalous Hall Effect in Ferro-
magnetic Semiconductors. Phys. Rev. Lett., 88, 207208.

[318] Kadanoff, L. P. (1977). Connections between the Critical Behavior of the Planar Model
and That of the Eight-Vertex Model. Phys. Rev. Lett., 39, 903–905.

[319] Kadowaki, H., Kikuchi, H., & Ajiro, Y. (1990). Neutron powder diffraction study of the
two-dimensional triangular lattice antiferromagnet CuCrO2. J. Phys.: Condens. Matter,
2(19), 4485.

[320] Kalinowski, M., Samajdar, R., Melko, R. G., Lukin, M. D., Sachdev, S., & Choi, S.
(2022). Bulk and boundary quantum phase transitions in a square Rydberg atom array.
Phys. Rev. B, 105, 174417.

[321] Kalmeyer, V. & Laughlin, R. B. (1987). Equivalence of the resonating-valence-bond
and fractional quantum Hall states. Phys. Rev. Lett., 59(18), 2095.

[322] Käming, N., Dawid, A., Kottmann, K., Lewenstein, M., Sengstock, K., Dauphin, A.,
& Weitenberg, C. (2021). Unsupervised machine learning of topological phase transitions
from experimental data. Mach. Learn.: Sci. Technol., 2, 035037.

[323] Kaneko, R., Morita, S., & Imada, M. (2014). Gapless Spin-Liquid Phase in an Extended
Spin 1/2 Triangular Heisenberg Model. J. Phys. Soc. Jpn., 83(9), 093707.

[324] Kapustin, A. & Spodyneiko, L. (2020). Thermal hall conductance and a relative topo-
logical invariant of gapped two-dimensional systems. Phys. Rev. B, 101, 045137.

[325] Kasahara, Y., Ohnishi, T., Mizukami, Y., Tanaka, O., Ma, S., Sugii, K., Kurita, N.,
Tanaka, H., Nasu, J., Motome, Y., Shibauchi, T., & Matsuda, Y. (2018a). Majorana
quantization and half-integer thermal quantum Hall effect in a Kitaev spin liquid. Nature,
559(7713), 227–231.

[326] Kasahara, Y., Sugii, K., Ohnishi, T., Shimozawa, M., Yamashita, M., Kurita, N.,
Tanaka, H., Nasu, J., Motome, Y., Shibauchi, T., & Matsuda, Y. (2018b). Unusual Thermal
Hall Effect in a Kitaev Spin Liquid Candidate α−RuCl3. Phys. Rev. Lett., 120, 217205.

[327] Katsura, H., Nagaosa, N., & Lee, P. A. (2010). Theory of the Thermal Hall Effect in
Quantum Magnets. Phys. Rev. Lett., 104(6), 066403.

[328] Katzgraber, H. G., Hamze, F., Zhu, Z., Ochoa, A. J., & Munoz-Bauza, H. (2015).
Seeking quantum speedup through spin glasses: The good, the bad, and the ugly. Phys.
Rev. X, 5, 031026.

[329] Kaul, R. K. & Sachdev, S. (2008). Quantum criticality of U(1) gauge theories with
fermionic and bosonic matter in two spatial dimensions. Phys. Rev. B, 77(15), 155105.

[330] Kawamura, H. (1988). Renormalization-group analysis of chiral transitions. Phys. Rev.
B, 38(7), 4916.

[331] Kawamura, H. (1998). Universality of phase transitions of frustrated antiferromagnets.
J. Phys.: Condens. Matter, 10(22), 4707.

[332] Kawano, M. & Hotta, C. (2019). Thermal Hall effect and topological edge states in a
square-lattice antiferromagnet. Phys. Rev. B, 99, 054422.

499



References

[333] Keesling, A., Omran, A., Levine, H., Bernien, H., Pichler, H., Choi, S., Samajdar,
R., Schwartz, S., Silvi, P., Sachdev, S., Zoller, P., Endres, M., Greiner, M., Vuletić, V.,
& Lukin, M. D. (2019). Quantum Kibble–Zurek mechanism and critical dynamics on a
programmable Rydberg simulator. Nature, 568(7751), 207.

[334] Kerszberg, M. & Mukamel, D. (1981). Fluctuation-induced first-order transitions and
symmetry-breaking fields. I. Cubic model. Phys. Rev. B, 23, 3943–3952.

[335] Ketterer, A., Wyderka, N., & Gühne, O. (2020). Entanglement characterization using
quantum designs. Quantum, 4, 325.

[336] Khaliullin, G. (2005). Orbital order and fluctuations in Mott insulators. Prog. Theor.
Phys. Supp., 160, 155–202.

[337] Kibble, T. W. B. (1976). Topology of cosmic domains and strings. J. Phys. A: Math.
Gen., 9(8), 1387.

[338] Kibble, T. W. B. (1980). Some implications of a cosmological phase transition. Phys.
Rep., 67(1), 183–199.

[339] Kim, H., Park, Y. J., Kim, K., Sim, H.-S., & Ahn, J. (2018). Detailed Balance of Ther-
malization Dynamics in Rydberg-Atom Quantum Simulators. Phys. Rev. Lett., 120(18),
180502.

[340] Kimura, T., Lashley, J. C., & Ramirez, A. P. (2006). Inversion-symmetry breaking in
the noncollinear magnetic phase of the triangular-lattice antiferromagnet CuFeO2. Phys.
Rev. B, 73, 220401.

[341] Kirkpatrick, S., Gelatt, C. D., & Vecchi, M. P. (1983). Optimization by simulated
annealing. Science, 220(4598), 671–680.

[342] Kitaev, A. (2006). Anyons in an exactly solved model and beyond. Ann. Phys., 321(1),
2–111.

[343] Kitaev, A. & Preskill, J. (2006). Topological entanglement entropy. Phys. Rev. Lett.,
96, 110404.

[344] Kitaev, A. Y. (2003). Fault-tolerant quantum computation by anyons. Ann. Phys.,
303(1), 2–30.

[345] Klanjšek, M., Zorko, A., Žitko, R., Mravlje, J., Jagličić, Z., Biswas, P. K., Prelovšek, P.,
Mihailovic, D., & Arčon, D. (2017). A high-temperature quantum spin liquid with polaron
spins. Nat. Phys., 13(11), 1130–1134.

[346] Kleinert, H., Thoms, S., & Schulte-Frohlinde, V. (1997). Stability of a three-dimensional
cubic fixed point in the two-coupling-constant φ4 theory. Phys. Rev. B, 56, 14428–14434.

[347] Knips, L., Dziewior, J., Kłobus, W., Laskowski, W., Paterek, T., Shadbolt, P. J.,
Weinfurter, H., & Meinecke, J. D. A. (2020). Multipartite entanglement analysis from
random correlations. npj Quantum Inf., 6(1), 51.

[348] Knysh, S. (2016). Zero-temperature quantum annealing bottlenecks in the spin-glass
phase. Nat. Commun., 7(1), 12370.

500



References

[349] Kobayashi, Y., Okada, T., Asai, K., Katada, M., Sano, H., & Ambe, F. (1992). Moess-
bauer spectroscopy and magnetization studies of. α- and β-ruthenium trichloride. Inorg.
Chem., 31(22), 4570–4574.

[350] Kogut, J. B. (1979). An introduction to lattice gauge theory and spin systems. Rev.
Mod. Phys., 51(4), 659–713.

[351] Kohmoto, M. (1985). Topological invariant and the quantization of the Hall conduc-
tance. Ann. Phys., 160, 343.

[352] Kokail, C., Maier, C., van Bijnen, R., Brydges, T., Joshi, M. K., Jurcevic, P., Muschik,
C. A., Silvi, P., Blatt, R., Roos, C. F., & Zoller, P. (2019). Self-verifying variational
quantum simulation of lattice models. Nature, 569(7756), 355–360.

[353] Kolodrubetz, M., Clark, B. K., & Huse, D. A. (2012). Nonequilibrium Dynamic Critical
Scaling of the Quantum Ising Chain. Phys. Rev. Lett., 109, 015701.

[354] Korzhenevskil, A. L. (1976). Connection between the properties of the system of
renormalization-group equations and the symmetry of the Hamiltonian in the phase-
transition problem. Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz, 71, 1434–1442. [Sov. Phys. JETP 44, 751 (1976)].

[355] Kos, F., Poland, D., Simmons-Duffin, D., & Vichi, A. (2016). Precision islands in the
Ising and O(N) models. JHEP, 2016(8), 36.

[356] Kosterlitz, J. M. & Thouless, D. J. (1973). Ordering, metastability and phase transitions
in two-dimensional systems. J. Phys. C: Solid State Phys., 6(7), 1181.

[357] Kottmann, K., Huembeli, P., Lewenstein, M., & Acín, A. (2020). Unsupervised Phase
Discovery with Deep Anomaly Detection. Phys. Rev. Lett., 125(17), 170603.

[358] Kumar, A., Wu, T.-Y., Giraldo, F., & Weiss, D. S. (2018). Sorting ultracold atoms in
a three-dimensional optical lattice in a realization of Maxwell’s demon. Nature, 561(7721),
83.

[359] Kurosaki, Y., Shimizu, Y., Miyagawa, K., Kanoda, K., & Saito, G. (2005). Mott
Transition from a Spin Liquid to a Fermi Liquid in the Spin-Frustrated Organic Conductor
κ−(ET)2Cu2(CN)3. Phys. Rev. Lett., 95, 177001.

[360] Labuhn, H., Barredo, D., Ravets, S., De Léséleuc, S., Macri, T., Lahaye, T., & Browaeys,
A. (2016). Tunable two-dimensional arrays of single Rydberg atoms for realizing quantum
Ising models. Nature, 534(7609), 667.

[361] Lampen-Kelley, P., Janssen, L., Andrade, E. C., Rachel, S., Yan, J.-Q., Balz, C., Man-
drus, D. G., Nagler, S. E., & Vojta, M. (2018). Field-induced intermediate phase in α-
RuCl3: Non-coplanar order, phase diagram, and proximate spin liquid. arXiv:1807.06192
[cond-mat.str-el].

[362] Landau, D. P. (1976). Finite-size behavior of the Ising square lattice. Phys. Rev. B,
13(7), 2997.

[363] Landau, L. D. (1937). On the theory of phase transitions. Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz., 7,
19–32.

501



References

[364] Landau, L. D. & Lifshitz, E. M. (1977). Quantum Mechanics: Non-Relativistic Theory.
Course of Theoretical Physics. Oxford: Pergamon Press, 3 edition.

[365] Läuchli, A. M., Sudan, J., & Moessner, R. (2019). The S = 1/2 Kagome Heisenberg
Antiferromagnet Revisited. Phys. Rev. B, 100, 155142.

[366] Läuchli, A. M., Sudan, J., & Sørensen, E. S. (2011). Ground-state energy and spin gap
of spin-12 Kagomé-Heisenberg antiferromagnetic clusters: Large-scale exact diagonalization
results. Phys. Rev. B, 83, 212401.

[367] Laughlin, R. B. (1983). Anomalous Quantum Hall Effect: An Incompressible Quantum
Fluid with Fractionally Charged Excitations. Phys. Rev. Lett., 50, 1395–1398.

[368] Law, K. T. & Lee, P. A. (2017). 1T-TaS2 as a quantum spin liquid. Proc. Natl. Acad.
Sci. U.S.A., 114(27), 6996–7000.

[369] Laycock, T., Olmos, B., & Lesanovsky, I. (2011). Creation of collective many-body
states and single photons from two-dimensional Rydberg lattice gases. J. Phys. B: At. Mol.
Opt. Phys., 44(18), 184017.

[370] Leahy, I. A., Pocs, C. A., Siegfried, P. E., Graf, D., Do, S.-H., Choi, K.-Y., Normand,
B., & Lee, M. (2017). Anomalous Thermal Conductivity and Magnetic Torque Response
in the Honeycomb Magnet α−RuCl3. Phys. Rev. Lett., 118, 187203.

[371] Lecheminant, P., Bernu, B., Lhuillier, C., Pierre, L., & Sindzingre, P. (1997). Order
versus disorder in the quantum Heisenberg antiferromagnet on the kagomé lattice using
exact spectra analysis. Phys. Rev. B, 56, 2521–2529.

[372] Lee, H., Han, J. H., & Lee, P. A. (2015). Thermal Hall effect of spins in a paramagnet.
Phys. Rev. B, 91, 125413.

[373] Lee, J. Y., Wang, C., Zaletel, M. P., Vishwanath, A., & He, Y.-C. (2018). Emergent
Multi-flavor QED3 at the Plateau Transition between Fractional Chern Insulators: Appli-
cations to graphene heterostructures. Phys. Rev. X, 8(3), 031015.

[374] Lee, P. A. (1989). Gauge field, Aharonov-Bohm flux, and high-Tc superconductivity.
Phys. Rev. Lett., 63, 680–683.

[375] Lee, P. A. (2008). An End to the Drought of Quantum Spin Liquids. Science, 321(5894),
1306–1307.

[376] Lee, P. A., Nagaosa, N., & Wen, X.-G. (2006). Doping a Mott insulator: Physics of
high-temperature superconductivity. Rev. Mod. Phys., 78, 17–85.

[377] Lee, S., Onoda, S., & Balents, L. (2012). Generic quantum spin ice. Phys. Rev. B, 86,
104412.

[378] Lee, S.-S. (2018). Recent Developments in Non-Fermi Liquid Theory. Annu. Rev.
Condens. Matter Phys., 9(1), 227–244.

[379] Lee, W., Kim, H., & Ahn, J. (2017). Defect-free atomic array formation using the
Hungarian matching algorithm. Phys. Rev. A, 95(5), 053424.

502



References

[380] Lee, W., Kim, M., Jo, H., Song, Y., & Ahn, J. (2019). Coherent and dissipative dynamics
of entangled few-body systems of Rydberg atoms. Phys. Rev. A, 99(4), 043404.

[381] Lefrancois, E., Grissonnanche, G., Kelley, P., Balz, C., Yan, J., Mandrus, D., Nagler, S.,
& Taillefer, L. (2019). Thermal Hall effect in the quantum spin liquid candidate α-RuCl3.
Bulletin of the American Physical Society, 64.

[382] Leung, P. W. & Elser, V. (1993). Numerical studies of a 36-site kagomé antiferromagnet.
Phys. Rev. B, 47, 5459–5462.

[383] Levin, M. & Wen, X.-G. (2006). Detecting topological order in a ground state wave
function. Phys. Rev. Lett., 96, 110405.

[384] Levine, H., Keesling, A., Omran, A., Bernien, H., Schwartz, S., Zibrov, A. S., Endres,
M., Greiner, M., Vuletić, V., & Lukin, M. D. (2018). High-fidelity control and entanglement
of Rydberg-atom qubits. Phys. Rev. Lett., 121(12), 123603.

[385] Levy, N., Burke, S. A., Meaker, K. L., Panlasigui, M., Zettl, A., Guinea, F., Neto, A.
H. C., & Crommie, M. F. (2010). Strain-induced pseudo–magnetic fields greater than 300
tesla in graphene nanobubbles. Science, 329(5991), 544–547.

[386] Li, F.-Y., Li, Y.-D., Kim, Y. B., Balents, L., Yu, Y., & Chen, G. (2016). Weyl magnons
in breathing pyrochlore antiferromagnets. Nat. Commun., 7, 12691.

[387] Li, H. & Haldane, F. D. M. (2008). Entanglement Spectrum as a Generalization of En-
tanglement Entropy: Identification of Topological Order in Non-Abelian Fractional Quan-
tum Hall Effect States. Phys. Rev. Lett., 101, 010504.

[388] Li, Y., Adroja, D., Bewley, R. I., Voneshen, D., Tsirlin, A. A., Gegenwart, P., & Zhang,
Q. (2017a). Crystalline Electric-Field Randomness in the Triangular Lattice Spin-Liquid
YbMgGaO4. Phys. Rev. Lett., 118, 107202.

[389] Li, Y., Chen, G., Tong, W., Pi, L., Liu, J., Yang, Z., Wang, X., & Zhang, Q. (2015).
Rare-Earth Triangular Lattice Spin Liquid: A Single-Crystal Study of YbMgGaO4. Phys.
Rev. Lett., 115, 167203.

[390] Li, Y.-D., Lu, Y.-M., & Chen, G. (2017b). Spinon Fermi surface U(1) spin liquid in the
spin-orbit-coupled triangular-lattice Mott insulator YbMgGaO4. Phys. Rev. B, 96, 054445.

[391] Li, Z.-X. & Lee, D.-H. (2019). The thermal Hall conductance of two doped symmetry-
breaking topological insulators. arXiv preprint.

[392] Liang, S., Jiang, M.-H., Chen, W., Li, J.-X., & Wang, Q.-H. (2018). Intermediate
gapless phase and topological phase transition of the Kitaev model in a uniform magnetic
field. Phys. Rev. B, 98(5), 054433.

[393] Liang, S. & Pang, H. (1994). Approximate diagonalization using the density matrix
renormalization-group method: A two-dimensional-systems perspective. Phys. Rev. B,
49(13), 9214.

[394] Lieb, E. H. (1994). Flux Phase of the Half-Filled Band. Phys. Rev. Lett., 73, 2158–2161.

[395] Lieb, E. H. & Robinson, D. W. (1972). The finite group velocity of quantum spin
systems. Comm. Math. Phys., 28(3), 251–257.

503



References

[396] Lienhard, V., De Léséleuc, S., Barredo, D., Lahaye, T., Browaeys, A., Schuler, M.,
Henry, L.-P., & Läuchli, A. M. (2018). Observing the space-and time-dependent growth
of correlations in dynamically tuned synthetic Ising models with antiferromagnetic inter-
actions. Phys. Rev. X, 8(2), 021070.

[397] Lifshitz, E. M., Kosevich, A. M., & Pitaevskii, L. P. (1986). Theory of Elasticity,
volume 7 of Course of Theoretical Physics. Oxford: Elsevier.

[398] Liu, J.-G. & et al. (2022). Computing properties of independent sets by generic pro-
gramming tensor networks. in preparation.

[399] Liu, K., Greitemann, J., & Pollet, L. (2019). Learning multiple order parameters with
interpretable machines. Phys. Rev. B, 99(10), 104410.

[400] Liu, W.-Y., Dong, S.-J., Han, Y.-J., Guo, G.-C., & He, L. (2017). Gradient optimization
of finite projected entangled pair states. Phys. Rev. B, 95(19), 195154.

[401] Liu, Y.-H. & van Nieuwenburg, E. P. L. (2018). Discriminative Cooperative Networks
for Detecting Phase Transitions. Phys. Rev. Lett., 120(17), 176401.

[402] Lodi, A., Martello, S., & Monaci, M. (2002). Two-dimensional packing problems: A
survey. Eur. J. Oper. Res., 141(2), 241–252.

[403] Lou, J., Sandvik, A. W., & Balents, L. (2007). Emergence of U(1) Symmetry in the 3D
XY Model with Zq Anisotropy. Phys. Rev. Lett., 99, 207203.

[404] Lu, Y., Guo, X., Koval, V., & Jia, C. (2019). Topological thermal Hall effect driven by
spin-chirality fluctuations in frustrated antiferromagnets. Phys. Rev. B, 99, 054409.

[405] Lu, Y.-M. (2016). Symmetric Z2 spin liquids and their neighboring phases on triangular
lattice. Phys. Rev. B, 93, 165113.

[406] Lu, Y.-M. & Ran, Y. (2011). Z2 spin liquid and chiral antiferromagnetic phase in the
Hubbard model on the honeycomb lattice. Phys. Rev. B, 84, 024420.

[407] Lu, Y.-M., Ran, Y., & Lee, P. A. (2011). Z2 spin liquids in the S = 1
2 Heisenberg model

on the kagome lattice: A projective symmetry-group study of Schwinger fermion mean-field
states. Phys. Rev. B, 83, 224413.

[408] Lu, Y.-M. & Vishwanath, A. (2012). Theory and classification of interacting integer
topological phases in two dimensions: A Chern-Simons approach. Phys. Rev. B, 86, 125119.

[409] Lu, Y.-M. & Vishwanath, A. (2016). Classification and properties of symmetry-enriched
topological phases: Chern-Simons approach with applications to Z2 spin liquids. Phys. Rev.
B, 93, 155121.

[410] Lucas, A. (2014). Ising formulations of many NP problems. Front. Phys., 2, 5.

[411] Lukin, M. D., Fleischhauer, M., Cote, R., Duan, L. M., Jaksch, D., Cirac, J. I., & Zoller,
P. (2001a). Dipole Blockade and Quantum Information Processing in Mesoscopic Atomic
Ensembles. Phys. Rev. Lett., 87, 037901.

504



References

[412] Lukin, M. D., Fleischhauer, M., Cote, R., Duan, L. M., Jaksch, D., Cirac, J. I., & Zoller,
P. (2001b). Dipole Blockade and Quantum Information Processing in Mesoscopic Atomic
Ensembles. Phys. Rev. Lett., 87(3), 037901.

[413] Luttinger, J. M. (1964). Theory of thermal transport coefficients. Phys. Rev., 135(6A),
A1505.

[414] M. Carmona, J., Pelissetto, A., & Vicari, E. (2000). N -component Ginzburg-Landau
Hamiltonian with cubic anisotropy: A six-loop study. Phys. Rev. B, 61, 15136–15151.

[415] Ma, H. & He, Y.-C. (2019). Shadow of complex fixed point: Approximate conformality
of Q > 4 Potts model. Phys. Rev. B, 99(19), 195130.

[416] Mañes, J. L. (2007). Symmetry-based approach to electron-phonon interactions in
graphene. Phys. Rev. B, 76, 045430.

[417] Mahan, G. D. (2000). Many-Particle Physics. Physics of Solids and Liquids. New York:
Springer Science & Business Media, 3 edition.

[418] Maki, K. (1968). The critical fluctuation of the order parameter in type-II supercon-
ductors. Prog. Theor. Phys, 39(4), 897–906.

[419] Manuel, L., Gazza, C. J., Trumper, A. E., & Ceccatto, H. A. (1996). Heisenberg model
with Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction: A mean-field Schwinger-boson study. Phys. Rev.
B, 54(18), 12946.

[420] Marston, J. B. & Affleck, I. (1989). Large-n limit of the hubbard-heisenberg model.
Phys. Rev. B, 39, 11538–11558.

[421] Matsubara, T. & Matsuda, H. (1956). A Lattice Model of Liquid Helium, I. Prog.
Theor. Phys., 16(6), 569–582.

[422] Matsumoto, R. & Murakami, S. (2011). Theoretical prediction of a rotating magnon
wave packet in ferromagnets. Phys. Rev. Lett., 106(19), 197202.

[423] Matsumoto, R., Shindou, R., & Murakami, S. (2014). Thermal Hall effect of magnons
in magnets with dipolar interaction. Phys. Rev. B, 89(5), 054420.

[424] Mayo, J. J., Fan, Z., Chern, G.-W., & del Campo, A. (2021). Distribution of kinks in
an Ising ferromagnet after annealing and the generalized Kibble-Zurek mechanism. Phys.
Rev. Research, 3, 033150.

[425] McCoy, B. M. & Roan, S.-s. (1990). Excitation spectrum and phase structure of the
chiral Potts model. Phys. Lett. A, 150(8-9), 347–354.

[426] McCulloch, I. P. (2007). From density-matrix renormalization group to matrix product
states. J. Stat. Mech., 2007(10), P10014.

[427] McCulloch, I. P. (2008). Infinite size density matrix renormalization group, revisited.
arXiv:0804.2509 [cond-mat.str-el].

[428] McKay, D. C., Wood, C. J., Sheldon, S., Chow, J. M., & Gambetta, J. M. (2017).
Efficient Z gates for quantum computing. Phys. Rev. A, 96, 022330.

505



References

[429] Mei, J.-W. & Wen, X.-G. (2015). Fractionalized spin-wave continuum in spin liquid
states on the kagome lattice. arXiv:1507.03007 [cond-mat.str-el].

[430] Mendels, P. & Bert, F. (2016). Quantum kagome frustrated antiferromagnets: One
route to quantum spin liquids. C. R. Phys., 17(3-4), 455–470.

[431] Merali, E., Vlugt, I. J. S. D., & Melko, R. G. (2021). Stochastic Series Expansion
Quantum Monte Carlo for Rydberg Arrays. arXiv:2107.00766 [cond-mat.str-el].

[432] Mesaros, A. & Ran, Y. (2013). Classification of symmetry enriched topological phases
with exactly solvable models. Phys. Rev. B, 87, 155115.

[433] Messio, L., Lhuillier, C., & Misguich, G. (2013). Time reversal symmetry breaking
chiral spin liquids: Projective symmetry group approach of bosonic mean-field theories.
Phys. Rev. B, 87(12), 125127.

[434] Metlitski, M. (2022). Boundary criticality of the O(N) model in d = 3 critically revisited.
SciPost Phys., 12(4), 131.

[435] Metlitski, M. A., Fuertes, C. A., & Sachdev, S. (2009). Entanglement entropy in the
O(N) model. Phys. Rev. B, 80(11), 115122.

[436] Metropolis, N., Rosenbluth, A. W., Rosenbluth, M. N., Teller, A. H., & Teller, E.
(1953). Equation of state calculations by fast computing machines. J. Chem. Phys., 21(6),
1087–1092.

[437] Meyes, R., Lu, M., de Puiseau, C. W., & Meisen, T. (2019). Ablation Studies in Artificial
Neural Networks. arXiv:1901.08644 [cs, q-bio].

[438] Michaeli, K. & Finkel’stein, A. M. (2009). Quantum kinetic approach for studying
thermal transport in the presence of electron-electron interactions and disorder. Phys. Rev.
B, 80(11), 115111.

[439] Michon, B., Ataei, A., Bourgeois-Hope, P., Collignon, C., Li, S. Y., Badoux, S., Gour-
gout, A., Laliberté, F., Zhou, J.-S., Doiron-Leyraud, N., & Taillefer, L. (2018). Wiedemann-
Franz Law and Abrupt Change in Conductivity across the Pseudogap Critical Point of a
Cuprate Superconductor. Phys. Rev. X, 8, 041010.

[440] Miles, C., Bohrdt, A., Wu, R., Chiu, C., Xu, M., Ji, G., Greiner, M., Weinberger,
K. Q., Demler, E., & Kim, E.-A. (2021). Correlator convolutional neural networks as an
interpretable architecture for image-like quantum matter data. Nat. Commun., 12(1), 3905.

[441] Misguich, G., Lhuillier, C., Bernu, B., & Waldtmann, C. (1999). Spin-liquid phase of the
multiple-spin exchange Hamiltonian on the triangular lattice. Phys. Rev. B, 60, 1064–1074.

[442] Misguich, G., Serban, D., & Pasquier, V. (2002). Quantum Dimer Model on the Kagome
Lattice: Solvable Dimer-Liquid and Ising Gauge Theory. Phys. Rev. Lett., 89, 137202.

[443] Moessner, R. & Raman, K. S. (2011). Quantum dimer models. In Introduction to
Frustrated Magnetism (pp. 437–479). Berlin, Heidelberg: Springer.

[444] Moessner, R. & Sondhi, S. L. (2001a). Ising models of quantum frustration. Phys. Rev.
B, 63, 224401.

506



References

[445] Moessner, R. & Sondhi, S. L. (2001b). Resonating Valence Bond Phase in the Triangular
Lattice Quantum Dimer Model. Phys. Rev. Lett., 86, 1881–1884.

[446] Moessner, R., Sondhi, S. L., & Chandra, P. (2000). Two-Dimensional Periodic Frus-
trated Ising Models in a Transverse Field. Phys. Rev. Lett., 84, 4457–4460.

[447] Moessner, R., Sondhi, S. L., & Fradkin, E. (2002). Short-ranged resonating valence bond
physics, quantum dimer models, and Ising gauge theories. Phys. Rev. B, 65(2), 024504.

[448] Mook, A., Henk, J., & Mertig, I. (2016). Spin dynamics simulations of topological
magnon insulators: From transverse current correlation functions to the family of magnon
Hall effects. Phys. Rev. B, 94(17), 174444.

[449] Mook, H. A., Dai, P., Dogan, F., & Hunt, R. D. (2000). One-dimensional nature of the
magnetic fluctuations in YBa2Cu3O6.6. Nature, 404(6779), 729.

[450] Moran, N., Pellegrino, D., Slingerland, J. K., & Kells, G. (2017). Parafermionic clock
models and quantum resonance. Phys. Rev. B, 95(23), 235127.

[451] Moriya, T. (1960a). Anisotropic Superexchange Interaction and Weak Ferromagnetism.
Phys. Rev., 120, 91–98.

[452] Moriya, T. (1960b). New mechanism of anisotropic superexchange interaction. Phys.
Rev. Lett., 4(5), 228.

[453] Motrunich, O. I. (2005). Variational study of triangular lattice spin-1/2 model with
ring exchanges and spin liquid state in κ−(ET)2Cu2(CN)3. Phys. Rev. B, 72, 045105.

[454] Mudrov, A. I. & Varnashev, K. B. (1998a). Stability of the three-dimensional fixed
point in a model with three coupling constants from the ϵ expansion: Three-loop results.
Phys. Rev. B, 57, 5704–5710.

[455] Mudrov, A. I. & Varnashev, K. B. (1998b). Three-loop renormalization-group analysis
of a complex model with stable fixed point: Critical exponents up to ϵ3 and ϵ4. Phys. Rev.
B, 57, 3562–3576.

[456] Mudrov, A. I. & Varnashev, K. B. (2001a). Critical behavior of certain antiferromagnets
with complicated ordering: Four-loop ε-expansion analysis. Phys. Rev. B, 64, 214423.

[457] Mudrov, A. I. & Varnashev, K. B. (2001b). Critical thermodynamics of three-
dimensional MN -component field model with cubic anisotropy from higher-loop ε expan-
sion. J. Phys. A: Math. Gen., 34(23), L347.

[458] Mukamel, D. (1975). Physical realizations of n ≥ 4 vector models. Phys. Rev. Lett.,
34(8), 481.

[459] Mukamel, D. & Krinsky, S. (1975). Epsilon-expansion analysis of some physically real-
izable n ≥ 4 vector models. J. Phys. C, 8(22), L496.

[460] Mukamel, D. & Krinsky, S. (1976). Physical realizations of n ≥ 4-component vector
models. I. Derivation of the Landau-Ginzburg-Wilson Hamiltonians. Phys. Rev. B, 13(11),
5065.

507



References

[461] Murakami, S. & Okamoto, A. (2016). Thermal hall effect of magnons. J. Phys. Soc.
Jpn., 86(1), 011010.

[462] Nagaosa, N. & Lee, P. A. (1990). Normal-state properties of the uniform resonating-
valence-bond state. Phys. Rev. Lett., 64, 2450–2453.

[463] Nakamura, J., Liang, S., Gardner, G. C., & Manfra, M. J. (2020). Direct observation
of anyonic braiding statistics. Nat. Phys., 16(9), 931–936.

[464] Nakamura, T. (2008). Efficient Monte Carlo Algorithm in Quasi-One-Dimensional Ising
Spin Systems. Phys. Rev. Lett., 101(21), 210602.

[465] Nakamura, T. & Ito, Y. (2003). A Quantum Monte Carlo Algorithm Realizing an
Intrinsic Relaxation. J. Phys. Soc. Japan, 72(10), 2405–2408.

[466] Nakano, H. & Sakai, T. (2011). Numerical-diagonalization study of spin gap issue of
the Kagome lattice Heisenberg antiferromagnet. J. Phys. Soc. Jpn., 80(5), 053704.

[467] Nakata, K., Klinovaja, J., & Loss, D. (2017). Magnonic quantum Hall effect and
Wiedemann-Franz law. Phys. Rev. B, 95(12), 125429.

[468] Nasu, J., Kato, Y., Kamiya, Y., & Motome, Y. (2018). Successive Majorana topological
transitions driven by a magnetic field in the Kitaev model. Phys. Rev. B, 98(6), 060416.

[469] Navon, N., Gaunt, A. L., Smith, R. P., & Hadzibabic, Z. (2015). Critical dynamics of
spontaneous symmetry breaking in a homogeneous Bose gas. Science, 347(6218), 167–170.

[470] Nayak, C., Simon, S. H., Stern, A., Freedman, M., & Sarma, S. D. (2008). Non-Abelian
anyons and topological quantum computation. Rev. Mod. Phys., 80(3), 1083.

[471] Neven, A., Carrasco, J., Vitale, V., Kokail, C., Elben, A., Dalmonte, M., Calabrese, P.,
Zoller, P., Vermersch, B., Kueng, R., & Kraus, B. (2021). Symmetry-resolved entanglement
detection using partial transpose moments. arXiv:2103.07443 [cond-mat].

[472] Nielsen, A. E. B., Sierra, G., & Cirac, J. I. (2013). Local models of fractional quantum
Hall states in lattices and physical implementation. Nat. Commun., 4, 2864.

[473] Nikolić, P. & Senthil, T. (2005). Theory of the kagome lattice Ising antiferromagnet in
weak transverse fields. Phys. Rev. B, 71, 024401.

[474] Niven, D. R. & Smith, R. A. (2002). Absence of singular superconducting fluctuation
corrections to thermal conductivity. Phys. Rev. B, 66, 214505.

[475] Nomura, K., Ryu, S., Furusaki, A., & Nagaosa, N. (2012). Cross-Correlated Responses
of Topological Superconductors and Superfluids. Phys. Rev. Lett., 108, 026802.

[476] Norman, M. R. (2016). Colloquium: Herbertsmithite and the search for the quantum
spin liquid. Rev. Mod. Phys., 88, 041002.

[477] Okamoto, S. (2013). Global phase diagram of a doped Kitaev-Heisenberg model. Phys.
Rev. B, 87, 064508.

508



References

[478] Omran, A., Levine, H., Keesling, A., Semeghini, G., Wang, T. T., Ebadi, S., Bernien,
H., Zibrov, A. S., Pichler, H., Choi, S., Cui, J., Rossignolo, M., Rembold, P., Montangero,
S., Calarco, T., Endres, M., Greiner, M., Vuletić, V., & Lukin, M. D. (2019). Generation
and manipulation of Schrödinger cat states in Rydberg atom arrays. Science, 365(6453),
570–574.

[479] Ortiz, G., Cobanera, E., & Nussinov, Z. (2012). Dualities and the phase diagram of the
p-clock model. Nucl. Phys. B, 854(3), 780–814.

[480] Ostlund, S. (1981). Incommensurate and commensurate phases in asymmetric clock
models. Phys. Rev. B, 24(1), 398.

[481] Östlund, S. & Rommer, S. (1995). Thermodynamic limit of density matrix renormal-
ization. Phys. Rev. Lett., 75(19), 3537.

[482] Owerre, S. A. (2016a). Magnon Hall effect in AB-stacked bilayer honeycomb quantum
magnets. Phys. Rev. B, 94(9), 094405.

[483] Owerre, S. A. (2016b). Topological honeycomb magnon Hall effect: A calculation of
thermal Hall conductivity of magnetic spin excitations. J. Appl. Phys., 120(4), 043903.

[484] Owerre, S. A. (2017a). Topological magnetic excitations on the distorted kagomé anti-
ferromagnets: Applications to volborthite, vesignieite, and edwardsite. EPL, 117(3), 37006.

[485] Owerre, S. A. (2017b). Topological magnon bands and unconventional thermal Hall
effect on the frustrated honeycomb and bilayer triangular lattice. J. Phys.: Condens.
Matter, 29(38), 385801.

[486] Owerre, S. A. (2017c). Topological thermal Hall effect in frustrated kagome antiferro-
magnets. Phys. Rev. B, 95(1), 014422.

[487] Paddison, J. A. M., Daum, M., Dun, Z., Ehlers, G., Liu, Y., Stone, M. B., Zhou, H., &
Mourigal, M. (2017). Continuous excitations of the triangular-lattice quantum spin liquid
YbMgGaO4. Nat. Phys., 13(2), 117–122.

[488] Pagano, G., Bapat, A., Becker, P., Collins, K. S., De, A., Hess, P. W., Kaplan, H. B.,
Kyprianidis, A., Tan, W. L., Baldwin, C., Brady, L. T., Deshpande, A., Liu, F., Jordan, S.,
Gorshkov, A. V., & Monroe, C. (2020). Quantum approximate optimization of the long-
range Ising model with a trapped-ion quantum simulator. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A.,
117(41), 25396–25401.

[489] Parameswaran, S. A. (2015). Modern Topics in Quantum Condensed Matter. Lecture
notes for the UC Irvine course PHY238C: Condensed Matter Physics, Spring 2015.

[490] Park, K. & Sachdev, S. (2001). Bond-operator theory of doped antiferromagnets: From
Mott insulators with bond-centered charge order to superconductors with nodal fermions.
Phys. Rev. B, 64, 184510.

[491] Park, Y. J. & Haldane, F. D. M. (2014). Guiding-center hall viscosity and intrinsic
dipole moment along edges of incompressible fractional quantum hall fluids. Phys. Rev. B,
90, 045123.

509



References

[492] Parrikar, O., Hughes, T. L., & Leigh, R. G. (2014). Torsion, parity-odd response, and
anomalies in topological states. Phys. Rev. D, 90, 105004.

[493] Parruccini, P. & Rossi, P. (2001). Generalized crossover in multiparameter Hamiltoni-
ans. Phys. Rev. E, 64, 047104.

[494] Passarino, G. & Veltman, M. (1979). One-loop corrections for e+ e− annihilation into
µ+ µ− in the Weinberg model. Nucl. Phys. B, 160(1), 151–207.

[495] Patel, N. D. & Trivedi, N. (2019). Magnetic field-induced intermediate quantum spin
liquid with a spinon Fermi surface. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A., 116(25), 12199–12203.

[496] Paul, I. & Kotliar, G. (2003). Thermal transport for many-body tight-binding models.
Phys. Rev. B, 67(11), 115131.

[497] Pelissetto, A., Rossi, P., & Vicari, E. (2001). Critical behavior of frustrated spin models
with noncollinear order. Phys. Rev. B, 63, 140414(R).

[498] Pelissetto, A. & Vicari, E. (2002). Critical phenomena and renormalization group theory.
Phys. Rep., 368, 549–727.

[499] Pelissetto, A. & Vicari, E. (2005). Interacting N -vector order parameters with O(N)
symmetry. Condensed Matter Phys., 8(1), 87–101.

[500] Peschel, I., Wang, X., Kaulke, M., & Hallberg, K., Eds. (1999). Density-matrix Renor-
malization: A New Numerical Method in Physics. Lecture Notes in Physics. Berlin Heidel-
berg: Springer-Verlag.

[501] Petrosyan, D. (2013). Two-dimensional crystals of Rydberg excitations in a resonantly
driven lattice gas. Phys. Rev. A, 88(4), 043431.

[502] Pichler, H., Wang, S.-T., Zhou, L., Choi, S., & Lukin, M. D. (2018a). Computational
complexity of the Rydberg blockade in two dimensions. arXiv:1809.04954 [quant-ph].

[503] Pichler, H., Wang, S.-T., Zhou, L., Choi, S., & Lukin, M. D. (2018b). Quantum op-
timization for maximum independent set using Rydberg atom arrays. arXiv:1808.10816
[quant-ph].

[504] Plat, X., Alet, F., Capponi, S., & Totsuka, K. (2015). Magnetization plateaus of an
easy-axis kagome antiferromagnet with extended interactions. Phys. Rev. B, 92, 174402.

[505] Pohl, T., Demler, E., & Lukin, M. D. (2010). Dynamical crystallization in the dipole
blockade of ultracold atoms. Phys. Rev. Lett., 104(4), 043002.

[506] Pokrovskiĭ, V. L. & Talapov, A. L. (1978). Phase transitions and vibrational spectra of
almost commensurate structures. Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz., 75(3), 1151–1157.

[507] Pokrovsky, V. L. & Talapov, A. L. (1979). Ground state, spectrum, and phase diagram
of two-dimensional incommensurate crystals. Phys. Rev. Lett., 42(1), 65.

[508] Polkovnikov, A. (2005). Universal adiabatic dynamics in the vicinity of a quantum
critical point. Phys. Rev. B, 72, 161201.

510



References

[509] Polkovnikov, A., Sengupta, K., Silva, A., & Vengalattore, M. (2011). Colloquium:
Nonequilibrium dynamics of closed interacting quantum systems. Rev. Mod. Phys., 83,
863–883.

[510] Pollmann, F., Turner, A. M., Berg, E., & Oshikawa, M. (2010). Entanglement spectrum
of a topological phase in one dimension. Phys. Rev. B, 81(6), 064439.

[511] Polyakov, A. M. (1969). Microscopic Description of Critical Phenomena. Sov. Phys.
JETP, 28, 533.

[512] Polyakov, A. M. (1977). Quark confinement and topology of gauge theories. Nucl. Phys.
B, 120(3), 429–458.

[513] Qi, Y. & Cheng, M. (2018). Classification of symmetry fractionalization in gapped Z2

spin liquids. Phys. Rev. B, 97, 115138.

[514] Qi, Y. & Fu, L. (2015). Detecting crystal symmetry fractionalization from the ground
state: Application to Z2 spin liquids on the kagome lattice. Phys. Rev. B, 91(10), 100401.

[515] Qian, J., Zhou, L., & Zhang, W. (2013). Quantum phases of strongly interacting
Rydberg atoms in triangular lattices. Phys. Rev. A, 87(6), 063421.

[516] Qin, M., Schäfer, T., Andergassen, S., Corboz, P., & Gull, E. (2022). The Hubbard
model: A computational perspective. Annu. Rev. Condens. Matter Phys., 13, 275–302.

[517] Qin, T., Niu, Q., & Shi, J. (2011). Energy Magnetization and the Thermal Hall Effect.
Phys. Rev. Lett., 107(23), 236601.

[518] Qin, T., Zhou, J., & Shi, J. (2012). Berry curvature and the phonon Hall effect. Phys.
Rev. B, 86, 104305.

[519] Qin, Y. Q., Normand, B., Sandvik, A. W., & Meng, Z. Y. (2015). Multiplicative loga-
rithmic corrections to quantum criticality in three-dimensional dimerized antiferromagnets.
Phys. Rev. B, 92(21), 214401.

[520] Rachel, S., Fritz, L., & Vojta, M. (2016). Landau Levels of Majorana Fermions in a
Spin Liquid. Phys. Rev. Lett., 116, 167201.

[521] Ralko, A., Ferrero, M., Becca, F., Ivanov, D., & Mila, F. (2005). Zero-temperature
properties of the quantum dimer model on the triangular lattice. Phys. Rev. B, 71, 224109.

[522] Ralko, A., Ferrero, M., Becca, F., Ivanov, D., & Mila, F. (2006). Dynamics of the
quantum dimer model on the triangular lattice: Soft modes and local resonating valence-
bond correlations. Phys. Rev. B, 74, 134301.

[523] Ralko, A., Poilblanc, D., & Moessner, R. (2008). Generic Mixed Columnar-Plaquette
Phases in Rokhsar-Kivelson Models. Phys. Rev. Lett., 100, 037201.

[524] Ran, Y., Hermele, M., Lee, P. A., & Wen, X.-G. (2007). Projected-Wave-Function Study
of the Spin-1/2 Heisenberg Model on the Kagomé Lattice. Phys. Rev. Lett., 98, 117205.

[525] Rau, J. G., Lee, E. K.-H., & Kee, H.-Y. (2014). Generic Spin Model for the Honeycomb
Iridates beyond the Kitaev Limit. Phys. Rev. Lett., 112, 077204.

511



References

[526] Rau, J. G., Lee, E. K.-H., & Kee, H.-Y. (2016). Spin-orbit physics giving rise to novel
phases in correlated systems: Iridates and related materials. Annu. Rev. Condens. Matter
Phys., 7, 195–221.

[527] Read, N. (2009). Non-Abelian adiabatic statistics and Hall viscosity in quantum Hall
states and px + ipy paired superfluids. Phys. Rev. B, 79, 045308.

[528] Read, N. & Chakraborty, B. (1989). Statistics of the excitations of the resonating-
valence-bond state. Phys. Rev. B, 40, 7133–7140.

[529] Read, N. & Green, D. (2000). Paired states of fermions in two dimensions with breaking
of parity and time-reversal symmetries and the fractional quantum Hall effect. Phys. Rev.
B, 61, 10267–10297.

[530] Read, N. & Rezayi, E. H. (2011). Hall viscosity, orbital spin, and geometry: Paired
superfluids and quantum hall systems. Phys. Rev. B, 84, 085316.

[531] Read, N. & Sachdev, S. (1989). Valence-bond and spin-Peierls ground states of low-
dimensional quantum antiferromagnets. Phys. Rev. Lett., 62, 1694–1697.

[532] Read, N. & Sachdev, S. (1991). Large-N expansion for frustrated quantum antiferro-
magnets. Phys. Rev. Lett., 66, 1773–1776.

[533] Reinicke, P. (1987). Analytical and non-analytical corrections to finite-size scaling. J.
Phys. A: Math. Gen., 20(15), 5325.

[534] Rem, B. S., Käming, N., Tarnowski, M., Asteria, L., Fläschner, N., Becker, C., Seng-
stock, K., & Weitenberg, C. (2019). Identifying Quantum Phase Transitions Using Artificial
Neural Networks on Experimental Data. Nat. Phys., 15(9), 917–920.

[535] Ribak, A., Silber, I., Baines, C., Chashka, K., Salman, Z., Dagan, Y., & Kanigel, A.
(2017). Gapless excitations in the ground state of 1T−TaS2. Phys. Rev. B, 96, 195131.

[536] Robinson, N. J., Essler, F. H. L., Cabrera, I., & Coldea, R. (2014). Quasiparticle
breakdown in the quasi-one-dimensional Ising ferromagnet CoNb2O6. Phys. Rev. B, 90,
174406.

[537] Rodney, M., Song, H. F., Lee, S.-S., Le Hur, K., & Sørensen, E. S. (2013). Scaling of
entanglement entropy across Lifshitz transitions. Phys. Rev. B, 87(11), 115132.

[538] Rokhsar, D. S. & Kivelson, S. A. (1988). Superconductivity and the Quantum Hard-
Core Dimer Gas. Phys. Rev. Lett., 61, 2376–2379.

[539] Roland, J. & Cerf, N. J. (2002). Quantum search by local adiabatic evolution. Phys.
Rev. A, 65, 042308.

[540] Rommer, S. & Östlund, S. (1997). Class of ansatz wave functions for one-dimensional
spin systems and their relation to the density matrix renormalization group. Phys. Rev. B,
55(4), 2164.

[541] Ronnow, T. F., Wang, Z., Job, J., Boixo, S., Isakov, S. V., Wecker, D., Martinis, J. M.,
Lidar, D. A., & Troyer, M. (2014). Defining and detecting quantum speedup. Science,
345(6195), 420–424.

512



References

[542] Ronquillo, D. C., Vengal, A., & Trivedi, N. (2019). Signatures of magnetic-field-driven
quantum phase transitions in the entanglement entropy and spin dynamics of the Kitaev
honeycomb model. Phys. Rev. B, 99(14), 140413(R).

[543] Roychowdhury, K., Bhattacharjee, S., & Pollmann, F. (2015). Z2 topological liquid of
hard-core bosons on a kagome lattice at 1/3 filling. Phys. Rev. B, 92, 075141.

[544] Rüegg, C., Normand, B., Matsumoto, M., Furrer, A., McMorrow, D. F., Krämer, K. W.,
Güdel, H.-U., Gvasaliya, S. N., Mutka, H., & Boehm, M. (2008). Quantum Magnets
under Pressure: Controlling Elementary Excitations in TlCuCl3. Phys. Rev. Lett., 100(20),
205701.

[545] Ryu, S., Moore, J. E., & Ludwig, A. W. W. (2012). Electromagnetic and gravitational
responses and anomalies in topological insulators and superconductors. Phys. Rev. B, 85(4),
045104.

[546] Saadatmand, S. N. & McCulloch, I. P. (2016). Symmetry fractionalization in the topo-
logical phase of the spin-12 J1−J2 triangular Heisenberg model. Phys. Rev. B, 94, 121111(R).

[547] Saadatmand, S. N. & McCulloch, I. P. (2017). Detection and characterization of
symmetry-broken long-range orders in the spin-1/2 triangular Heisenberg model. Phys.
Rev. B, 96, 075117.

[548] Sachdev, S. (1992). Kagomé- and triangular-lattice Heisenberg antiferromagnets: Or-
dering from quantum fluctuations and quantum-disordered ground states with unconfined
bosonic spinons. Phys. Rev. B, 45, 12377–12396.

[549] Sachdev, S. (1998). Nonzero-temperature transport near fractional quantum Hall critical
points. Phys. Rev. B, 57, 7157–7173.

[550] Sachdev, S. (2011). Quantum Phase Transitions. New York: Cambridge University
Press, 2 edition.

[551] Sachdev, S. (2019). Topological order, emergent gauge fields, and Fermi surface recon-
struction. Rep. Prog. Phys., 82(1), 014001.

[552] Sachdev, S. (2022). Quantum Phases of Matter. Cambridge University Press.

[553] Sachdev, S. & Jalabert, R. (1990). Effective lattice models for two-dimensional quantum
antiferromagnets. Mod. Phys. Lett. B, 4(16), 1043–1052.

[554] Sachdev, S., Metlitski, M. A., Qi, Y., & Xu, C. (2009). Fluctuating spin density waves
in metals. Phys. Rev. B, 80(15), 155129.

[555] Sachdev, S. & Park, K. (2002). Ground states of quantum antiferromagnets in two
dimensions. Ann. Phys., 298(1), 58–122.

[556] Sachdev, S., Sengupta, K., & Girvin, S. M. (2002). Mott insulators in strong electric
fields. Phys. Rev. B, 66(7), 075128.

[557] Sachdev, S. & Senthil, T. (1996). Zero Temperature Phase Transitions in Quantum
Heisenberg Ferromagnets. Ann. Phys., 251, 76–122.

513



References

[558] Sachdev, S., Senthil, T., & Shankar, R. (1994). Finite-temperature properties of quan-
tum antiferromagnets in a uniform magnetic field in one and two dimensions. Phys. Rev.
B, 50, 258–272.

[559] Sachdev, S. & Vojta, M. (2000). Translational symmetry breaking in two-dimensional
antiferromagnets and superconductors. J. Phys. Soc. Japan. Suppl. B, 69, 1.

[560] Saffman, M., Walker, T. G., & Mølmer, K. (2010). Quantum information with Rydberg
atoms. Rev. Mod. Phys., 82, 2313–2363.

[561] Samajdar, R., Chatterjee, S., Sachdev, S., & Scheurer, M. S. (2019). Thermal Hall effect
in square-lattice spin liquids: A Schwinger boson mean-field study. Phys. Rev. B, 99(16),
165126.

[562] Samajdar, R., Choi, S., Pichler, H., Lukin, M. D., & Sachdev, S. (2018). Numerical
study of the chiral Z3 quantum phase transition in one spatial dimension. Phys. Rev. A,
98, 023614.

[563] Samajdar, R., Ho, W. W., Pichler, H., Lukin, M. D., & Sachdev, S. (2020). Com-
plex Density Wave Orders and Quantum Phase Transitions in a Model of Square-Lattice
Rydberg Atom Arrays. Phys. Rev. Lett., 124(10), 103601.

[564] Samajdar, R., Ho, W. W., Pichler, H., Lukin, M. D., & Sachdev, S. (2021). Quantum
phases of Rydberg atoms on a kagome lattice. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A., 118(4),
e2015785118.

[565] Samajdar, R., Scheurer, M. S., Chatterjee, S., Guo, H., Xu, C., & Sachdev, S. (2019).
Enhanced thermal Hall effect in the square-lattice Néel state. Nat. Phys., 15, 1290–1294.

[566] Sandvik, A. W. (1998). Stochastic method for analytic continuation of quantum Monte
Carlo data. Phys. Rev. B, 57, 10287–10290.

[567] Sandvik, A. W. (2003). Stochastic series expansion method for quantum Ising models
with arbitrary interactions. Phys. Rev. E, 68(5), 056701.

[568] Sandvik, A. W. (2010). Computational Studies of Quantum Spin Systems. AIP Conf.
Proc., 1297(1), 135–338.

[569] Sarker, S., Jayaprakash, C., Krishnamurthy, H. R., & Ma, M. (1989). Bosonic mean-
field theory of quantum Heisenberg spin systems: Bose condensation and magnetic order.
Phys. Rev. B, 40(7), 5028.

[570] Savary, L. & Balents, L. (2012). Coulombic Quantum Liquids in Spin-1/2 Pyrochlores.
Phys. Rev. Lett., 108, 037202.

[571] Savary, L. & Balents, L. (2016). Quantum spin liquids: a review. Rep. Prog. Phys.,
80(1), 016502.

[572] Schäfer, T., Wentzell, N., Šimkovic, F., He, Y.-Y., Hille, C., Klett, M., Eckhardt, C. J.,
Arzhang, B., Harkov, V., Le Régent, F. m. c.-M., Kirsch, A., Wang, Y., Kim, A. J., Kozik,
E., Stepanov, E. A., Kauch, A., Andergassen, S., Hansmann, P., Rohe, D., Vilk, Y. M.,
LeBlanc, J. P. F., Zhang, S., Tremblay, A.-M. S., Ferrero, M., Parcollet, O., & Georges,
A. (2021). Tracking the Footprints of Spin Fluctuations: A MultiMethod, MultiMessenger
Study of the Two-Dimensional Hubbard Model. Phys. Rev. X, 11, 011058.

514



References

[573] Schaffer, R., Bhattacharjee, S., & Kim, Y. B. (2012). Quantum phase transition in
Heisenberg-Kitaev model. Phys. Rev. B, 86, 224417.

[574] Schauß, P., Cheneau, M., Endres, M., Fukuhara, T., Hild, S., Omran, A., Pohl, T.,
Gross, C., Kuhr, S., & Bloch, I. (2012). Observation of spatially ordered structures in a
two-dimensional Rydberg gas. Nature, 491(7422), 87.

[575] Scheurer, M. S., Chatterjee, S., Wu, W., Ferrero, M., Georges, A., & Sachdev, S. (2018).
Topological order in the pseudogap metal. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A., 115, E3665.

[576] Scheurer, M. S. & Sachdev, S. (2018). Orbital currents in insulating and doped antifer-
romagnets. Phys. Rev. B, 98, 235126.

[577] Schiffer, B. F., Tura, J., & Cirac, J. I. (2021). Adiabatic Spectroscopy and a Variational
Quantum Adiabatic Algorithm. arXiv:2103.01226 [quant-ph].

[578] Scholl, P., Schuler, M., Williams, H. J., Eberharter, A. A., Barredo, D., Schymik, K.-
N., Lienhard, V., Henry, L.-P., Lang, T. C., Lahaye, T., Läuchli, A. M., & Browaeys, A.
(2021). Quantum simulation of 2D antiferromagnets with hundreds of Rydberg atoms.
Nature, 595(7866), 233–238.

[579] Schollwöck, U. (2005). The density-matrix renormalization group. Rev. Mod. Phys.,
77(1), 259.

[580] Schollwöck, U. (2011a). The density-matrix renormalization group: a short introduc-
tion. Phil. Trans. R. Soc. A, 369(1946), 2643–2661.

[581] Schollwöck, U. (2011b). The density-matrix renormalization group in the age of matrix
product states. Ann. Phys., 326(1), 96–192.

[582] Schuler, M., Whitsitt, S., Henry, L.-P., Sachdev, S., & Läuchli, A. M. (2016). Universal
Signatures of Quantum Critical Points from Finite-Size Torus Spectra: A Window into the
Operator Content of Higher-Dimensional Conformal Field Theories. Phys. Rev. Lett., 117,
210401.

[583] Schulz, H. J. (1980). Critical behavior of commensurate-incommensurate phase transi-
tions in two dimensions. Phys. Rev. B, 22, 5274–5277.

[584] Sears, J. A., Songvilay, M., Plumb, K. W., Clancy, J. P., Qiu, Y., Zhao, Y., Parshall,
D., & Kim, Y.-J. (2015). Magnetic order in α − RuCl3: A honeycomb-lattice quantum
magnet with strong spin-orbit coupling. Phys. Rev. B, 91, 144420.

[585] Seiberg, N., Senthil, T., Wang, C., & Witten, E. (2016). A Duality Web in 2+1 Dimen-
sions and Condensed Matter Physics. Ann. Phys., 374, 395–433.

[586] Seiberg, N. & Witten, E. (2016). Gapped boundary phases of topological insulators via
weak coupling. Prog. Theor. Exp. Phys., 2016(12).

[587] Seki, S., Onose, Y., & Tokura, Y. (2008). Spin-Driven Ferroelectricity in Triangular
Lattice Antiferromagnets ACrO2 (A = Cu, Ag, Li, or Na). Phys. Rev. Lett., 101, 067204.

[588] Sela, E., Punk, M., & Garst, M. (2011). Dislocation-mediated melting of one-
dimensional Rydberg crystals. Phys. Rev. B, 84(8), 085434.

515



References

[589] Selke, W. (1988). The ANNNI model—Theoretical analysis and experimental applica-
tion. Phys. Rep., 170(4), 213–264.

[590] Selke, W. & Yeomans, J. M. (1982). A Monte Carlo study of the asymmetric clock or
chiral Potts model in two dimensions. Z. Phys. B, 46(4), 311–318.

[591] Semeghini, G. et al. (2022). to appear.

[592] Semeghini, G., Levine, H., Keesling, A., Ebadi, S., Wang, T. T., Bluvstein, D., Verresen,
R., Pichler, H., Kalinowski, M., Samajdar, R., Omran, A., Sachdev, S., Vishwanath, A.,
Greiner, M., Vuletić, V., & Lukin, M. D. (2021). Probing topological spin liquids on a
programmable quantum simulator. Science, 374, 1242–1247.

[593] Sen, D. & Chitra, R. (1995). Large-U limit of a Hubbard model in a magnetic field:
Chiral spin interactions and paramagnetism. Phys. Rev. B, 51, 1922–1925.

[594] Senthil, T. & Fisher, M. P. A. (2000). Z2 gauge theory of electron fractionalization in
strongly correlated systems. Phys. Rev. B, 62, 7850–7881.

[595] Senthil, T. & Fisher, M. P. A. (2001). Fractionalization in the Cuprates: Detecting the
Topological Order. Phys. Rev. Lett., 86, 292–295.

[596] Senthil, T. & Fisher, M. P. A. (2006). Competing orders, nonlinear sigma models, and
topological terms in quantum magnets. Phys. Rev. B, 74(6), 064405.

[597] Senthil, T., Vishwanath, A., Balents, L., Sachdev, S., & Fisher, M. P. A. (2004). De-
confined Quantum Critical Points. Science, 303(5663), 1490–1494.

[598] Serbyn, M. & Lee, P. A. (2013). Spinon-phonon interaction in algebraic spin liquids.
Phys. Rev. B, 87, 174424.

[599] Seshadri, R. & Sen, D. (2018). Topological magnons in a kagome-lattice spin system
with XXZ and Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interactions. Phys. Rev. B, 97(13), 134411.

[600] Shackleton, H., Thomson, A., & Sachdev, S. (2021). Deconfined criticality and a gapless
Z2 spin liquid in the square-lattice antiferromagnet. Phys. Rev. B, 104, 045110.

[601] Shao, H., Qin, Y. Q., Capponi, S., Chesi, S., Meng, Z. Y., & Sandvik, A. W. (2017).
Nearly Deconfined Spinon Excitations in the Square-Lattice Spin-1/2 Heisenberg Antifer-
romagnet. Phys. Rev. X, 7, 041072.

[602] Shao, H. & Sandvik, A. W. (2022). Progress on stochastic analytic continuation of
quantum Monte Carlo data.

[603] Shapourian, H., Hughes, T. L., & Ryu, S. (2015). Viscoelastic response of topological
tight-binding models in two and three dimensions. Phys. Rev. B, 92, 165131.

[604] Shen, Y., Li, Y.-D., Walker, H. C., Steffens, P., Boehm, M., Zhang, X., Shen, S., Wo,
H., Chen, G., & Zhao, J. (2018). Fractionalized excitations in the partially magnetized spin
liquid candidate YbMgGaO4. Nat.Commun., 9(1), 1–7.

[605] Shen, Y., Li, Y.-D., Wo, H., Li, Y., Shen, S., Pan, B., Wang, Q., Walker, H. C., Steffens,
P., Boehm, M., Hao, Y., Quintero-Castro, D. L., Harriger, L. W., Frontzek, M. D., Hao,
L., Meng, S., Zhang, Q., Chen, G., & Zhao, J. (2016). Evidence for a spinon Fermi surface
in a triangular-lattice quantum-spin-liquid candidate. Nature, 540(7634), 559–562.

516



References

[606] Shender, E. F. (1982). Antiferromagnetic garnets with fluctuationally interacting sub-
lattices. Sov. Phys. JETP, 56(1), 178.

[607] Sheng, D. N., Motrunich, O. I., & Fisher, M. P. A. (2009). Spin Bose-metal phase in a
spin-12 model with ring exchange on a two-leg triangular strip. Phys. Rev. B, 79, 205112.

[608] Shiekh, A. Y. (1990). Zeta-function regularization of quantum field theory. Can. J.
Phys., 68(7-8), 620–629.

[609] Shimizu, Y., Miyagawa, K., Kanoda, K., Maesato, M., & Saito, G. (2003). Spin Liquid
State in an Organic Mott Insulator with a Triangular Lattice. Phys. Rev. Lett., 91, 107001.

[610] Shindou, R., Matsumoto, R., Murakami, S., & Ohe, J.-i. (2013). Topological chiral
magnonic edge mode in a magnonic crystal. Phys. Rev. B, 87(17), 174427.

[611] Shitade, A. & Kimura, T. (2014). Bulk angular momentum and Hall viscosity in chiral
superconductors. Phys. Rev. B, 90, 134510.

[612] Singh, Y. & Gegenwart, P. (2010). Antiferromagnetic Mott insulating state in single
crystals of the honeycomb lattice material Na2IrO3. Phys. Rev. B, 82, 064412.

[613] Singh, Y., Manni, S., Reuther, J., Berlijn, T., Thomale, R., Ku, W., Trebst, S., &
Gegenwart, P. (2012). Relevance of the Heisenberg-Kitaev Model for the Honeycomb Lattice
Iridates A2IrO3. Phys. Rev. Lett., 108, 127203.

[614] Sipser, M. (2013). Introduction to the Theory of Computation. Boston, MA: Cengage
Learning, 3 edition.

[615] Smrcka, L. & Streda, P. (1977). Transport coefficients in strong magnetic fields. J.
Phys. C: Solid State Phys., 10(12), 2153.

[616] Somma, R. D., Boixo, S., Barnum, H., & Knill, E. (2008). Quantum simulations of
classical annealing processes. Phys. Rev. Lett., 101, 130504.

[617] Sommerfeld, A. (1928). Zur Elektronentheorie der Metalle auf Grund der Fermischen
Statistik. Z. Physik, 47(1), 1–32.

[618] Song, C., Xu, D., Zhang, P., Wang, J., Guo, Q., Liu, W., Xu, K., Deng, H., Huang, K.,
Zheng, D., Zheng, S.-B., Wang, H., Zhu, X., Lu, C.-Y., & Pan, J.-W. (2018). Demonstration
of topological robustness of anyonic braiding statistics with a superconducting quantum
circuit. Phys. Rev. Lett., 121, 030502.

[619] Song, X.-Y., He, Y.-C., Vishwanath, A., & Wang, C. (2020). From spinon band topology
to the symmetry quantum numbers of monopoles in Dirac spin liquids. Phys. Rev. X, 10(1),
011033.

[620] Sreejith, G. J., Powell, S., & Nahum, A. (2019). Emergent SO(5) symmetry at the
columnar ordering transition in the classical cubic dimer model. Phys. Rev. Lett., 122(8),
080601.

[621] Stanley, H. E. (1968). Dependence of critical properties on dimensionality of spins.
Phys. Rev. Lett., 20(12), 589.

517



References

[622] Stern, A. & Lindner, N. H. (2013). Topological Quantum Computation—From Basic
Concepts to First Experiments. Science, 339(6124), 1179–1184.

[623] Stone, M. (2012). Gravitational anomalies and thermal Hall effect in topological insu-
lators. Phys. Rev. B, 85, 184503.

[624] Stormer, H. L., Tsui, D. C., & Gossard, A. C. (1999). The fractional quantum Hall
effect. Rev. Mod. Phys., 71, S298–S305.

[625] Stoudenmire, E., Clarke, D. J., Mong, R. S., & Alicea, J. (2015). Assembling Fibonacci
anyons from a Z3 parafermion lattice model. Phys. Rev. B, 91(23), 235112.

[626] Stoudenmire, E. M. & White, S. R. (2012). Studying two-dimensional systems with the
density matrix renormalization group. Annu. Rev. Condens. Matter Phys., 3(1), 111–128.

[627] Straley, J. & Fisher, M. E. (1973). Three-state Potts model and anomalous tricritical
points. J. Phys. A: Math. Nucl. Gen., 6(9), 1310.

[628] Sumiyoshi, H. & Fujimoto, S. (2013). Quantum Thermal Hall Effect in a Time-Reversal-
Symmetry-Broken Topological Superconductor in Two Dimensions: Approach from Bulk
Calculations. J. Phys. Soc. Jpn., 82(2), 023602.

[629] Sun, G.-Y., Wang, Y.-C., Fang, C., Qi, Y., Cheng, M., & Meng, Z. Y. (2018). Dynamical
Signature of Symmetry Fractionalization in Frustrated Magnets. Phys. Rev. Lett., 121(7),
077201.

[630] Swingle, B., McGreevy, J., & Xu, S. (2016). Renormalization group circuits for gapless
states. Phys. Rev. B, 93(20), 205159.

[631] Syljuasen, O. F. (2008). Using the average spectrum method to extract dynamics from
quantum Monte Carlo simulations. Phys. Rev. B, 78, 174429.

[632] Sytcheva, A., Löw, U., Yasin, S., Wosnitza, J., Zherlitsyn, S., Goto, T., Wyder, P., &
Lüthi, B. (2010). Magneto-Acoustic Faraday Effect in Tb3Ga5O12. J. Low Temp. Phys.,
159(1), 126–129.

[633] Szasz, A., Motruk, J., Zaletel, M. P., & Moore, J. E. (2020). Chiral Spin Liquid Phase of
the Triangular Lattice Hubbard Model: A Density Matrix Renormalization Group Study.
Phys. Rev. X, 10, 021042.

[634] Szegedy, M. (2004). Quantum speed-up of Markov chain based algorithms. In 45th
Annual IEEE Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science (pp. 32–41). Rome: IEEE.

[635] Tanaka, A. & Hu, X. (2005). Many-Body Spin Berry Phases Emerging from the π-Flux
State: Competition between Antiferromagnetism and the Valence-Bond-Solid State. Phys.
Rev. Lett., 95(3), 036402.

[636] Tarantino, N., Lindner, N. H., & Fidkowski, L. (2016). Symmetry fractionalization and
twist defects. New J. Phys., 18(3), 035006.

[637] Tchernyshyov, O., Moessner, R., & Sondhi, S. L. (2005). Flux expulsion and greedy
bosons: Frustrated magnets at large N . EPL, 73(2), 278.

518



References

[638] Teng, Y., Zhang, Y., Samajdar, R., Scheurer, M. S., & Sachdev, S. (2020). Unquantized
thermal Hall effect in quantum spin liquids with spinon Fermi surfaces. Phys. Rev. Research,
2, 033283.

[639] Thompson, R. S. (1970). Microwave, flux flow, and fluctuation resistance of dirty type-II
superconductors. Phys. Rev. B, 1(1), 327.

[640] Thomson, A. & Sachdev, S. (2018). Fermionic spinon theory of square lattice spin
liquids near the Néel state. Phys. Rev. X, 8(1), 011012.

[641] Thouless, D. J., Kohmoto, M., Nightingale, M. P., & den Nijs, M. (1982). Quantized
Hall conductance in a two-dimensional periodic potential. Phys. Rev. Lett., 49(6), 405.

[642] Trebst, S. (2017). Kitaev materials. In S. Blügel, Y. Mokrousov, T. Schäpers, &
Y. Ando (Eds.), Topological Matter—Topological Insulators, Skyrmions and Majoranas,
Lecture Notes of the 48th IFF Spring School 2017: Forschungszentrum Jülich GmbH.

[643] Troyer, M., Imada, M., & Ueda, K. (1997). Critical exponents of the quantum phase
transition in a planar antiferromagnet. J. Phys. Soc. Jpn., 66(10), 2957–2960.

[644] Tsui, D. C., Stormer, H. L., & Gossard, A. C. (1982). Two-Dimensional Magnetotrans-
port in the Extreme Quantum Limit. Phys. Rev. Lett., 48, 1559–1562.

[645] Tu, H.-H., Zhang, Y., & Qi, X.-L. (2013). Momentum polarization: An entanglement
measure of topological spin and chiral central charge. Phys. Rev. B, 88, 195412.

[646] Tuegel, T. I. & Hughes, T. L. (2017). Hall viscosity and the acoustic Faraday effect.
Phys. Rev. B, 96, 174524.

[647] Turner, C. J., Michailidis, A. A., Abanin, D. A., Serbyn, M., & Papić, Z. (2018). Weak
ergodicity breaking from quantum many-body scars. Nat. Phys., 14(7), 745.

[648] Vafek, O., Melikyan, A., & Tešanović, Z. (2001). Quasiparticle Hall transport of d-wave
superconductors in the vortex state. Phys. Rev. B, 64(22), 224508.

[649] Valatin, J. G. (1958). Comments on the theory of superconductivity. Nuovo Cim., 7(6),
843–857.

[650] van Leeuwen, E. J. (2005). Approximation algorithms for unit disk graphs. In D. Kratsch
(Ed.), Graph-Theoretic Concepts in Computer Science (pp. 351–361). Berlin, Heidelberg:
Springer Berlin Heidelberg.

[651] Vedral, V., Plenio, M. B., Rippin, M. A., & Knight, P. L. (1997). Quantifying Entan-
glement. Phys. Rev. Lett., 78(12), 2275–2279.

[652] Venderley, J., Khemani, V., & Kim, E.-A. (2018). Machine Learning Out-of-Equilibrium
Phases of Matter. Phys. Rev. Lett., 120(25), 257204.

[653] Venderley, J., Matty, M., Mallayya, K., Krogstad, M., Ruff, J., Pleiss, G., Kishore,
V., Mandrus, D., Phelan, D., Poudel, L., Wilson, A. G., Weinberger, K., Upreti, P., Nor-
man, M. R., Rosenkranz, S., Osborn, R., & Kim, E.-A. (2021). Harnessing Interpretable
and Unsupervised Machine Learning to Address Big Data from Modern X-ray Diffraction.
arXiv:2008.03275 [cond-mat].

519



References

[654] Verresen, R., Lukin, M. D., & Vishwanath, A. (2021). Prediction of Toric Code Topo-
logical Order from Rydberg Blockade. Phys. Rev. X, 11, 031005.

[655] Verstraete, F., Murg, V., & Cirac, J. I. (2008). Matrix product states, projected entan-
gled pair states, and variational renormalization group methods for quantum spin systems.
Adv. Phys., 57(2), 143–224.

[656] Vidal, J., Dusuel, S., & Schmidt, K. P. (2009a). Low-energy effective theory of the toric
code model in a parallel magnetic field. Phys. Rev. B, 79, 033109.

[657] Vidal, J., Thomale, R., Schmidt, K. P., & Dusuel, S. (2009b). Self-duality and bound
states of the toric code model in a transverse field. Phys. Rev. B, 80, 081104(R).

[658] Villain, J., Bidaux, R., Carton, J.-P., & Conte, R. (1980). Order as an effect of disorder.
J. Phys. France, 41(11), 1263–1272.

[659] Vinkler-Aviv, Y. & Rosch, A. (2018). Approximately Quantized Thermal Hall Effect of
Chiral Liquids Coupled to Phonons. Phys. Rev. X, 8, 031032.

[660] Vishwanath, A., Balents, L., & Senthil, T. (2004). Quantum criticality and deconfine-
ment in phase transitions between valence bond solids. Phys. Rev. B, 69(22), 224416.

[661] Vogel, K. & Risken, H. (1989). Determination of quasiprobability distributions in terms
of probability distributions for the rotated quadrature phase. Phys. Rev. A, 40(5), 2847–
2849.

[662] von Gehlen, G. & Rittenberg, V. (1984). Finite-size effects in the three-state quantum
asymmetric clock model. Nucl. Phys. B, 230(4), 455–472.

[663] von Gehlen, G., Rittenberg, V., & Vescan, T. (1987). Conformal invariance and correc-
tion to finite-size scaling: applications to the three-state Potts model. J. Phys. A: Math.
Gen., 20(9), 2577.

[664] Waldtmann, C., Everts, H.-U., Bernu, B., Lhuillier, C., Sindzingre, P., Lecheminant,
P., & Pierre, L. (1998). First excitations of the spin 1/2 Heisenberg antiferromagnet on the
kagomé lattice. Eur. Phys. J. B, 2(4), 501–507.

[665] Wang, C., Nahum, A., Metlitski, M. A., Xu, C., & Senthil, T. (2017). Deconfined
Quantum Critical Points: Symmetries and Dualities. Phys. Rev. X, 7, 031051.

[666] Wang, L. & Sandvik, A. W. (2018). Critical Level Crossings and Gapless Spin Liquid in
the Square-Lattice Spin-1 /2 J1-J2 Heisenberg Antiferromagnet. Phys. Rev. Lett., 121(10),
107202.

[667] Wang, S. & Crow, J. (1971). Acoustic Faraday rotation. IEEE Trans. Magn., 7(1),
138–141.

[668] Wang, Y.-C., Cheng, M., Witczak-Krempa, W., & Meng, Z. Y. (2021). Fractionalized
conductivity and emergent self-duality near topological phase transitions. Nat. Commun.,
12, 5347.

[669] Wang, Y.-C., Yan, Z., Wang, C., Qi, Y., & Meng, Z. Y. (2021). Vestigial anyon con-
densation in kagome quantum spin liquids. Phys. Rev. B, 103, 014408.

520



References

[670] Wang, Y.-C., Zhang, X.-F., Pollmann, F., Cheng, M., & Meng, Z. Y. (2018). Quantum
Spin Liquid with Even Ising Gauge Field Structure on Kagome Lattice. Phys. Rev. Lett.,
121, 057202.

[671] Wang, Z., Qi, X.-L., & Zhang, S.-C. (2011). Topological field theory and thermal
responses of interacting topological superconductors. Phys. Rev. B, 84, 014527.

[672] Wecker, D., Hastings, M. B., & Troyer, M. (2016). Training a quantum optimizer. Phys.
Rev. A, 94, 022309.

[673] Wegner, F. J. (1971). Duality in Generalized Ising Models and Phase Transitions without
Local Order Parameters. J. Math. Phys., 12(10), 2259–2272.

[674] Weimer, H., Müller, M., Lesanovsky, I., Zoller, P., & Büchler, H. P. (2010). A Rydberg
quantum simulator. Nat. Phys., 6(5), 382.

[675] Wen, X. (2004). Quantum Field Theory of Many-Body Systems. Oxford Graduate Texts.
Oxford: Oxford University Press.

[676] Wen, X. G. (1991a). Gapless boundary excitations in the quantum hall states and in
the chiral spin states. Phys. Rev. B, 43, 11025–11036.

[677] Wen, X. G. (1991b). Mean-field theory of spin-liquid states with finite energy gap and
topological orders. Phys. Rev. B, 44, 2664–2672.

[678] Wen, X.-G. (2002). Quantum orders and symmetric spin liquids. Phys. Rev. B, 65,
165113.

[679] Wen, X.-G. (2017). Colloquium: Zoo of quantum-topological phases of matter. Rev.
Mod. Phys., 89(4), 041004.

[680] Wen, X.-G., Wilczek, F., & Zee, A. (1989). Chiral spin states and superconductivity.
Phys. Rev. B, 39(16), 11413.

[681] Wen, X. G. & Zee, A. (1992). Classification of Abelian quantum Hall states and matrix
formulation of topological fluids. Phys. Rev. B, 46, 2290–2301.

[682] Wendin, G. (2017). Quantum information processing with superconducting circuits: a
review. Rep. Prog. Phys., 80(10), 106001.

[683] Wetzel, S. J. (2017). Unsupervised learning of phase transitions: From principal com-
ponent analysis to variational autoencoders. Phys. Rev. E, 96(2), 022140.

[684] White, S. R. (1992). Density matrix formulation for quantum renormalization groups.
Phys. Rev. Lett., 69(19), 2863.

[685] White, S. R. (1993). Density-matrix algorithms for quantum renormalization groups.
Phys. Rev. B, 48(14), 10345.

[686] White, S. R. (2005). Density matrix renormalization group algorithms with a single
center site. Phys. Rev. B, 72(18), 180403(R).

[687] White, S. R. & Chernyshev, A. L. (2007). Neél order in square and triangular lattice
Heisenberg models. Phys. Rev. Lett., 99(12), 127004.

521



References

[688] White, S. R. & Scalapino, D. J. (2004). Checkerboard patterns in the t − J model.
Phys. Rev. B, 70(22), 220506.

[689] Whitsitt, S. & Sachdev, S. (2016). Transition from the Z2 spin liquid to antiferromag-
netic order: Spectrum on the torus. Phys. Rev. B, 94, 085134.

[690] Whitsitt, S., Samajdar, R., & Sachdev, S. (2018). Quantum field theory for the chiral
clock transition in one spatial dimension. Phys. Rev. B, 98(20), 205118.

[691] Wietek, A. & Läuchli, A. M. (2017). Chiral spin liquid and quantum criticality in
extended s = 1

2 heisenberg models on the triangular lattice. Phys. Rev. B, 95, 035141.

[692] Wilk, T., Gaëtan, A., Evellin, C., Wolters, J., Miroshnychenko, Y., Grangier, P., &
Browaeys, A. (2010). Entanglement of Two Individual Neutral Atoms Using Rydberg
Blockade. Phys. Rev. Lett., 104(1), 010502.

[693] Wilson, K. G. (1971). Renormalization Group and Critical Phenomena. I. Renormal-
ization Group and the Kadanoff Scaling Picture. Phys. Rev. B, 4, 3174–3183.

[694] Wilson, K. G. (1972). Feynman-Graph Expansion for Critical Exponents. Phys. Rev.
Lett., 28, 548–551.

[695] Wilson, K. G. & Fisher, M. E. (1972). Critical Exponents in 3.99 Dimensions. Phys.
Rev. Lett., 28, 240–243.

[696] Winter, S. M., Li, Y., Jeschke, H. O., & Valentí, R. (2016). Challenges in design of
Kitaev materials: Magnetic interactions from competing energy scales. Phys. Rev. B, 93,
214431.

[697] Winter, S. M., Tsirlin, A. A., Daghofer, M., van den Brink, J., Singh, Y., Gegenwart,
P., & Valenti, R. (2017). Models and materials for generalized Kitaev magnetism. J. Phys.:
Condens. Matter, 29(49), 493002.

[698] Witczak-Krempa, W., Chen, G., Kim, Y. B., & Balents, L. (2014). Correlated Quantum
Phenomena in the Strong Spin-Orbit Regime. Annu. Rev. Condens. Matter Phys., 5(1),
57–82.

[699] Witten, E. (1989). Quantum field theory and the Jones polynomial. Commun. Math.
Phys, 121(3), 351–399.

[700] Witten, E. (2016). Fermion Path Integrals And Topological Phases. Rev. Mod. Phys.,
88(3), 035001.

[701] Wu, W., Scheurer, M. S., Chatterjee, S., Sachdev, S., Georges, A., & Ferrero, M.
(2018). Pseudogap and Fermi-Surface Topology in the Two-Dimensional Hubbard Model.
Phys. Rev. X, 8(2), 021048.

[702] Wu, W., Scheurer, M. S., Ferrero, M., & Georges, A. (2020). Effect of Van Hove
singularities in the onset of pseudogap states in Mott insulators. Phys. Rev. Research, 2,
033067.

[703] Xiao, D., Yao, Y., Fang, Z., & Niu, Q. (2006). Berry-Phase Effect in Anomalous
Thermoelectric Transport. Phys. Rev. Lett., 97, 026603.

522



References

[704] Xiao, M.-w. (2009). Theory of transformation for the diagonalization of quadratic
Hamiltonians. arXiv:0908.0787 [math-ph].

[705] Xiao-Juan, L. & Yu-Chuan, W. (2015). Hard-Core Bosons on a Two-Dimensional Square
Optical Superlattice. Commun. Theor. Phys., 63(3), 308.

[706] Yamamoto, D., Masaki, A., & Danshita, I. (2012). Quantum phases of hardcore bosons
with long-range interactions on a square lattice. Phys. Rev. B, 86(5), 054516.

[707] Yamashita, M., Gouchi, J., Uwatoko, Y., Kurita, N., & Tanaka, H. (2020). Sample
dependence of half-integer quantized thermal Hall effect in the Kitaev spin-liquid candidate
α−RuCl3. Phys. Rev. B, 102, 220404(R).

[708] Yamashita, M., Nakata, N., Kasahara, Y., Sasaki, T., Yoneyama, N., Kobayashi, N.,
Fujimoto, S., Shibauchi, T., & Matsuda, Y. (2009). Thermal-transport measurements in a
quantum spin-liquid state of the frustrated triangular magnet κ-(BEDT-TTF)2Cu2(CN)3.
Nat. Phys., 5(1), 44–47.

[709] Yamashita, M., Nakata, N., Senshu, Y., Nagata, M., Yamamoto, H. M., Kato, R.,
Shibauchi, T., & Matsuda, Y. (2010). Highly Mobile Gapless Excitations in a Two-
Dimensional Candidate Quantum Spin Liquid. Science, 328(5983), 1246–1248.

[710] Yamashita, S., Nakazawa, Y., Oguni, M., Oshima, Y., Nojiri, H., Shimizu, Y., Miya-
gawa, K., & Kanoda, K. (2008). Thermodynamic properties of a spin-1/2 spin-liquid state
in a κ-type organic salt. Nat. Phys., 4(6), 459–462.

[711] Yan, S., Huse, D. A., & White, S. R. (2011). Spin-liquid ground state of the S = 1/2
kagome Heisenberg antiferromagnet. Science, 332(6034), 1173–1176.

[712] Yan, Z. (2021). Improved Sweeping Cluster Algorithm for Quantum Dimer Model.
arXiv:2011.08457 [cond-mat.stat-mech].

[713] Yan, Z., Samajdar, R., Wang, Y.-C., Sachdev, S., & Meng, Z. Y. (2022a). Triangular
lattice quantum dimer model with variable dimer density. arXiv:2202.11100 [cond-mat.str-
el].

[714] Yan, Z., Wang, Y.-C., Ma, N., Qi, Y., & Meng, Z. Y. (2021a). Topological phase
transition and single/multi anyon dynamics of Z2 spin liquid. npj Quantum Mater., (pp.3̃9).

[715] Yan, Z., Wu, Y., Liu, C., Syljuasen, O. F., Lou, J., & Chen, Y. (2019). Sweeping cluster
algorithm for quantum spin systems with strong geometric restrictions. Phys. Rev. B, 99,
165135.

[716] Yan, Z., Zhou, Z., Syljuasen, O. F., Zhang, J., Yuan, T., Lou, J., & Chen, Y. (2021b).
Widely existing mixed phase structure of the quantum dimer model on a square lattice.
Phys. Rev. B, 103, 094421.

[717] Yan, Z., Zhou, Z., Wang, Y.-C., Meng, Z. Y., & Zhang, X.-F. (2022b). Targeting Topo-
logical Optimization Problem: Sweeping Quantum Annealing. arXiv:2105.07134 [quant-
ph].

[718] Yang, F. & Yao, H. (2012). Frustrated Resonating Valence Bond States in Two Dimen-
sions: Classification and Short-Range Correlations. Phys. Rev. Lett., 109, 147209.

523



References

[719] Yang, K. (2004). Ferromagnetic Transition in One-Dimensional Itinerant Electron Sys-
tems. Phys. Rev. Lett., 93(6), 066401.

[720] Yang, X. & Wang, F. (2016). Schwinger boson spin-liquid states on square lattice. Phys.
Rev. B, 94(3), 035160.

[721] Yao, N. Y., Gorshkov, A. V., Laumann, C. R., Läuchli, A. M., Ye, J., & Lukin, M. D.
(2013). Realizing Fractional Chern Insulators in Dipolar Spin Systems. Phys. Rev. Lett.,
110, 185302.

[722] Yao, N. Y., Zaletel, M. P., Stamper-Kurn, D. M., & Vishwanath, A. (2018). A quantum
dipolar spin liquid. Nat. Phys., 14(4), 405–410.

[723] Ye, F., Fernandez-Baca, J. A., Fishman, R. S., Ren, Y., Kang, H. J., Qiu, Y., & Kimura,
T. (2007). Magnetic Interactions in the Geometrically Frustrated Triangular Lattice Anti-
ferromagnet CuFeO2. Phys. Rev. Lett., 99, 157201.

[724] Ye, M., Fernandes, R. M., & Perkins, N. B. (2020). Phonon dynamics in the Kitaev
spin liquid. Phys. Rev. Research, 2, 033180.

[725] Ye, M., Halász, G. B., Savary, L., & Balents, L. (2018). Quantization of the Thermal
Hall Conductivity at Small Hall Angles. Phys. Rev. Lett., 121, 147201.

[726] Yokoi, T., Ma, S., Kasahara, Y., Kasahara, S., Shibauchi, T., Kurita, N., Tanaka,
H., Nasu, J., Motome, Y., Hickey, C., Trebst, S., & Matsuda, Y. (2021). Half-integer
quantized anomalous thermal Hall effect in the Kitaev material candidate α-RuCl3. Science,
373(6554), 568–572.

[727] Yoshida, Y., Schröder, S., Ferriani, P., Serrate, D., Kubetzka, A., von Bergmann, K.,
Heinze, S., & Wiesendanger, R. (2012). Conical Spin-Spiral State in an Ultrathin Film
Driven by Higher-Order Spin Interactions. Phys. Rev. Lett., 108(8), 087205.

[728] You, W.-L., Li, Y.-W., & Gu, S.-J. (2007). Fidelity, dynamic structure factor, and
susceptibility in critical phenomena. Phys. Rev. E, 76, 022101.

[729] You, Y.-Z., Kimchi, I., & Vishwanath, A. (2012). Doping a spin-orbit Mott insulator:
Topological superconductivity from the Kitaev-Heisenberg model and possible application
to (Na2/Li2)IrO3. Phys. Rev. B, 86(8), 085145.

[730] Young, A. P., Knysh, S., & Smelyanskiy, V. N. (2010). First-order phase transition in
the quantum adiabatic algorithm. Phys. Rev. Lett., 104, 020502.

[731] Yu, X.-D., Imai, S., & Gühne, O. (2021). Optimal Entanglement Certification from
Moments of the Partial Transpose. Phys. Rev. Lett., 127(6), 060504.

[732] Yu, Y. J., Xu, Y., He, L. P., Kratochvilova, M., Huang, Y. Y., Ni, J. M., Wang, L.,
Cheong, S.-W., Park, J.-G., & Li, S. Y. (2017). Heat transport study of the spin liquid
candidate 1T−TaS2. Phys. Rev. B, 96, 081111(R).

[733] Zaletel, M., Lu, Y.-M., & Vishwanath, A. (2017). Measuring space-group symmetry
fractionalization in Z2 spin liquids. Phys. Rev. B, 96, 195164.

524



References

[734] Zaletel, M. P., Mong, R. S. K., Karrasch, C., Moore, J. E., & Pollmann, F. (2015).
Time-evolving a matrix product state with long-ranged interactions. Phys. Rev. B, 91,
165112.

[735] Zaletel, M. P., Mong, R. S. K., & Pollmann, F. (2013). Topological Characterization of
Fractional Quantum Hall Ground States from Microscopic Hamiltonians. Phys. Rev. Lett.,
110, 236801.

[736] Zeiher, J., Choi, J.-Y., Rubio-Abadal, A., Pohl, T., van Bijnen, R., Bloch, I., & Gross,
C. (2017). Coherent many-body spin dynamics in a long-range interacting Ising chain.
Phys. Rev. X, 7(4), 041063.

[737] Zhang, L., Ren, J., Wang, J.-S., & Li, B. (2010). Topological Nature of the Phonon
Hall Effect. Phys. Rev. Lett., 105, 225901.

[738] Zhang, S.-C. (1992). The Chern-Simons-Landau-Ginzburg theory of the fractional quan-
tum Hall effect. Int. J. Mod. Phys. B, 06(01), 25–58.

[739] Zhang, X., Mahmood, F., Daum, M., Dun, Z., Paddison, J. A. M., Laurita, N. J., Hong,
T., Zhou, H., Armitage, N. P., & Mourigal, M. (2018a). Hierarchy of Exchange Interactions
in the Triangular-Lattice Spin Liquid YbMgGaO4. Phys. Rev. X, 8, 031001.

[740] Zhang, Y., Okamoto, S., & Xiao, D. (2018b). Spin-Nernst effect in the paramagnetic
regime of an antiferromagnetic insulator. Phys. Rev. B, 98, 035424.

[741] Zheng, W., Mei, J.-W., & Qi, Y. (2015). Classification and Monte Carlo study of
symmetric Z2 spin liquids on the triangular lattice. arXiv:1505.05351 [cond-mat.str-el].

[742] Zhou, C., Yan, Z., Wu, H.-Q., Sun, K., Starykh, O. A., & Meng, Z. Y. (2021a). Ampli-
tude mode in quantum magnets via dimensional crossover. Phys. Rev. Lett., 126, 227201.

[743] Zhou, H.-Q. & Barjaktarevič, J. P. (2008). Fidelity and quantum phase transitions. J.
Phys. A: Math. Theor., 41(41), 412001.

[744] Zhou, L., Wang, S.-T., Choi, S., Pichler, H., & Lukin, M. D. (2020a). Quantum Approx-
imate Optimization Algorithm: Performance, Mechanism, and Implementation on Near-
Term Devices. Phys. Rev. X, 10(2), 021067.

[745] Zhou, S., Green, D., Dahl, E. D., & Chamon, C. (2021b). Experimental realization of
classical Z2 spin liquids in a programmable quantum device. Phys. Rev. B, 104, L081107.

[746] Zhou, X., Lee, W.-S., Imada, M., Trivedi, N., Phillips, P., Kee, H.-Y., Törmä, P., &
Eremets, M. (2021c). High-temperature superconductivity. Nat. Rev. Phys., 3(7), 462–465.

[747] Zhou, Y., Kanoda, K., & Ng, T.-K. (2017). Quantum spin liquid states. Rev. Mod.
Phys., 89(2), 025003.

[748] Zhou, Y., Zeng, P., & Liu, Z. (2020b). Single-Copies Estimation of Entanglement
Negativity. Phys. Rev. Lett., 125, 200502.

[749] Zhou, Z., Liu, C.-L., Yan, Z., Chen, Y., & Zhang, X.-F. (2020c). Quantum dynamics of
topological strings in a frustrated Ising antiferromagnet. arXiv:2010.01750 [cond-mat.str-
el].

525



References

[750] Zhou, Z., Liu, D.-X., Yan, Z., Chen, Y., & Zhang, X.-F. (2020d). Quantum tricriticality
of incommensurate phase induced by quantum domain walls in frustrated Ising magnetism.
arXiv:2005.11133 [cond-mat.str-el].

[751] Zhu, Z., Huse, D. A., & White, S. R. (2013a). Unexpected z-Direction Ising Antifer-
romagnetic Order in a Frustrated Spin-1/2 J1 − J2 XY Model on the Honeycomb Lattice.
Phys. Rev. Lett., 111, 257201.

[752] Zhu, Z., Huse, D. A., & White, S. R. (2013b). Weak Plaquette Valence Bond Order in
the S=1/2 Honeycomb J1−J2 Heisenberg Model. Phys. Rev. Lett., 110, 127205.

[753] Zhu, Z., Kimchi, I., Sheng, D. N., & Fu, L. (2018a). Robust non-Abelian spin liquid and
a possible intermediate phase in the antiferromagnetic Kitaev model with magnetic field.
Phys. Rev. B, 97(24), 241110(R).

[754] Zhu, Z., Maksimov, P. A., White, S. R., & Chernyshev, A. L. (2018b). Topography of
Spin Liquids on a Triangular Lattice. Phys. Rev. Lett., 120, 207203.

[755] Zhu, Z. & White, S. R. (2015). Spin liquid phase of the S = 1
2 J1-J2 Heisenberg model

on the triangular lattice. Phys. Rev. B, 92, 041105(R).

[756] Zhuang, Y., Changlani, H. J., Tubman, N. M., & Hughes, T. L. (2015). Phase diagram
of the Z3 parafermionic chain with chiral interactions. Phys. Rev. B, 92(3), 035154.

[757] Ziman, J. (1960). Electrons and Phonons: The Theory of Transport Phenomena in
Solids. Oxford Classic Texts in the Physical Sciences. New York: Oxford University Press.

[758] Zinn-Justin, J. (1998). Vector models in the largeN limit: a few applications. arXiv:hep-
th/9810198. SPHT/97-018.

[759] Zou, L. & He, Y.-C. (2020). Field-induced QCD3-Chern-Simons quantum criticalities
in Kitaev materials. Phys. Rev. Research, 2, 013072.

[760] Žukovič, M. (2021). Critical properties of the frustrated Ising model on a honeycomb
lattice: A Monte Carlo study. Phys. Lett. A, 404, 127405.

[761] Zurek, W. H. (1985). Cosmological experiments in superfluid helium? Nature,
317(6037), 505.

[762] Zurek, W. H. (1993). Cosmic strings in laboratory superfluids and the topological
remnants of other phase transitions. Acta Phys. Polon., B24, 1301–1311.

[763] Zurek, W. H. (1996). Cosmological experiments in condensed matter systems. Phys.
Rep., 276(4), 177–221.

[764] Zurek, W. H., Dorner, U., & Zoller, P. (2005). Dynamics of a Quantum Phase Transition.
Phys. Rev. Lett., 95, 105701.

526


	Abstract
	Citations to Previously Published Work
	Dedication
	Acknowledgments
	Introduction
	Symmetry-breaking phases of matter
	Gauge theories and quantum spin liquids
	Experimental platforms
	Organization of this thesis

	Quantum phase transitions of Rydberg atom arrays in (1+1)D
	Introduction
	Numerical study of the chiral Z3 quantum phase transition
	Rydberg array and constrained hard-boson model
	Towards a quantum field theory for the chiral clock transition
	ZN chiral clock models for N3
	Chiral clock duality in quantum field theory
	Renormalization group analysis of the ZN dilute Bose gas
	Lattice model for the dilute Bose gas
	Quantum Kibble-Zurek mechanism
	Conclusions

	Phases of (2+1)D Rydberg quantum simulators on the square lattice
	Introduction
	Emergence of complex density-wave orders
	Nature of the quantum phase transitions
	Landau-Ginzburg-Wilson theories
	Experiments on a 256-atom programmable quantum simulator
	Machine-learning discovery of phases in experimental data
	Boundary criticality
	Site-diluted lattices and the Maximum Independent Set problem
	Conclusions

	Z2 quantum spin liquid phase of Rydberg atoms
	Introduction
	Quantum phases of Rydberg atoms on a kagome lattice
	Mapping the Rydberg system to quantum dimer models
	Triangular-lattice quantum dimer model with variable density
	Emergent Z2 gauge theories and topological excitations
	Experimental realization
	Conclusions

	Chiral spin liquids and their thermal probes
	Introduction
	Schwinger-boson mean-field theory of square-lattice spin liquids
	Spin liquid Ansätze with time-reversal symmetry breaking
	Enhanced thermal Hall effect in the square-lattice Néel state
	Gauge theories for the thermal Hall effect
	Phonon Hall viscosity from phonon-spinon interactions
	Conclusions

	Kitaev spin liquids and field-induced descendants
	Introduction
	The Kitaev honeycomb model
	Transition between non-Abelian and gapless U(1) spin liquids
	Thermal Hall response in the field-induced phases
	Triangular-lattice Heisenberg antiferromagnet
	Conclusions

	Appendices
	Appendices to Chapter 2
	Derivation of quantum field theory for general N
	M-loop integrals
	Renormalization constants for the ZN dilute Bose gas
	The  duality in the chiral clock model
	Analysis as 0

	Appendices to Chapter 3
	Two-dimensional density-matrix renormalization group algorithm
	Quantum Monte Carlo simulations
	Details of Landau-Ginzburg-Wilson theories
	Mean-field wavefunction for the striated phase
	Dynamical probe of the striated phase
	Entanglement generated by Rydberg interactions
	Sign structures of third-order correlators in the rhombic phase
	Scaling of quantum approximation error 
	Landau-Zener mechanism and quantum scaling

	Appendices to Chapter 4
	Bosonic models with ring exchange
	Properties of the liquid regime
	Exact diagonalization studies on the kagome lattice
	Numerical investigation of extended quantum dimer models
	Rydberg gauge theories
	Basis rotation for X- and Z-parity loops

	Appendices to Chapter 5
	Bosonic spinon theory
	Fermionic spinon theory
	Analysis of the gauge theory
	Phonon Hall viscosity and self-energy

	References

