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We investigate thermal Hall conductivity sz, of a J-K Kitaev-Heisenberg model with a Zeeman
field in the (111) direction in the light of the recent debate surrounding the possible re-emergence of
Ising topological order (ITO) and half-quantized 4y /T upon field-suppression of long-range mag-
netic order in Kitaev materials. We use the purification-based finite temperature Tensor Network
approach making no prior assumptions about the nature of the excitations: Majorana, visons or
spin waves. For purely Kitaev interactions and fields h/K 2 0.02 sufficient to degrade ITO, the
peak kg, /T monotonously decreases from half-quantization associated with lower fields - a behavior
reminiscent of vison fluctuation corrections. In our J-K model (with ferro-K and antiferro-.J), in the
vicinity of field-suppressed magnetic order, we found .y /T to be significant, with peak magnitudes
exceeding half-quantization followed by a monotonous decrease with increasing h. We thus conclude
that half-quantized thermal Hall effect, if found in our model in the vicinity of field suppressed
magnetic order, is a fine-tuning effect and is not associated with a Majorana Hall state with ITO.

Thermal Hall conductivity has become a very im-
portant transport diagnostic for emergent phenomena
in insulating magnetic systems such as the underdoped
cuprates [1], frustrated magnets such as pyrochlores [2],
kagome systems [3], and more recently a Kitaev mate-
rial a-RuCls [4-7]. Specifically in the Kitaev material,
one set of studies [4-6] has reported the half-quantized
thermal Hall effect at finite magnetic fields comparable
to the magnetic ordering scale, suggesting a re-emergent
Majorana Hall insulator state originally predicted [§]
for the honeycomb Kitaev model at very small mag-
netic fields and low temperatures, which is a deconfined
phase with robust Ising topological order (ITO). This
view has been challenged [7, 9] in recent experiments
where half-quantization has been ruled out. Neverthe-
less gy /T is found to be large, sometimes even exceed-
ing the half-quantized value at temperatures and fields
comparable to the magnetic ordering scale, implying half-
quantized peaks/plateaus of kg, /T, if observed near field
suppressed magnetic order, are a consequence of fine tun-
ing and do not represent re-emergence of a deconfined
ITO phase. The authors of Refs. [7, 9] offered an al-
ternate explanation based on a spin wave picture. The-
oretical studies have relied on various interacting quasi-
particle pictures, with spin wave approximations [10-14]
most commonly used. Since spin wave approximations
in frustrated spin-1/2 magnets are best justified at high
fields or in the presence of long-range magnetic order, the
possibility of half-quantization at low temperatures near
field-suppressed magnetic order (not seen in spin wave
treatments) cannot be completely ruled out. Other theo-
retical approaches begin from the fractionalized quasi-
particles, and suppression of half-quantized kg, /T by
external magnetic field or finite temperatures is under-
stood from the perspective of vison (gauge field) fluctu-

ations that couple to the Kitaev spinons [15], or from
thermal excitation of bulk Majorana fermions [16]. Al-
though the fractionalization analyses are based around
expansion from the ITO phase, even here it is not clear
whether ITO can re-emerge through field-suppression of
long-range magnetic order. These challenges motivated
us to take a different route of numerically estimating
Kgy Without making any quasiparticle approximation -
whether fractionalized or spin waves - which forms the
basis of existing theoretical approaches. We obtain the
thermal Hall current and conductivity numerically us-
ing purification-based Tensor Network techniques[17]. To
our knowledge, this is the first use of the Tensor Network
technique for thermal Hall calculation of an interacting
many-body system.

We consider for concreteness a ferromagnetic (FM) Ki-
taev model with a competing antiferromagnetic (AFM)
Heisenberg interaction (J-K model), subjected to a Zee-
man field along the ¢ = (1, 1,1) direction,

H==K » SIS]+J) Si-Sj+h) Sl (1)
(2

(i7);y—links (ig)

Here v = z,y,z denote the bond dependent spin axes
on the honeycomb lattice. Thermal Hall conductivity
of this model has recently been studied using spin wave
approximations [12]. In the Kitaev limit (J/K = 0),
there is a fairly large window of magnetic fields (e.g.
hjc 2 0.02K) [18, 19] where ITO is significantly degraded
(see also S.M. [33] for a similar signature in the topo-
logical entanglement entropy y(h)) but interacting spin
wave analysis [13] shows that magnons are good quasi-
particles for h/K 2 1 although not at significantly lower
fields due to interaction broadening. Fields in the range
0.02 < h/K <1 thus constitute an interpolating region
between the ITO and spin wave regimes not easily lend-



ing to quasiparticle-based analyses, and we focus on this
window. Likewise for the spin density wave (SDW) or-
dered states of the J-K model, we are interested in the
range of magnetic fields starting from field-suppressed
SDW to deeper in the spin-polarized phase, where the
nature of excitations may be changing.

Our main findings are as follows. In the Kitaev limit,
near the lower end of our field range h/K =~ 0.02, kg /T
peaks at small finite temperatures, with peak heights
smaller but comparable to the half-quantized value 7/12
associated with the ITO phase (see Fig. 2). With increas-
ing h as well as temperature T, kg, /T declines sharply
and monotonously, reminiscent of vison fluctuation ef-
fects discussed recently [15]. Thermal excitation of the
bulk majoranas also suppresses half-quantization within
the ITO phase [16]; however we are outside this regime.
Our result qualitatively differs with the spin wave cal-
culations in Ref. [13] where a non-monotonous tem-
perature dependence with a peak-dip feature together
with a nonzero high temperature value was reported. In
the magnetically ordered phase, we studied kg, /T at in-
termediate fields corresponding to suppression of mag-
netic order in order to test the possibility of field-revived
quantized thermal Hall effect. We found k., /T to large
and with an opposite sign relative to the Kitaev limit,
with peak values that can even exceed half-quantization,
consistent with experimental reports [9]. Further in-
creasing the magnetic field decreases the extrema, which
monotonously approach zero at high fields like in the Ki-
taev limit. We posit that half-quantized thermal Hall ef-
fect appears in the ITO phase and possibly its immediate
vicinity. Therefore in the field-suppressed SDW regime,
we do not accord physical significance to any isomagnetic
of kgy /T showing extremum near half-quantization since
the isomagnetics commonly peak at much larger values
for nearby fields.

Strategy: Thermal currents can be readily expressed
in terms of local microscopic degrees of freedom (spin
operators in our case) and do not require any knowl-
edge of quasiparticles, which was the approach followed
in Kitaev’s original work [8]. Kitaev’s prescription for
calculation of edge thermal currents is however difficult
to implement numerically in a general nonintegrable sit-
uation because of the large temperature differences used
to mimic the bulk and vacuum regions. An alternate way
of using the Kubo linear response approach is also numer-
ically challenging because it involves small differences of
two large contributions represented by the energy-current
correlators and the bound energy magnetization contri-
butions [20]. Our strategy is similar to Kitaev’s except
that the system is immersed in a uniform temperature
bath. Although there is no net transport Hall current,
it is because of cancellation of equal and opposite contri-
butions of the two edges. Then, for gapped systems that
are sufficiently long, the thermal Hall current associated
with one edge is simply obtained by summing over the

Figure 1. Cylindrical geometry for the honeycomb Kitaev
model used in our calculations, with periodic boundary condi-
tions along the y-direction and open zigzag edges with L, unit
cells. Calculations have been performed with Ny, = 2L, = 6
of sites along the y direction and convergence checked for
N, = 8. There are up to N, = L, = 20 sites along the z-
direction, the cylinder’s axis. The dashed dual lattice lines
separate adjacent layers (ellipsoids) associated with Hamilto-
nian Hi, Hi+1.

Hall currents from the relevant edge to the center. This
method assumes the thermal Hall currents are essentially
due to edge modes and the Hall current deep inside the
bulk is insignificant; hence the decay of thermal Hall cur-
rents away from the bulk needs to be checked every time.
This also ensures that the left and right edge currents do
not overlap.

For calculations, we put our model on a cylinder along
the z-direction with periodic boundary conditions along
the y-direction, with a pair of open zigzag edges, see
Fig. 1. The Hamiltonian is re-expressed as a sum of
layer contributions, H = ). H;, connecting the two open
edges. Links that cut the dual curve (dashed line in
Fig. 1) separating adjacent layers, make equal contribu-
tions to the adjacent H;. The energy current across the
dual curve is obtained from the continuity equation,

dH;
dt

= —i[H;, H] = Y _Jij, Jij =—ilH;, H;]. (2)

Here jij is the energy current from layer j to ¢, (see S.M.
[33] for expression of interlayer thermal currents) and we
consider it as a sum of contributions J;;(z) starting from
one edge (z = 0) to the other (z = L;). In situations
where the thermal Hall currents are essentially due to
the edge modes, the Hall current associated with one of
the edges is given by Jj} = ZI<LI/2<jij (2)). The aver-
aging includes both quantum and thermal. In the steady
state, the labels ¢j can also be dropped. Thermal Hall
conductivity k., is obtained by taking the temperature
derivative of JH.

We use the standard purification-based finite temper-
ature Tensor Network method [17] for performing the
quantum and thermal averaging, where imaginary time
evolution of the state is carried by applying the evolu-
tion operator as a matrix product operator (MPO) with
W-II approximation, described in Ref. [21] — see S.M.



[33] for more details. Benchmarking of the finite tem-
perature purification method was done (see S.M. [33])
against Exact Diagonalization (ED) calculation of one
of the Kitaev plaquette fluxes at finite temperature and
a small field of h/K = 0.025, and we found very good
agreement between the two even at temperatures as low
as T/K = 0.01. However the thermal Hall calculations at
even smaller fields taking us well inside the ITO phase are
substantially more expensive to implement numerically
because of higher bond dimension and smaller Trotter
size requirements. Note that the ITO phase is rather
well-studied in the literature, and moreover the experi-
mental interest is in magnetic fields that lie well outside
the ITO - this further motivates us to focus in the field
range upwards of those needed to suppress ITO.
Results: We consider first x4, /T in the Kitaev limit
J/K =0, see Fig. 2. Introduction of a magnetic field hy-
bridizes the dispersing majoranas with pairs of visons [22]
whose excitation energy at zero field is Apair ~ 0.065K.
The hybridization results in gapping of the bulk majo-
ranas and appearance of chiral Majorana edge modes [8],
vison fluctuations/hopping, and a suppression of topo-
logical order [17, 18] beyond h ~ 0.02K with a concomi-
tant gapping of the edge states [18]. Fractionalization
may however survive to higher fields, as evidenced from
quasiparticle stability analysis [23], and also experimen-
tally from specific heat measurements [24]. At high fields
h/K ~ 1, fractionalization is lost and local spin flips
(magnons) constitute the elementary excitations.

Figure 2 shows the temperature dependence of kg, /T
in the Kitaev limit for different values of h. Table I addi-
tionally shows the temperatures T* corresponding to the
peak values of kg, /T, together with the calculated bulk
gap Apux [25]. The T* all lie below Apy, signifying the
low temperature peaks are associated with gapped edge
modes. This is also directly confirmed by our observation
of rapidly decaying thermal Hall currents away from the
edge and into the bulk (see SM [33]). For all fields except
the lowest h/K = 0.03, we found T is not very sensitive
to the finite circumference of the edge - we confirmed this
by increasing the edge size from N, = 6 to [N, = 8 spins,
and found no significant change in the position of T*. An
edge gap is known to appear upon transitioning out of
the ITO phase [18]. For the lowest field shown in Fig.
2, h/K = 0.03, the peak value of kg, /T reaches nearly
83% of the half-quantized value associated with the ITO
phase, although topological order as measured by topo-
logical entanglement entropy v is significantly degraded,
~v(h)/~v(0) =~ 0.14, (see S.M. [33]). We attribute the re-
duction here to vison fluctuations as analyzed in Ref. [15]
since the peak is comparable to the half-quantized value
at lower fields, and the alternate, interacting spin wave
approximation becomes inaccurate at low fields h/K <1
[13]. Further increase of h monotonously decreases the
peak values, while simultaneously pushing T* to higher
temperatures. At high temperatures, the xg, /T all tend
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Figure 2. Isomagnetic plots of kg, /T for the ferromagnetic
Kitaev model in the field range 0.03 < h/K < 0.3 interpo-
lating the Ising topological order (ITO) and spin wave limits.
The chosen system size N, = 10 was enough for Hall cur-
rent to decay in bulk. At low fields, signatures of proximate
ITO are visible in the form of kg, /T peaks that approach
half-quantization at the lower end. Thermal Hall effect for
this range of fields appears more consistent with a picture of
interacting fractionalized quasiparticles [15] than spin waves
[13]. Solid gray line describes the half-quantized thermal Hall
effect. Inset shows the plot of peaked 4y /T versus magnetic
field.

to vanish and we see no signs of saturation predicted
from an earlier spin wave [13]. We checked that rg, /T
has a similar behavior (although with an opposite sign)
for fields along the crystallographic a = (1,1,-2) di-
rection that is often the case experimentally. The sign
of kzy/T is dictated by that of the product hyhyh, as
shown in Kitaev’s original work. We also verified that
the effect vanishes along the b = (1, —1,0) direction - a
consequence of the so-called R*-symmetry [12, 15].

We now turn on the competing Heisenberg AFM in-
teraction J. At h = 0, the Kitaev spin liquid phase is
known to survive up to J/K =~ 0.1 [26, 27], beyond
which a stripy SDW phase appears. The (111) Zeeman
field competes with both topological and magnetic or-
der [28], and at large values yields a trivial polarized
phase. Recent field-theoretical phenomenology [29] as
well as thermal Hall measurements of a-RuCls support
the view that ITO re-emerges upon field-suppression of
SDW order. However other experimental [7] and the-
oretical studies based on spin wave treatments [12, 13]
disagree, and even the robustness of the reported half-
quantization in this regime has been questioned. Before
examining k,, /T, which depends on the excitations in
the model, we first checked if the ground state state shows
re-emerged ITO by calculating (k) for different values of
J/K (see S.M. [33]). For the magnetically ordered phase,
J/K > 0.1, we found that there is indeed a small partial
revival of v(h) from very small values to near v(h) as-
sociated with the the pure Kitaev model - this happens



for fields h ~ J/3. However the revival never takes =y
anywhere near the value In(2) associated with ITO (see
S.M.). In the discussion below we focus our attention in
the vicinity of the fields where this partial revival of ITO
takes place, since kg, /T also peaks here.

Figure 3 shows isomagnetic curves of kg, /T for dif-
ferent values of J/K across the Kitaev spin liquid to
stripy AFM transition. Consider the curve correspond-
ing to (J/K,h/K) = (0.1,0.05). Apart from the sign re-
versal, Kg,/T shows a deep minimum that exceeds the
half-quantized value, indicating we are well outside the
ITO regime at such fields. This is also supported by the
strong degradation of y(h) (see S.M. [33]) for the above
parameters. We noticed that sign reversal of k4, /T hap-
pens at J/K = 0.02, observed from the computation of
the edge current in the ground state. Higher values of
J/K = 0.2, 0.3 take us well within the stripy SDW phase
at h = 0. We dial up the field to values where ITO is par-
tially revived, and calculate £y, /T in its vicinity. We find
deep minima of comparable strength to the one seen for
(J/K,h/K) = (0.1,0.05). Upon increasing the field, the
minimum becomes shallower, very reminiscent of the in-
termediate field behavior of the Kitaev model where ITO
has degraded. The temperature corresponding to the ex-
tremum, 7™, lies well within the bulk gap (see Table I)
for these parameter values. In regimes with strong mag-
netic order and low fields (h/J < 1), we found that the
Hall currents do not decay in the bulk for the length-
scales we could study; consequently restricting us to the
field-suppressed SDW regime and beyond. This is a limi-
tation of our method that we have mentioned already - in
cases where the bulk makes a significant contribution to
the thermal Hall currents, our method of calculating the
Hall current is invalidated. However it is encouraging for
us that experimentally, the thermal Hall response at low
fields in the SDW phase is not observed to be significant
[4], and this is also the case in spin wave treatments [12]
that are relevant for magnetically ordered states.

To summarize, we studied the temperature depen-
dence of thermal Hall conductivity of the J-K Kitaev-
Heisenberg model for Zeeman fields in the (111) || ¢ di-
rection using a purification based finite temperature Ten-
sor Network technique that goes down to K/T = 100.
We make no prior assumption about the nature of the
quasiparticles, whether fractionalized ones or spin waves.
In the Kitaev limit, we focused on fields h/K > 0.02
where ITO has substantially degraded, extending the un-
derstanding of thermal Hall conductivity to the topo-
logically trivial phase in the neighborhood of ITO. We
found that k., /T features a low-temperature peak whose
value approaches half-quantization at the lower end of
our field range, and continuously declines with increas-
ing h, approaching zero at larger fields. We associate
the low-temperature peak with gapped edge modes ex-
pected in the absence of Ising topological order[30]. Af-
ter peaking, K, /T monotonously decreases with increas-
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Figure 3. Isomagnetic plots of kgy /T for the J-K model,

with Heisenberg interactions chosen both inside the Kitaev
spin liquid phase (J/K = 0.1) as well as in the SDW phase
(J/K = 0.2,0.3). For J/K = 0.1, the fields chosen exceed
the region of ITO order, and for the SDW, the fields are in
the vicinity of the partially revived ITO and beyond. Generi-
cally, kzy /T is characterized by deep troughs at low fields that
get shallower as the field increases. The minimum values in
the vicinity of partially revived ITO typically go beyond half-
quantization. For the field-suppressed SDW cases, we found
no phase characterized by half-quantization and accompany-
ing fully revived ITO.

(J/K,h/K) T /K Apue /K
(0,0.03) 0.0149 0.0473
(0, 0.035) 0.0182 0.0494
(0, 0.06) 0.0278 0.0720
(0, 0.10) 0.0482 0.1160
(0, 0.15) 0.0725 0.1860
(0, 0.5) 0.2101 0.77
(0.1,0.05) 0.015 0.0529
(0.1,0.1) 0.036 0.1039
(0.2,0.1) 0.022 0.0738
(0.2,0.15) 0.044 0.14
(0.3,0.15) 0.0242 0.080

Table I. Table showing the temperatures corresponding to the
extrema T of the isomagnetic plots of k4, /T in Figs. 2 and
3, together with the bulk gap Apyik.

ing temperature reminiscent of vison fluctuation effects
[15]. To understand the effect of Heisenberg perturba-
tions we considered the cases J/K = 0.1 within the spin
liquid phase (but close to the SDW phase boundary), and
J/K = 0.2, 0.3 that lie well within the stripy SDW phase.
Characteristically deep minima were seen in the isomag-
netic curves of kg, /T versus T, significantly exceeding
half-quantization of the ITO phase, similar to the exper-
imental observations in a-RuCls. Although many of our
observations are consistent with vison fluctuation effects,
the large extrema in kg, /T - exceeding half-quantization



- in the vicinity of field-suppressed magnetic order are
not. At higher fields, any partially revived topological or-
der seen after destruction of SDW order gets suppressed
again, resulting in the polarized phase with small thermal
Hall effects.

We did not find any intermediate field regime follow-
ing field-suppression of SDW order where robust half-
quantized kg, /T associated with ITO exists. Although
in the vicinity of the field-induced SDW suppression we
do note a weak partial revival of topological order (as
measured by the topological entanglement entropy =),
the revived v remain well below v = In 2 associated with
ITO. Since the magnitude of kg, /T in the J-K model
may exceed the half-quantized value, it is possible to fine
tune the field to bring it near half-quantization but that
does not imply ITO. We believe that similar conclusions
should also hold near field-suppressed SDW order even
in the presence of other competing interactions like the
anisotropic terms I', IV - this is ultimately to be decided
in future studies.
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I. PURIFICATION METHOD AND
BENCHMARKING

For calculation of finite temperature quantities, we
have used a purification based tensor network method
[17]. The purification strategy involves expressing the
mixed state as a pure state in an enlarged Hilbert space.
We obtain the finite temperature (T=1/5) thermofield
state (TFD) |¢g) by action of imaginary time evolution
operator exp(—gH ) on the infinite temperature state
|10}, which is constructed by Bell entangled pair of phys-
ical and ancilla spin 1/2 degree of freedom at each sites.
Here, H acts on the physical part of Hilbert space and
we use the compact matrix product operator (MPO) rep-
resentation for the finite temperature evolution operator
with W-II approximation [21], provided in TenPy library
[31]. Finite temperature expectation of a physical observ-
able O is obtained from (O)5 = (1h5|O|1)). The purifica-
tion method works best at higher temperatures. Figure
4 shows the benchmarking of the method against Exact
Diagonalization (ED) calculation of one of the Kitaev
plaquette fluxes (IW,) at finite temperatures and a small
field of h/K = 0.025 for N= 18 site system. We find very
good agreement between the two even at temperatures
as low as T/K = 0.01. At higher temperatures, the dis-
crepancy between purification and ED results is actually
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Figure 4. Benchmarking done via calculation of flux value for
an 18-spin system with periodic boundary conditions using
ED and MPS based purification methods. The bond dimen-
sion x = 400 in the MPS calculation is adequate for good
agreement with ED at the low temperature end. At higher
temperatures, the small discrepancy is actually on account
of ED - the number of excited states used is insufficient for
correct description of the high temperature behavior.

on account of the latter being inadequate (insufficient
number of excited states taken into consideration).

The accuracy of matrix product state (MPS) calcula-
tions requires enhancing the bond dimension x and re-
ducing the Trotter step size AS used in W-II approxi-
mation [21]. Figure 5 shows the kg, /T (in the Kitaev
limit as well as for the J-K model) as a function of the
Trotter step size. Calculations in the Kitaev limit typ-
ically require larger x and smaller AS compared to the
Heisenberg-perturbed cases that we studied. It is evident
from Fig. 5 that fine-graining the Trotter steps from 0.04
to 0.02 does not affect the expectation values, while in
the Kitaev limit we still see some sensitivity, especially
at lower field values. We observed that for the bond di-
mensions that we work with (xy = 400 and 600), Trotter
errors are the main limitation on accuracy. For this rea-
son, we limit our calculations in the Kitaev limit to fields
greater than h/K = 0.03.

II. THERMAL HALL CURRENT DECAY IN
THE BULK

In gapped phases, the low-temperature behavior of
thermal Hall effect is governed by low-lying edge modes.
Figure 6 shows the decay of the thermal Hall current
along the z-direction (cylinder axis) for in the Kitaev
limit for various values of the Zeeman field along the
(111) direction. The current decays rapidly as we go
deeper in the bulk allowing us to treat the left and right
edge currents independently. Figure 6 shows the current
decay in the J-K Kitaev-Heisenberg model in the pres-
ence of a Zeeman field along the (111) direction. The ra-
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Figure 5. Plot (a) shows the kgy/T vs. T/K with varying

(AB) and x in pure Kitaev limit for different magnetic field
parameter range. Kqy/T is almost converged at high x and
lower (AgB). Plot (b) shows ksy /T vs. T/K for J-K Kitaev-
Heisenberg model with J/K = 0.1 for two magnetic field pa-
rameters h/K = 0.05,0.075 and they found to be converged,
implying accuracy of computation.

tios J/K span both sides of the spin liquid (J/K = 0.1)
and stripy SDW phase (J/K = 0.2, 0.3,) boundary, and
in the SDW phase, the field is chosen to just suppress
SDW order and partially revive topological order (as
measured by the topological entanglement entropy -y, see
Fig. 8). We observe that the current changes its sign
relative to the Kitaev limit and also decays rapidly into
the bulk.
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Figure 6. Plot (a) shows the decay of thermal Hall current
along the the length of cylinder which is measured at the
peak of Kgy/T in pure Kitaev limit with varying magnetic
field strength. We show the current decay up to half of the
chosen cylinder length (L, = 10) and in other half current
will be equal and opposite. It is evident from the plot that
thermal current vanishes deep in the bulk. Plot (b) show
the current decay in field suppressed SDW phase. Here, we
choose the cylinder length (L, = 20) to make sure current
decays well with in bulk gap.
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Figure 7. Ground state plaquette flux revival upon suppres-
sion of magnetic order. We considered the system size of
N, = 10, Ny, = 8, where ground state is computed using fi-
nite DMRG method.
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Figure 8. Field dependence of topological entanglement en-
tropy 7. It is small in the magnetically ordered phase as well
as at high fields but there is a small, partial revival at inter-
mediate fields where magnetic field is comparable to magnetic
ordering scale.

III. FLUX REVIVAL AND TOPOLOGICAL
ENTANGLEMENT ENTROPY (v) IN FIELD
SUPPRESSED SDW PHASE

Motivated by seen experimental large thermal Hall in
field revived SDW phase, we compute flux expectation
value in ground state for J-K model with varying Zeeman
field strength. We see that flux gets revived at Zeeman
field strength ~ J/3 - see figure 7. We also compute topo-
logical entanglement entropy v using Kitaev and Preskill
construction [32]. In this intermediate field regime, we
see that the v(h) gets revived, albeit weakly, see Figure
8. We carried out this computation with system size of
N, =10, N, = 8 using finite DMRG method.
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