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While many-body quantum systems can host long-ranged entangled quantum spin liquids (QSLs),
the ingredients for realizing these as ground states can be prohibitively difficult. In a broad range of
circumstances, one requires (i) a constrained Hilbert space and (ii) an extensive quantum superpo-
sition of such states. The paradigmatic example is the toric code state, or Zz spin liquid, which is a
superposition of all closed loop states. We show how simple non-equilibrium Hamiltonian dynamics
can provide a more streamlined route toward creating such QSLs. In particular, rather than cooling
into the ground state of a complicated Hamiltonian, we show how a simple parameter sweep can
dynamically project a family of initial product states into the desired constrained space, giving rise
to a QSL. For the toric code case, this is naturally achieved in systems where there is a separation
in energy scales between the e- and m-anyons, such that one can sweep in a way that is adiabatic
(sudden) with respect to the former (latter). Although such a separation of scales does not extend
to the thermodynamic limit, we use analytic arguments and tensor network numerics to argue that
this method efficiently and robustly prepares a spin liquid in finite-sized regions, which we brand
“quantum spin lakes”. This mechanism sheds light on recent experimental and numerical obser-
vations of the dynamical state preparation of the ruby lattice spin liquid in Rydberg atom arrays.
In fact, the slow dynamics with respect to m-anyons suggests we can capture such quantum spin
lake preparation by simulating the dynamics on tree lattices, which we confirm with highly-efficient
tensor network simulations. Finally, we use this mechanism to propose new experimental protocols,
e.g., for preparing a finite-sized U(1) spin liquid as a honeycomb Rokhsar-Kivelson dimer model us-
ing Rydberg atoms—which is all the more remarkable given its equilibrium counterpart is unstable
in 24 1D. Our work thus opens up a new avenue in the study of non-equilibrium physics, as well as

the preparation and exploration of exotic states of finite extent in existing quantum devices.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Phases of matter with intrinsic topological order are
characterized by a pattern of long-range quantum en-
tanglement [1-3]. This entanglement structure endows
such states with a rich phenomenology. Indeed, they ex-
hibit exotic properties such as a topological ground state
degeneracy, “fractionalized” bulk excitations with novel
quantum statistics, and quantized response properties [4—
8]. While such phases were first discovered in the context
of the fractional quantum Hall effect [9, 10], they were
later theoretically generalized to quantum spin systems
and connected with Anderson’s resonating valence bond
liquid [4, 11-13] to establish the notion of a quantum
spin liquid (QSL). Since then, QSLs have been the sub-
ject of decades of sustained interest within the context of
condensed matter physics [14-18].

In addition to their intriguing material properties,
QSLs can also be utilized as a platform for fault-tolerant
quantum computation [3; 19, 20]. Namely, the novel
quantum statistics of bulk excitations above a QSL can
be used to implement logical gates upon it. Since the
statistics of these excitations are topologically protected
and information is stored non-locally in the state, such
states are intrinsically fault-tolerant at the hardware
level. Accordingly, the prospect of building a “topolog-
ical quantum computer” has stimulated large-scale in-
vestigations of such phases in the context of quantum
information science.

As a consequence, there have been persistent efforts to-
ward realizing QSLs in solid-state materials [14-18]. The
key challenge here is that the requirements for realizing
topological order in equilibrium are very restrictive. In a
broad set of circumstances, there are two essential ingre-
dients. The first is that, at low energies, the system is
described by an emergent gauge theory—its low-energy
states satisfy a local energetic constraint typically due
to either geometric or interaction frustration. Such con-
straints define the notion of a local Gauss law and lead
to an extensive number of energetically low-lying Gauss
law-satisfying states. The second ingredient is the ex-
istence of strong quantum resonances connecting these
low-lying states which stabilize a thermodynamically ex-
tensive quantum superposition of them. Such a superpo-
sition ensures that the excitations of the emergent gauge
theory are deconfined, leading to the celebration notion
of anyons [5, 21]. While local constraints are routinely
found in frustrated magnetic systems (see e.g. Refs. 22—
24), strong quantum resonances between states satisfy-

ing these constraints often require many local rearrange-
ments of the state. Because naturally occurring Hamil-
tonians typically only contain few body terms, such res-
onances must typically be generated perturbatively. As
a consequence, these resonances are typically very weak
leading to a small energy gap above a putative topologi-
cally ordered phase, making such phases unstable.

Recently, however, there have been a number of pio-
neering experiments that see signatures of QSLs in pro-
grammable quantum simulators [25, 26]. Notably, build-
ing on a theory proposal [27], a recent experiment [25]
on Rydberg atom tweezer arrays [28] found QSL-like sig-
natures by placing atoms on the bonds of a kagome lat-
tice (i.e. the atoms live on the so-called “ruby lattice”)
which interact via the Rydberg blockade [29-32]. Intrigu-
ingly, the experiment was able to find QSL signatures in
a regime of parameter space where a careful numerical
study predicted QSL order would not be stable in the
ground state. The supplementary material of the afore-
mentioned experimental paper [25] along with a follow-up
numerical and variational studies [33, 34] provided strong
evidence that the origin of the QSL signatures could be
traced back to the dynamical state preparation protocol
used to explore the ground state phase diagram of the ex-
periment. In particular, using small system size numer-
ics, these two studies found that the process of preparing
the quantum simulator in a trivial phase and then dy-
namically tuning the Hamiltonian to a parameter regime
predicted to be in the confined phase of the system’s
emergent gauge theory led to QSL signatures consistent
with those observed in the experiment. Despite strong
numerical evidence, the Rydberg atom experiment and
the subsequent numerical study leave open an intrigu-
ing theoretical question regarding the precise mechanism
underlying the non-equilibrium preparation of a QSL-like
state. This open question inspires the present work.

The overarching goal of this work is to identify whether
and when unitary quantum dynamics can approximately
prepare exotic states of matter, even when these are not
the ground state. In answering this question, we pinpoint
the precise dynamic regime where a parameter sweep can
prepare spin liquids of restricted sizes—which we christen
quantum spin lakes. These findings are of considerable
interest for at least three complementary reasons.

First, our results provide insight into how unitary
quantum dynamics can give rise to surprisingly struc-
tured entangled states, even in non-equilibrium regimes
where one might not have expected them. Notably, we
study a regime of dynamics that is not contained within
the two typically studied paradigms: we are neither close
to equilibrium where adiabatic approximations and uni-
versal scaling theories directly hold [35-42], nor are we
so far out of equilibrium that our final state lacks any
of the characteristics of the emergent low-energy physics
[43-47]. Indeed, we combine elements from these two ap-
proaches by studying systems with two emergent degrees
of freedom and working in a dynamical regime which is
adiabatic relative to the first and sudden relative to the



other.

Second, in evincing the mechanism underlying the dy-
namical preparation of QSL-like states, we gain an un-
derstanding of how the preparation procedure scales as
a function of system size. This serves as both an impor-
tant theoretical question to answer but also practically
addresses the applicability of the mechanism in future
quantum simulation experiments with potentially larger
numbers of qubits. In particular, we identify the tune-
able lattice features which inevitably restrict the size of
the resulting spin lake. Consequently, we conclude that
preparing a thermodynamically large spin liquid still re-
quires realizing ground state physics.

Finally, our results make it possible to prepare a wide-
range of topological states in analog noisy-intermediate
scale quantum (NISQ) devices [48] where probing quan-
tum dynamics is more natural than cooling to a many-
body ground state [49]. Notably, this goes well beyond
the case of a Zs spin lake which had been sighted in the
Rydberg tweezer array context [25]. In particular, we il-
lustrate how non-equilibrium dynamics can even prepare
certain states which do not appear as stable ground states
in generic two-dimensional systems. For instance, we de-
scribe the preparation of a U(1) spin liquid in a dimer
model on a bipartite lattice, which appears in equilibrium
as a fine-tuned Rokshar-Kivelson point [14, 50-56].

Motivation in hand, in the next section we will provide
an overview of the ideas underlying the dynamical prepa-
ration of the QSL-like state and will provide an outline
for the rest of this work in Section 1T C.

II. INTUITIVE OVERVIEW AND KEY IDEAS

In this section, we will provide an intuitive picture of
the mechanism that underlies the dynamical preparation
of the QSL-like state, which will be made more precise
and supported numerically in subsequent sections. In
particular, in Section ITA we will start by recounting
the basic physics of spin liquids in equilibrium, using the
toric code as a paradigmatic example. Subsequently, in
Section I1 B we will provide an provide a physical picture
for the mechanism underlying the dynamical preparation
of a QSL-like state. We will conclude in Section II C with
an outline of the remainder of this paper.

A. Spin Liquids in Equilibrium

We start by recounting the physics of spin liquids
in equilibrium. Readers familiar with spin liquids may
choose to skip this subsection and move to Section IIB.
As outlined in the introduction, the requirements for a
broad class of spin liquids in equilibrium are twofold: (1)
the presence of an energetic constraint on spin configu-
rations that appear at low-energies and (2) the presence
of terms in the Hamiltonian that connect such states.
More precisely, the first condition gives us an effective
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FIG. 1. Equilibrium Quantum Spin Liquids and Out-
of-Equilibrium Quantum Spin Lakes. (a) In equilibrium,
QSLs are characterized by a lack of condensed e and m-anyons
(middle panel). When K (defined in Eq. (1)) is small, viola-
tions of the Gauss law (e-anyons) condense leading to a Higgs
phase (left panel). Alternatively when K is too large, pertur-
batively generated resonances are small relative to confining
fields leading to the condensation of m-anyons (right panel).
The confined phase and Higgs phase are known to be adia-
batically connected to one another but can occasionally be
separated via a first-order phase transition. (b) During a dy-
namical sweep, it is possible to remain in equilibrium relative
to e-anyons but out-of-equilibrium relative to m-anyons. As a
result, e-anyons are mostly equilibrated out during the sweep
while m-anyons fail to be nucleated in due to experiencing a
‘sudden’ approximation. This leads to a state that is nearly
defectless over a large length scale, which we brand a quantum
spin lake.

constrained Hilbert space—typically no longer having a
tensor product structure—where the local constraint can
be interpreted as the Gauss law of an emergent gauge
theory. The second condition introduces quantum fluctu-
ations within this constrained space; if these fluctuations
are large enough this can give rise to a “deconfined” or
topological phase in the ground state [57].

These two ingredients are manifest in Kitaev’s famous
toric code model [3]:
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where qubits are placed at the links of the square lattice
and the sum over v and over p indicate a sum over vertices
and plaquettes of the square lattice respectively. To be
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explicit, the first term in the Hamiltonian, enforces a
constraint on low-energy spin configurations that:

This means that low-energy spin configurations sat-
isfy the property that the number of down spins
surrounding each vertex must be even. If we
treat our spins as a Zo valued electric fields F

{’+> =|—) ’$> = | —>}, then Eq. (2) defines
a local Gauss law constraint (V - E) = 0 mod 2 and
the low-energy manifold of states defines an emergent
Zo gauge theory consisting of all closed loops of electric
fields. The second term of the Hamiltonian commutes
with the first and resonates between states that satisfy
the Gauss law. Consequently, the ground state of this
Hamiltonian is an equal weight and equal phase super-
position of all closed electric field loops:

i) =| Y| )+ )+ @

The excitations above this TC state are so-called anyons.
In fact, violations of the first (second) term in Eq. (1) are
called e-anyons (m-anyons), which are created at the end
of string operators composed of products of Pauli-X (Z)
operators [3].

As such, X or Z fields locally create anyon pairs, such
that introducing strong fields gives a way of driving a
transition out of the topological phase, which can be in-
terpreted as “condensing” either of these anyons into the
ground state. This is captured by the minimal model
[58-60]:

Hroys=Hro—he Y Xoe—h. Y 7 (4)
14 14

where h, drives e-condensation (where loops are broken
into open strings) and h, m-condensation (where loops
are no longer in a massive superposition). Since e-anyons
are the electric charges of this emergent Zo gauge the-
ory, one can also refer to the e-condensate as the “Higgs
phase”. Due to the non-trivial braiding between e and m,
condensing the latter implies that the former is no longer
deconfined, such that the m-condensate is also called the
“confined phase” [58]. Although it is known that these
two condensates form a single trivial phase [58], there can
be an unnecessary (first-order) transition between them
[59]. See Fig. 1(a) for two generic scenarios occurring in
the parameter regimes that we will be exploring in this
work; a detailed analysis of the phase diagram is found
in Sec. IV).

B. Spin Lakes from Quantum Dynamics

We now turn to understanding how a QSL-like state
can be produced via dynamics even when the ground

state of the system does not resemble a QSL. More pre-
cisely, we envision the case where the ground state is still
in a constrained Hilbert space, imposed by an energetic
Gauss law, but we might not be in the deconfined phase
(e.g., the m-condensate discussed above).

To be concrete, we will consider the model of Eq. (4)
without any plaquette resonances (J = 0), though the
discussion below is quite general. When J = 0, the
ground state of the aforementioned model will fail to be a
QSL aside from a small portion of the phase diagram (See
Sec. IV). Nevertheless, we will show in this subsection
that short-time quantum dynamics (such as those avail-
able in analog NISQ devices) can create a state which
has QSL-like signatures over large but inevitably finite
patches of the system.

An intuitive picture for the dynamical preparation of
a QSL-like state can be understood as follows and is
depicted in Fig. 1(b). Envision starting with a finite
size system and initializing it in the ground state of the
e-condensate, i.e., Higgs phase [h, > K, h,; left-most
panel of Fig. 1(b)]. We then ramp up the value of K
(energetically enforcing the Gauss law) slow enough to
be adiabatic with respect to the e-anyons such that the
density of the e-anyons will go to zero at the end of the
sweep. At the same time, we will show that is possible to
guarantee that this parameter sweep is much faster than
the m-anyon energy scale, allowing for a sudden approxi-
mation where m-anyon dynamics is frozen. In conclusion,
we equilibrate out the fast e-anyons present in the initial
state, and prevent the nucleation of the relatively slow
m~anyons. As such, at the end of the sweep, the state
prepared will be characterized by a lack of condensation
of any anyons and the final state will be the deconfined
phase of the emergent gauge theory. We can use this ef-
fective picture to develop a prediction for the final state
of the system following a sweep:

[Y(T)) o< Pal1(0)) (5)

where [1(0)) is the state at the beginning of the sweep,
[(T)) is the state at the end of the sweep, Pg is the
operator that projects out violations of the Gauss Law
(=11,(1+G,)/2 for the toric code example, see Eq. (2)).

To illustrate above in the simplest possible setting,
consider the initial state [1(0)) = |—|—>®N which is the
ground state of at h, = K = 0. Observe that by expand-
ing this product state in the diagonal (Z) basis and using
the above visual representation, it is the sum of all closed
and open string states:

won-] 1[I ol o

Hence, if we can project out all states containing open
strings, we obtain the topological state in Eq. (3), i.e.,
[Yrc) x Pglp(0)). We claim that this projection can
(approximately) be achieved by the aforementioned non-
equilibrium parameter sweep, where we attempt to be
adiabatic with respect to e-anyons (which gradually en-
forces G, = 1) and sudden with respect to m-anyons



(i.e., keeping the coefficients in Eq. (3) approximately
constant). In fact, in the fine-tuned case of h, = 0,
quantum numbers prevent any m-anyon dynamics, but
we will explore the more interesting and generic! case of
h, # 0.

However, in the thermodynamic limit, we will argue
that it will not be possible? to sweep the Hamiltonian
at a rate that is both slow relative to the energy scale
of the initially condensed defects (such as the e-anyons
above) and fast relative to energy scale within the con-
strained space (such as the m-anyons above). In those
cases, the final state will not be a perfect QSL. Neverthe-
less, we will argue that correlations in the final state will
be similar to those found in a QSL in any large patch of
the system [right-most panel of Fig. 1(b)]. As a conse-
quence, it will be appropriate to brand the final state as
either a quantum spin puddle or quantum spin lake (de-
pending on one’s philosophical bend). Since the authors
are glass-half-full, we will henceforth refer to such states
somewhat optimistically as quantum spin lakes which,
though not thermodynamic QSLs, are states that enable
studying QSL physics in finite-size quantum simulation
experiments available in the NISQ era. More generally,
the effective picture presented above provides a route to
applying projection operators on quantum states by us-
ing non-equilibrium unitary dynamics!

C. Outline of the Paper

The remainder of this work will be focusd on fleshing
out the above intuitive idea, providing numerical confir-
mation, identifying its limitations, building a bridge to
existing experimental data, and finally providing gener-
alizations. First, Section III makes the above picture
more precise in the simplest possible context: a single
qutrit model that has the essential ingredients of the
setup above. Subsequently, in Section IV we will provide
numerical support for this picture by performing large-
scale matrix product state numerics on Eq. (4) without
explicit plaquette resonances (J = 0). Equipped with
the numerical evidence backing the intuitive picture pre-
sented above, we then turn to considering the validity of
this picture for thermodynamically large systems in Sec-
tion V where we will make precise the notion of a quan-
tum spin lake. We use this notion to make comments on
the relevance of these ideas for explaining the recent Ry-
dberg atom experiment (Section VI). Driving the above
intuition to its logical conclusion suggests that dynami-
cally preparing QSL-like states works best in models with

1 While this example might suggest that our mechanism requires
a nearby flux(plaquette)-conserving model, this is not the case;
our ruby lattice example in Sec. VI will illustrate this.

2 Here, we consider the generic case, i.e., h, # 0, such that the
plaquette resonance is not a conserved quantity.

vanishing m-anyon dynamics, which we exemplify by sim-
ulating a model on a tree lattice in Sec. VII. Remarkably,
we find that such tree numerics can even be used as a
tool to accurately describe experimental data within the
timescales used to prepare the quantum spin lake. Al-
though the bulk of the paper focuses on the preparation
of Z5 spin lakes, we conclude by highlighting the general-
ity of the mechanism by demonstrating the preparation
of a U(1) spin lake (Section VIII).

IIT. SINGLE QUTRIT TOY MODEL FOR
DYNAMICAL QSL PREPARATION

In Section IIB, we discussed an effective picture for
how a QSL-like state is created during a dynamical
sweep. This picture suggested a natural but striking pre-
diction for the final state of the dynamics (Eq. (5)): the
final state is the initial state of the sweep but with Gauss
law violations projected out.

Here, we show how this picture emerges and confirm
this prediction in a truly minimal setting: a single qutrit
model that mimics the setup of the last section. In par-
ticular, consider the following Hamiltonian for a single
qutrit:

Hywirit = —K2% —h, X —h.Z (7)

where X', Z are spin-one Pauli matrices:

10 0 010
Z=100 0], X=—|[101]. (8)

00 —1 V2 010
Such a Hamiltonian is a nice (0 4+ 1)D analogue of the
Hamiltonian of Eq. (4) with J = 0. In particular, the
feature we would like to focus on is that for large posi-
tive K, we have a “constrained low-energy Hilbert space”
where Z2 = 1, i.e., {|1),|—1)}, where we define this basis
such that Z|a) = a|a), « = —1,0, 1.

A. Projection and Superpositions via Dynamics

We will start at large negative K, where the ground
state is nearly classical:

[1(0)) = 0) + (1) +|-1)) (9)
provided that |h,| < |h;| < | K], such that € ~ ‘\}};I‘ < 1.
Our claim is that one can use a non-equilibrium sweep
towards large positive K to effectively project our initial
state into the constrained space defined by 22 = +1, i.e.,
we obtain

Pa [¢(0)) o< [1) +|=1).. (10)

Note that this superposition of constrained states is in
stark contrast to what would be the ground state in this
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FIG. 2. Level Structure and Dynamics of single qutrit Model. Our dynamical protocol for implementing the projection
operator by combining adiabatic and sudden approximations can already be illustrated in a three-state toy model. (a) Repre-
sentative level structure of single qutrit model as a function of K/h, (shown for parameters h, = 1/3 and A = 0). Here, the
ground state is depicted in black, the first excited state in blue, and the second excited state in orange. Note that A controls
the gap between the ground state and the orange level and h. controls the gap between the ground state and the blue level
when K > 0. In panels (b, c), we start with an initial ground state |¢(0)) at K/h, = —20 (Eq. (9)) and dynamically sweep
to K/h, = 20 over a total time T: we plot the overlap between the final state |¢(T")) and the initial state with constraint
violations projected out Pg [1(0)) (Eq. (10)). We find an intermediate regime [Te, )] where this overlap is maximized, which
qualitatively corresponds to sweep rates which are below the energy scale set by the orange curve (in (a)) but above the splitting
~ h. of the lowest two states for K > 0; we are thus approximately adiabatic (sudden) with respect to the former (latter)
branch. In (b), by plotting this projected overlap as a function of T for A = 0,7,30 (corresponding to the lightest to darkest
orange lines) and fixed h, = 1/3, we find that we can move T, to shorter times. In (c¢), by plotting this overlap as a function

of T for A =7 and h, = 1/15,1/3,2/3 (lightest to darkest lines), we find that we can tune T}, to shorter times as well.

parameter regime: for any h, > 0 and positive K > h,,
the ground state is approximately |1).

To justify this claim, it is useful to examine the spec-
trum of this three-level model as a function of K/h,
at fixed but small h, which is shown in Fig. 2(a). For
large values of K, we see two low-energy states (the black
and blue lines) corresponding to the “constrained” space
spanned by [1) and |—1). Well-separated above this, we
see |0) (orange line). As such, starting with the state
in Eq. (9) and sweeping from negative to positive K, we
should throughout remain adiabatic with respect to third
(orange) curve; as a result the final wavefunction will be
in the constrained subspace. If at the same time we re-
main faster than the splitting of the blue and black lines
in this constrained space, we can use the sudden approx-
imation indicating that the portion of the initial wave-
function (9) that was within this space does not time-
evolve, achieving the projection in Eq. (10).

The above discussion highlighted the two necessary in-
gredients for dynamics to produce the desired projected
state: the sweep rate should be slow relative to the orange
curve and fast relative to the blue curve (for K > 0). The
validity and applicability of these conditions is in princi-
ple set by the following two parameters. First, h, deter-
mines the splitting between the two constrained states
[as indicated in Fig. 2(a)]. Second, by pushing up the
third level by an amount A%, we can tune the gap at

3 We can do this by making our Hamiltonian time-dependent,

the “transition” into the constrained space. Hence, we
expect the projection in Eq. (10) to become a better ap-
proximation for the non-equilibrium time-evolution when
h is small and 0 is large. We now test and confirm these
expectations quantitatively.

B. Numerical Confirmation and Timescales

We numerically confirm the expectations above by ex-
actly simulating the dynamics of the qutrit. In particular,
we initialize the qutrit in its ground state at large nega-
tive K = —20 with h, = 1 and h, fixed at three repre-
sentative values, and then linearly increase K to K = 20
over a total time 7. We subsequently plot the overlap
the normalized * projected state defined in Eq. (10) with
the final state of the sweep [(T")) as a function of T' [See
Figs. 2(b, ¢)].

We find that, for any fixed value of A and h, [any of the
curves in Fig. 2(b, c)], that the overlap with the projected
state displays three distinct regimes as a function of total
time T', demarcated by two time scales which we will call
T. and T,,, (T. < T),). Here, 1/T, is the rate below which
our ground state energy level is adiabatic with respect to

adding a term A - P3(t) which pushes the highest level up in
energy at each instance by A.

4 Throughout this work, we will use P to denote a projector fol-
lowed by normalization.



the orange level throughout the evolution and 1/7,, is
the rate above which the ground state level is sudden
with respect to the blue level around K = 0. Within
T. < T < T,,, we find that the projected state (10) is a
good approximation to the result of the non-equilibrium
sweep.

As stated in the previous subsection, by increasing the
value of A and fixing the value of h, in Fig. 2(b), we
find that the time scale T}, remains fixed and T, shifts
to smaller times because it is possible to be adiabatic
relative to the orange level while sweeping faster when § is
large. Additionally, as A is increased, the approximation
that the final state tends to the projected state becomes
more exact as predicted. If instead we fix the value of
A and increase the value of h, [Fig. 2(c)], we find that
T, remains fixed and T;,, shifts to smaller times. This is
because one needs to sweep faster in order to be sudden
relative to the splitting between the ground state and
blue level which confirms our expectations.

C. Analogy with Toric Code

We can reframe the results for the single qutrit model
in a language that is closer to the one used to discuss the
toric code. A full dictionary between the two is enumer-
ated in Table I. Notably, the constraint Z? = 41 which
holds when K is large and positive can be reinterpreted
as a “Gauss law” similar to the Gauss law of the toric
code [Eq. (2)]. Then, the orange level for K > 0 can
be thought of as the “e-anyon” as it represents a viola-
tion of the Gauss law Z2 = +1. As such, when K is
large and negative, we can interpret the ground state as
though this e-anyon has “condensed” (gained an expec-
tation value in the ground state) corresponding to the
Higgs phase of the toric code. Similarly, the splitting be-
tween the ground state and the blue level can be thought
of as the energy scale associated with the “m-anyon” as
it respects the Gauss law. At any finite h,, the ground
state can be interpreted as being the analogue of the toric
code’s “confined phase.”

In this language, we can reinterpret the results of the
dynamical sweep. Namely, we prepare the projected state
[which is equivalent to the deconfined phase due to be-
ing a superposition of constrained states (See Table. T)],
when we remain in adiabatic relative to the energy level
connected to the qutrit’s e-anyon and sudden relative to
the energy scale associated with the qutrit’s m-anyon. In
being adiabatic relative to the e-anyon, it is equilibrated
out as we exit the Higgs phase. Moreover, in being sud-
den relative to the m-anyon, it fails to be nucleated in as
we enter the confined phase. Having tested and verified
our intuition in this toy model, we study the analogous
effect in a truly many-body system, namely the toric code
model.

HToric Code Single Qutrit H
Gauss Law G=2*=+1
heXe,hZy¢ he X, h,Z

Higgs |0)

QSL 1) = J5(I+1) +[-1))
Confined [1),|-1)
e-anyon e Q) = X |Q)
m-anyon m'|Q) = Z|Q)

TABLE I. Conceptual dictionary between Toric Code
and Single Qutrit Model.

IV. DEFORMED TORIC CODE MODEL

We now investigate how the effective picture of Sec-
tion IT and the conjecture of Eq. (5) appear in a many-
body context. In particular, let us consider the model of
Eq. (4) without explicit plaquette resonances (J = 0):

HTc+fKZ%%thXehzZZe
v l 4

(11)
Before exploring the dynamical preparation of QSL-like
states in this model, in Subsection IV A, we first consider
its ground state physics, where we will find a thin sliver
of topological order. Subsequently, in Subsection IV B,
we test the prediction of Eq. (5) by calculating the lo-
cal overlap of the time-evolved state and the projected
state. This indeed suggests a spin liquid-like state which
is vastly more extended in the phase diagram compared
to the ground state physics. Here we focus on detecting
these spin liquid-like properties in finite regions; we post-
pone the discussion of scaling and the thermodynamic
limit to Section V.

A. Ground State Phase Diagram

Using the density matrix renormalization group
(DMRG) [61-64] on an infinite cylinder of circumference
L, = 4 (the qualitative properties of interest do not sensi-
tively depend on this choice; see Appendix A 1¢), we find
the ground state phase diagram of the model of Eq. (11)
in Fig. 3 (a), finding the three distinct phases which we
schematically discussed in Section II. (See Appendix A 1c
for L, = 5 and further numerical details.)

The first phase we observe is the e-condensed (or
Higgs) phase which occurs when K, h, < h,, its fixed-
point limit being the product state in the X-basis,
I-++)®Y. The second two phases—the toric code (TC)
phase and the confined phase—can be understood as fol-
lows. When K > h,, h,, the ground state manifold will
be nearly degenerate, consisting of all states that satisfy



the Gauss law G, = 1 [see Eq. (2)]. The effect of h, and
h, can then be treated perturbatively. Namely, using
degenerate perturbation theory in h, and h,, the effec-
tive Hamiltonian governing these states will contain the
plaquette term of Eq. (1) with Jeg ~ O(h1/K?). As a
consequence, when h, < Jeg, the model will be in the Zo
QSL phase of the toric code model of Eq. (1). However,
when h, > Jog, m-anyons in the system will condense
corresponding to the confined phase, whose fixed-point
limit is |[1)®Y as h. — 4o0.

As a final remark, we note that throughout the phase
diagram of Fig. 3, the energy scale associated with m-
anyon excitations is set by h, and potentially a plaquette
term generated at fourth order in perturbation theory,
both of which are small relative to h, and K which set the
e-anyon dynamics. These small energy scales naturally
signal that the dynamics of m-anyons will be slow relative
to the e-anyons.

B. Quantum Dynamics and Spin Lakes

Given the equilibrium phase diagram, let us now con-
trast it with the state prepared via a dynamical sweep
simulated using MPO methods [65]. Due to the sepa-
ration in energy scales between the e- and m-anyons, we
anticipate that we will be able to prepare a QSL-like state
[or quantum spin lakes (see Section V for more details)],
extending well beyond the spin liquids in the ground state
phase diagram. In particular, the discussion in Section I1
suggests that sweep rates which are slow with respect to e
and fast with respect to m should approximately project
out Gauss law violating states from the initial state [see
Eq. (5)]. If we take initial states at K = 0 (where the
ground state is a product state), then projecting these
into G, = 1 gives the phase diagram in Fig. 3(b) (which
will be derived in the next subsection). Crucially, we see
that the topological (i.e., deconfined) phase extends over
a broad range of parameter space, up to h,/h, < 0.46.
This is contrast to the tiny sliver of toric code phase
found in the ground state (Fig. 3(a)). We now numeri-
cally test the prediction that appropriate sweeping rates
can approximately prepare this projected wavefunction
through dynamics.

We initialize the system in the product state ground
state at K = 0 and small values of h, (in the ‘Higgs
phase’ of Fig. 3(a)). Subsequently, we ramp K linearly
at arate 1/T and investigate the nature of the final state.
By simulating Eq. (11) on an infinite cylinder using ma-
trix product state techniques, we are able to investigate
properties of the final state numerically as a function of
the total time T

First, we verify that as we increase the total time T
(thereby decreasing the sweeping rate), there is a time-
scale T, above which our dynamics are nearly in equi-
librium relative to e-anyons. In particular, above T, we
expect that the density of e-anyons will be nearly zero
similar to the ground state for K large and greater than
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FIG. 3. Creation of a Quantum Spin Lake in a De-
formed Toric Code Model. We consider a version of
the toric code model in a field without plaquette resonances:
Eq. (11). (a) Ground state phase diagram of as a function of
h./hy and K/hy. There is only a tiny sliver of Toric Code
(TC) topological order. (b) In contrast, projecting a product
state (i.e., ground state at K = 0 for different h/h,) into the
Gauss-law preserving states GG, = 1 yields a robust spin lig-
uid phase (see Sec. IV C for an analytic derivation). In panels
(c, d, e), we study the dynamical sweeps along the three col-
ored arrows in panel (a) corresponding to h, = 0.01,0.05,0.1;
we numerically confirm that non-equilibrium dynamics can
effectively implement the aforementioned projection. (c¢) By
increasing the total time of the sweep, e-anyons are pushed
out of the final state as detected by the expectation value of
the Gauss Law (G,) = 1 [defined in Eq. (2)]. This (quasi-
)adiabatic approximation for e-anyons holds for all three
sweeps as evidenced by the overlapping curves. (d) Having
established that we dynamically sweep into the constrained
subspace, we test whether the resulting state |¢)(T")) has a
large overlap with the corresponding projected state (the lat-
ter is in a topological phase as shown in (b)). We observe a
window Te < T < T, where the overlap density between the
final state of the sweep and the projected state is large; here
we are approximately adiabatic (sudden) w.r.t. e-(m-)anyons.
(e) We make explicit the presence of three dynamical regimes
by plotting the return probability for an echo experiment that
sweeps back and forth through the transition.

zero (though, for any finite 7', the ground state will have
a non-zero density of e-anyon defects; see Sec. V for a
discussion of finite sizes and scaling). To verify this, in
Fig. 3(c), we plot the expectation value of the Gauss law
operator [Eq. (2)] (G,) as a function of the total time
of the sweep and three values of h,. We find that above
a characteristic value of T, ~ 0.5h; !, the value of (G,)
rapidly increases and saturates to a near maximal value
(consistent with the equilibrium value) independent of



the value of h,. As h, controls the energetics of the m-
anyon, this is to be expected.

Next, we confirm that beyond T, we enter a regime
where the dynamics is simultaneously fast relative to m-
anyons and slow relative to e-anyons. Here, we expect
that the final state will have a high overlap density with
the normalized projected state Pg [¢(0)), which is a spin
liquid for the parameters chosen (See Fig. 3(b) for phase
diagram of the projected state, proved in the next sub-
section). By plotting the overlap density per site between
[4(T)) and Pg |1(0)) in Fig. 3(d) (where the tilde simply
denotes that we have normalized the state), we find that
there is a window [T,,T,,] where indeed this occurs, in
agreement with the prediction of Eq. (5). Furthermore,
we find that as we increase h,, the coupling responsi-
ble for nucleating m-anyons, T,, decreases and hence the
window shrinks. This is consistent with our expectations
that, as we increase h,, the time-scale in which m-anyons
are nucleated decreases and hence our dynamics can be
slow relative to both e and m (i.e. quasi-adiabatic) at
faster rates (shorter total times). We confirm in Ap-
pendix A 2b that indeed, beyond T,, the system recov-
ers the ground state. This provides strong numerical
evidence for our effective picture wherein e-anyons are
in equilibrium and m-anyons are frozen for intermediate
time sweeps.

We can independently verify the existence of the two
time-scales T, and T, as well as the intermediate regime
via the follow numerical “echo” experiment. Namely, we
consider sweeping K linearly from K = 0 to a maximal
value of K for a total time T" and subsequently sweeping
K linearly backwards back to zero for the same amount
of time. Generically, the state that one will recover will
not be initial state of the sweep. Nevertheless, we expect
that when the dynamics is purely adiabatic or purely sud-
den, the initial state will be recovered. Moreover, since
our proposed mechanism involves the dynamics relative
to e being quasi-adiabatic and the dynamics relative to
m being quasi-sudden, a non-trivial prediction of our ef-
fective picture is that, in the intermediate regime, the
initial state will also be recovered. We numerically sim-
ulate this experiment and plot the overlap per site of the
final state |4 (27T)) with the initial state in Fig. 3(e). Let
us first observe that when we are fully out-of-equilibrium
relative to e and m (T' <« T¢) or nearly in-equilibrium rel-
ative to both (T > T,,,), we indeed find that this overlap
is near maximal. More interestingly, when we are deep
within the regime T, < T <« T,,,, we also see a very large
revival of the initial state, consistent with certain degrees
of freedom being quasi-adiabatic and others being frozen.

Until now, we have only verified that states produced
through dynamics in the intermediate regime [T, T},]
look like QSL’s by utilizing the overlap density with
the projected state (which is provably a QSL; see next
subsection). We conclude this subsection by indepen-
dently verifying this through the use of the so-called
Fredenhagen-Marcu (FM) order parameter [27, 41, 66—
69]. To define the FM order parameter, we first introduce
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FIG. 4. Fredenhagen-Marcu Order Parameter for Fi-
nal State of Dynamics. We consider the same dynamical
sweeps in the deformed toric code model as introduced in
Fig. 3. (a) Here, we report the maximum value of the (X)rm
order parameter (for three different string lengths) obtained
during a dynamical sweep that takes place over a total time T'.
The particular sweep we take linearly ramps the value of K/hs
from 0 to 4 at h./h; = 0.1 (this corresponds to the red arrow
in Fig. 3). We find that during the window [T, Tr»], its value
flows downwards with increasing length. (b) In this panel, we
plot the value of (Z)rnm versus total time T at the same time in
the sweep where (X)rym was maximized. Here, for total times
T € [Te,Ty), the value of (Z)pu is nearly zero and is con-
firmed to flow downwards. The decreasing flow of these two
order parameters during the window [T, T,] cements the fact
that in this window, the system exhibits QSL-like properties,
consistent with the large overlap between the time-evolved
state and the topologically ordered projected wavefunction in
Fig. 3(d). For numerics performed, we used a bond- dimen-
sion of x = 256 and trotter step size of dt = 0.0025 (with
convergence in both parameters verified). Moreover, see Ap-
pendix A 2c¢ for FM order parameters in equilibrium.

the following string operators:

N

] = L (12

Y X
N AT A

Ny

the first (second) of which is called the ’t Hooft (Wilson)
line operator and creates m(e)-anyons at its endpoints.
String operators in hand, the FM order parameter is de-

fined as:
< m m
(Z)pm = ———=

)]
) o

where the length of the string in the denominator has
twice the length of the numerator and we have drawn
schematically the e and m anyon excitations at the end-
points of the string. Broadly speaking, the FM order
parameter detects the lack of condensation of anyons in
a topologically ordered phase. In particular, the numer-
ator is similar to a two-point function for either the e



or m-anyon, with the endpoints connected by a string.
Since any string operator will generically have some line
tension causing it to decay exponentially regardless of
whether the anyons are condensed or not, the denom-
inator is chosen to cancel the contribution of this line
tension. The expectation is then that in a topologically
ordered phase, the value of both (Z)gy and (X)py will
go to zero with increased string length. Meanwhile, in
either the Higgs or confined phase, it will tend to a non-
zero value.

In Fig. 4, we use the FM order parameter to diagnose
the presence of QSL-like order in the final state of the
sweep performed at h, = 0.1 (see Appendix A 2c¢ for the
other values of h,). In particular, in Fig. 4(a), we show
the value of the minimum value of (X)py (for three dif-
ferent string lengths) obtained during a sweep of total
time 7 °. Similarly, we show the value of (Z)gy ob-
tained at the same time that (X)py was minimized. In
doing so, we find that, indeed, the intermediate regime
[Te, T, is characterized by both order parameters decay-
ing to zero with increased string length. This confirms
that the intermediate regime [T, T,,] displays QSL-like
signatures.

C. When is the Projected State a Spin Liquid?

So far, we have presented strong numerical evidence
that, for a window of sweep rates, the final state of a
dynamical sweep will be the initial state with Gauss law
violations projected out. Nevertheless, we have yet to
discuss when such a projected state will be a quantum
spin liquid. This can be answered analytically, but first
we provide an intuitive explanation.

Note that the deep in the Higgs phase, if h, = 0, then
the ground state has no m-anyons because the expecta-
tion value of the plaquette term will be +1 everywhere.
As such, when we project out Gauss law violations, the
resulting state now has no e-anyons while remaining free
of m-anyons, and is consequently a quantum spin liquid.
More precisely, the ground state deep in the Higgs phase
when h, = 0 is the state where all the qubits are in the
|+) state. When this state is expanded in the Z basis, it
looks like the equal weight super position of all open and
closed string states [in the electric field representation of
our spins (See Sec. ITA)]. As such, when we project out
all Gauss law violations (equiv. states with open strings),
the resulting state is the sum of all closed string config-
urations which is precisely the toric code ground state of
Eq. (3). If we instead start with a product state for a
nonzero h,, there will be a small number of virtual m-
anyon fluctuations in the initial state (or equivalently, the
strings in the wavefunction will have a small line tension).

5 The minimum value is reported because the FM order parameter
oscillates towards the end of the sweep. The time trace for this
oscillation is shown in Appendix A 2c.
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Hence, as we increase h, beyond some threshold value,
we will eventually fail to create a QSL under projection.

To make the above arguments mathematically precise,
note that the initial state of the dynamical sweep, when
K =0, is a product state of the form:

. eg 20 Ze QN
[(0)) = ) [cos(6) [+) + sin(6) [-)], = — I
¢
(14)
where 6 = 1 arctan (Z—;) and the second equality is an

exact reparameterization in terms of tanh(8/2) = tan(6).
We want to know when:

P [(0)) o e Te Ze | (15)

is a quantum spin liquid. In the above equation, we used
the fact that Pg commutes with e%Z¢ and Pg +)®Y
|rc) where |ihre) is the toric code wavefunction defined
in Eq. (3). To do so, we first map the state in Eq. (15) to
its dual under the Kramers-Wannier map defined in the
case as:

(16)

N
]
N
N

and

Y
7\
X X &= X (17)

AV
P2y

which maps our model defined on the links of the square
lattice to a model defined on the plaquettes of the square
lattice. Note that under this duality, G, is restricted
to be +1 and hence, the toric code wavefunction, which
is stabilized by the G, operator and the plaquette res-
onance operator, is mapped to the the +1 eigenstate of
the X, operator. Hence,

€3 Te 7 jhro) = e T B8y | )N - (18)

We thus obtain a state whose diagonal correlations are
set by the classical Ising model at inverse temperature 3.
It is known that the disordered phase of the classical Ising
model maps to the QSL phase of the toric code model
under Kramers-Wannier. Thus, the projected state is a

quantum spin liquid when the initial state is such that

In(1+v2) . -
B > B, where B, = M is the transition temperature

of the classical Ising model [70]. Translating this to our
parameters, we obtain that there is a transition out of
the topological phase at:

h, ln(l + \/5)
h—w = tan <2 arctan (tanh <4> )) (19)

2-1
- ‘[2 ~ 0.4551, (20)




as shown in Fig. 3(b).

We should remark that before our dynamical proto-
col reaches such values of h,/h,, our system will fail to
satisfy our dynamical requirements of being slow with re-
spect to dyanmics of e-anyons and fast with respect the
dynamics of m-anyons. As a consequence, for all values
of h, wherein our mechanism applies, we see a QSL-like
state. In the next section, we remark on what happens
as the system fails to satisfy the aforementioned dynam-
ical requirements. In particular, we will argue that as we
increase our system size, the requirements are eventually
bound to fail, leading to a finite-size ‘quantum spin lake’.

V. SCALING AND LIMITATIONS OF THE
MECHANISM

In the previous section, we saw QSL-like properties
emerge in the non-equilibrium dynamics of the toric code
model of Eq. (11), even when the ground state was not
topologically ordered. This could be understood in a nice
effective picture. By dynamically sweeping the value of
K in the Hamiltonian at a rate that was slow relative
to e-anyons, we gradually pushed them out of the initial
state. If this rate was simultaneously fast relative to the
dynamics of m-anyons, they were effectively not created
during the sweep. This led to a toric-code-like state as
evidenced by the overlap density with the projected state
and FM order parameters.

In this section, we will make this picture more precise
by elucidating both what is meant by slow and fast, and
investigate the fate of this mechanism as we scale the
system to the thermodynamic limit. We will argue that,
as we increase the system size, it will not be possible to
globally remain in equilibrium relative to e-anyons and
out-of-equilibrium relative to m-anyons due to (1) the
presence of a phase transition as we exit the Higgs phase
and (2) a finite m-anyon energy scale. Nevertheless, the
local correlations of the system will present QSL-like sig-
natures defining the quantum spin lake.

In what follows, we will first consider the case where
our dynamical sweep crosses the second order transition
(Subsection V A) and then consider what happens when
we cross the first order transition (Subsection VB). In
both cases, we argue that a finite-size spin lake is created
and explain the dependence on sweeping rate and total
time. We conclude by numerically testing and confirming
the scaling of this mechanism (Subsection V C).

A. Crossing the Second Order Phase Transitions

In this subsection, we discuss the dynamics of both e
and m-anyons during a dynamical sweep that crosses a
second order phase transition [e.g. the sweep shown with
the yellow arrow on Fig. 3(a)].

To get a better understanding of what will happen
across the transition, it will be useful to recall lessons
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learned from studying the single qutrit model. In that
model, our system started off in the qutrit’s ground state
and adiabatically followed it until we approached the pa-
rameter regime around K/h, = 0. In particular, here, for
a sufficiently fast rate, our system fell out of equilibrium
relative to both the orange level and the blue level (See
Fig. 2(a)). By pushing up the orange level through A,
we found that we were able to avoid this issue and always
remain in equilibrium relative to the orange level. Never-
theless, after entering the regime close to K/h, = 0, we
were always out-of-equilibrium relative to the blue level.
It was for this reason that, after K/h, = 0, our wave-
function remained orthogonal to the orange level (thereby
being within the constrained subspace), but its dynam-
ics were slow within the constrained subspace. Under an
assumption that these dynamics were perfectly slow, the
final wavefunction would just be the wavefunction at the
instance when it fell out of equilibrium relative to the
blue level, but with constraint violations projected out.
In the rest of this subsection, we will argue that a similar
picture arises in the many-body context by leveraging
universal properties of the transition out of the Higgs
phase.

In the many-body context, far before the transition, a
similar story plays out: while the system is deep in the
Higgs phase, it has a large gap and the dynamics are adi-
abatic, largely tracking the many-body ground state [35].
However, as we approach the critical point of the transi-
tion, this will no longer be the case. In particular, in the
vicinity of the transition, there will be an emergent notion
of e— and m-anyons. The former will uncondense across
the transition and as such will have a gap at the critical
point scaling as ~ 1/L [71]. On the other hand, the m-
anyon excitation at the critical point will not generically
be gapless. Nevertheless, we know that deep on the other
side of the transition, the gap and bandwidth of single m-
anyon excitations are small because they are set by small
microscopic energy scales and perturbatively generated
resonances. As such, generically we can assume that the
bandwidth of m-anyons remains small close to the transi-
tion and remains small as we move far past the transition.
This makes precise what is meant by the phrase “fast
with respect to m-anyons”: the rate at which one crosses
the transition is faster than the time-scale associated with
the bandwidth of the emergent m-anyon excitation in the
critical regime around the transition, which is presumed
to not drastically change as we move past the transition
(and hence, can be estimated through microscopics). The
small gap to both e and m-anyons across the transition,
implies that prior to the transition the system will fall
out of equilibrium and the long-distance dynamics of e
and m-anyons will be slow near the transition. Indeed, in
the parlance of the Kibble-Zurek mechanism, this corre-
sponds to the so-called Kibble-Zurek “freeze-out” regime
[36—42].

After exiting the Kibble-Zurek regime, the gap to e-
anyon excitations will rapidly increase and the “frozen”
system will go back into equilibrium relative to the e-



anyon (similar to how the dynamics in the single qutrit
went back into equilibrium with the orange level). This
approach to equilibrium is believed to occur through a
process called coarsening wherein ordered (in this con-
text, constraint satisfying) regimes will exist with the
final state exhibiting a dilute density of e-anyons, n.
Kibble-Zurek makes a sharp prediction (tested in Sub-
section V C) that this density will be determined by the
rate that one crosses the transition; given a fixed rate, the
density of e-anyon defects is predicted to remain roughly
constant provided that one has spent sufficiently long
after the transition to have “coarsened.” This density
further defines a length scale L. = 1/,/n. in which our
system will “look” like it obeys the Gauss law. This
length scale will be the size over which our system will
exhibit QSL-like signatures and defines the size of our
spin lake. Moreover, this discussion clarifies that phrase
“slow relative to e-anyons” implies that one travels at a
sufficiently slow rate such that L. is of appreciable size.

Apart from the dynamics of e-anyons, after the Kibble-
Zurek “freeze-out regime”, our dynamics will continue to
be sudden relative to dynamics of single m-anyon exci-
tations. Similar to the single qutrit case, under the ap-
proximation that these dynamics were perfectly sudden,
the only dynamics of the system across the transition
would be to equilibrate out e-anyons. Assuming that the
wavefunction when the system fell out of equilibrium is
similar (up to a short-depth unitary) to the initial wave-
function of the sweep, this motivates the ansatz that the
final wavefunction is the initial wavefunction with Gauss
law violations projected out. Of course, since the en-
ergy scale associated with m-anyons is finite, there is a
time-scale above which we will start to nucleate m-anyon
defects above our state. As such, we can predict that the
density of m-anyon defects will increase as we sweep for
longer times around and past the transition. This is in
contrast to the case of the e-anyons where the total time
swept is irrelevant as long as the rate is kept constant.
This prediction will also be tested in Subsection V C.

Given the discussion above, a few remarks are in order.
First and most importantly, the above considerations on
the density of e and m-anyons imply that it will be im-
possible to produce a full thermodynamic QSL via our
dynamical mechanism— the divergence of the e-anyon
timescale and the finiteness of the m-anyon timescale im-
plies that it is impossible to be slow with respect to the
former and fast with respect to the latter. Nevertheless,
depending on the local energy scale of the m-anyons,
as mentioned earlier, it will be possible to respect the
time-scale conditions and create a QSL-like state over a
length scale of size L., which precisely defines the quan-
tum spin lake. Second, we remark that the discussion in
the previous paragraphs is quite general; we expect that
dynamical sweeps into constrained subspaces with mul-
tiple emergent excitations, some of which are fast and
others of which are slow, can be used to prepare exotic
finite-size orders. In the examples that we discuss in this
paper, these excitations have a nice microscopic descrip-
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tion which enables us to make predictions as to the final
state of the sweep (i.e. via the projection formula of
Eq. 5). Nevertheless, in general, this need not be the
case; dynamical sweeps could project out emergent de-
grees of freedom.

B. Crossing the First Order Phase Transition

We now turn to the case where we cross a first or-
der transition during our dynamical sweep. In the the
model of Eq. (11), this first order transition is between
the Higgs phase and the confined phase and occurs when
a level crossing occurs between the two phases. While
such a level crossing leads to sharp and discontinuous
change in the nature of the ground state, such a level
crossing does not impact the dynamics in the vicinity of
the transition. This is because the Higgs ground state
and confined ground state are macroscopically distinct
from one another and hence the ground state transition
cannot be detected by local dynamics. Deep enough be-
yond a 1st order transition we expect to become sensi-
tive to false vacuum decay [72-74], but this process is
mediated by m-anyon dynamics which we have assume
to be slow relative to total time of our dynamical sweep.
Hence, our local dynamics will effectively encounter in-
stead the above second order transition and the consid-
erations of the previous section will follow. We now test
this prediction.

C. Numerical Confirmation

We now seek to numerically verify the predictions of
the last two subsections. To summarize, our predictions
are three-fold. First, we predict that across the local
dynamics of our system is insensitive to the presence of
the first-order transition and instead effectively sees the
presence of a second-order transition. Second, we predict
that the density of e-anyons (as detected by (G,)) at the
end of the sweep is set by the rate (dK/dt)/h, that one
crosses the effective second-order transition as opposed
to the total time of the sweep. Finally, we predict that
the density of m-anyons produced during the sweep is
determined by the total time spent after the transition as
opposed to the rate that we sweep across the transition.

To test these, we start by plotting the expectation
value of the Gauss law operator as we cross the tran-
sition as a function of location K(t)/h, along the sweep
for sweep done at two different rates [See Fig. 5(a)]. We
first find that the expectation value of the Gauss law op-
erator shows no signature as we cross the point where the
ground state undergoes the first-order transition indicat-
ing that indeed our system is insensitive to its presence.

Moreover, we find that after crossing the putative loca-
tion of the effective second order phase transition, the ex-
pectation value of the Gauss law operator approximately
saturates to a constant value. This constant value ap-
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FIG. 5.  Numerical Confirmation of Rate and Evo-
lution Time Scaling of e- and m-Anyon Generation.
Based on Kibble-Zurek type arguments, we expect that the
density of e-anyons in the final state is controlled by the rate
with which one traverses the transition. In panel (a), we
check this expectation numerically by simulating a dynami-
cal sweep which ramps K linearly from 0 to 7 at two rates
and fixed h./h, = 0.1 (red arrow in Fig. 3(a)). We find that
after crossing the transition, the expectation value of (G,),
which measures the Gauss law, is largely insensitive to the fi-
nal time provided that one allows for the system to sufficiently
coarsen after crossing the transition but depends sensitively
on the rate, as predicted. We remark that, at h, = 0.1, the
dynamics strictly crosses a first order phase transition (shown
with the dotted line) but is insensitive to its presence (see dis-
cussion in main text). However, the value of (G,) starts to
change dramatically shortly after a putative or ‘hidden’ sec-
ond order transition (dashed line). In panel (b), we check the
dynamics of m-anyons by plotting the overlap density of our
instantaneous wavefunction [ (¢)) with the projected state as
a function of evolution time ¢t. We find that following the pu-
tative transition (shown in the dashed lines) and coarsening,
when e-anyons are back in equilibrium, m-anyons decrease
the projected overlap density linearly with evolution time as
expected. In our numerics, we utilized a bond dimension of
X = 256 and a trotter step size of dt = 0.0025.

pears set by the rate with the value of (G,) increasing
with decreasing (slower) rate. This is consistent with the
predictions of Kibble-Zurek. We remark that there is a
slight increase in the value of (G,) as the value of K (¢) in-
creases. This is due to the fact that as we increase K, the
emergent Gauss law of the low-energy constrained sub-
space becomes closer to the bare Gauss law: G,. This
effect similarly occurs within the ground state.

Lastly, we want to confirm whether the total m-anyon
density is set by the total time that the system evolves
passed the transition (as opposed to the rate). To do
so, we plot the value of the overlap of the instanta-
neous wavefunction |1 (t)) with the projected wavefunc-
tion N - Pg [1(0)) as a function of the evolution time
t. We do so for two different rates that we cross the
transition. Since we have confirmed that the rate de-
termines the e-anyon density, decrease in the projected
overlap with time signals the nucleation of m-anyons.
Our prediction would signal that the slope with which
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the projected overlap decreases should be independent of
rate. Remarkably, we find that this is indeed the case
in Fig. 5(b)! This is strong evidence in support of our
predictions.

VI. EXPERIMENTAL RELEVANCE: RYDBERG
ATOM RUBY DIMER LIQUID

Thus far we have carefully studied the mechanism for
creating a quantum spin lake, first in the qutrit toy model
(Section IIT) and subsequently in a genuine many-body
toric code model (Section IV), which we then also used
to study and display how it does (not) scale (Section V).
In this section, we present a concrete application of our
theory. In particular, we consider how it applies to the
Rydberg atom quantum simulator experiment of Ref. 25
based on the proposal by Ref. 27. Therein, Rubidium-
87 atoms are placed at the links of the kagome lattice
(equivalently the sites of the ruby lattice):

Each atom encodes a qubit (or hardcore boson) using a
hyperfine atomic ground state |[{) and Rydberg state |1)
of the atom. These atoms then interact via the following
Hamiltonian [75]:

Hz%ZXi—(SZni+%Z‘/}7jninj (21)
i A i,

where ¢, j runs over all qubits on the lattice and n; =
1(1+Z;). In the experiment, Q and § corresponds to the
Rabi frequency and frequency detuning of the laser that
addresses the ground-Rydberg transition and V; ; is the

van der Waals interaction potential of two atoms in their
6
Ry ) [See Fig. 6(a)],

Ti—Tj

Rydberg states which ~ Q x (

where Ry, is called the blockade radius (shown above to
be at least 2a) and r; is the position of atom i.

A. Rydberg Model in Equilibrium

Before discussing the dynamics in the experiment, we
briefly review the equilibrium physics of the Rydberg
model, following Ref. 27. One of its key features is
that, since the energy of exciting two atoms within the
blockade radius is very large, at low-energies, states sat-
isfy the “blockade constraint” wherein two nearby atoms
cannot be simultaneous excited. If we represent the

) =] =)
and ’Jyﬁ> = ‘—), then the blockade constraint, de-

fined such that Rp contains the six nearest neigbors (i.e.,

states of our Rydberg qubits with dimers,
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FIG. 6. Interaction Potentials Utilized to Study Ryd-
berg Atom Systems. (a) Typically, the potential between
Rydberg atoms is treated as a standard van der Waals poten-
tial which falls off with distance r as ~ (Rp/r)® where Ry is
a characteristic radius called the blockade radius [29, 30]. (b)
Since the van der Waals interaction potential is much larger
within the blockade radius than outside it, it is typically ap-
proximated to be nearly infinite in the blockade radius and
zero outside the blockade radius. In this limit, the effective
Hamiltonian governing the dynamics of Rydberg atoms is the
so-called PXP model of Eq. (25). (c¢) To incorporate the ef-
fects of the long-range tails either numerically or analytically,
to study a truncated version of the full van der Waals po-
tential. Here, the full (Ry/r)® of the van der Waals model is
taken into account for 7 < Rirunc but the interaction potential
is sharply truncated for » > Rirunc.

2a < R, < v/7a), implies that two dimers cannot share
the same vertex.

If the detuning § in the Eq. (21) is large, low-energy
states will have as many atoms in their Rydberg states
as possible while still obeying the blockade constraint.
As such, in such a regime, the system will behave like a
dimer model [27] characterized by the Gauss law:

GUZX:_I = /Z/\X\ (22)

where we have defined the 't Hooft loop operator shown
in orange and v refers to a particular vertex of the kagome
lattice. The presence of this local Gauss law implies that,
at low-energies, the Rydberg model is an emergent Zo
gauge theory. The deconfined phase of this gauge theory
can be characterized by its fixed-point wavefunction [50,

76, 77):
REVER)-
(23)

wn-| )+

which is the equal-weight, equal-phase superposition of
all full-packing dimer configurations (dimer configura-
tions that have no untouched vertices) and is the dimer
analogue of Anderson’s resonating valence bond (RVB)
state of singlets [11]. Such a superposition of dimer states
represents a Zso spin liquid owing to the kagome being a
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nonbipartite lattice [77-81] (for approaches to emergent
dimer models on other lattices see Refs. 82-85). The
above state is the unique state that is stabilized by the
't Hooft loop of Eq. (22) and the following Wilson loop
operator [86]:

Wo =

where O refers to a particular hexagon on the kagome
lattice. Similar to the case of the toric code, we can define
e-anyons above this state to be violations of the Gauss
law of Eq. (22) and m-anyons to be violations of the equal
phase condition of Eq. (23) (equivalently violations of the
Wilson loop stabilizer Eq. (24)).

1. Phase Diagram in the Absence of Long-Range Tails

Since the effect of the blockade is largest effect of the in-
teractions V', as a first approximation the interaction can
be to replace V(r < Rp) = 400 and V(r > Rp) = 0, ne-
glecting the effect of long-range 1/R® tails [See Fig. 6(b)].
In this limit, the Rydberg model is traditionally called a
“PXP model” [75, 87-98]. This is because the effective
Hamiltonian in this limit is simply the Pauli-X operator
projected into the blockade constraint satisfying subspace
along with the detuning term:

Q
Hpxp = 3 > Puiockade XiPolockade — 0 i (25)

where Phlockade = Hz‘,j:m—rj\gRb (1 — n;n;) removes con-
figurations that violate the blockade constraint.

The ground state phase diagram of this PXP model on
the ruby lattice was found in Ref. 27 to be:

Zo QSL Confined

|
~ 2.1 5/9

Higgs A
~14

which contains three phases. In particular, when §/ is
small or negative, e-anyon excitations condense, yielding
the Higgs phase which is adiabatically connected to the
state with no dimers (equivalently no excited Rydberg
atoms). Moreover, in an intermediate regime of §/Q we
get the deconfined phase which shares the properties of
the RVB state of Eq. (23). Finally, when §/Q is large,
we can treat the effect of €, which generates violations of
the Gauss law (analogous to h, term in Eq. (4)), pertur-
batively. This will generate a resonance between dimer
states given by [27]:

na--SESUONC] @

This resonance alone (as well as an eigth order pertur-
batively generated term) yields a confined “valence bond



solid” phase [99]. Such a phase is a condensate of m-
anyons and the ground state wavefunction corresponds
to a localized superposition of a subset of full-packing
dimer configurations.

2. Effect of Long-Range Tails

Having reviewed the basic physics of the Rydberg PXP
model in the absence of long-range tails, we now analyze
the effect of the long-range tails beyond the blockade ra-
dius. Since the long-range density-density interactions
such as n;n; commute with the Gauss law of Eq. (22)
but fail to commute with the Wilson loop of Eq. (24),
they contribute to the energy-scale associated with the
creation of m-anyons. Concretely, in the absence of long-
range tails and local resonances, the Rydberg blockade
treats all dimer configurations on equal footing, inducing
no splittings between such states; our goal is to estimate
how much these tails lead to energy density splittings
between dimer configurations. One might expect that
the leading order contribution of these tails is due to the
first interaction outside of the blockade radius, namely
at r = /7a. However, we demonstrate a new result that
instead this contribution is due to the second interaction
outside of the blockade and occurs with a much smaller
coefficient than one would expect; roughly speaking, this
decreases the apparent effect by at least an order of mag-
nitude.

To estimate effect of the long-range tails, we consider
the effect of the six leading contributions of the Rydberg
interaction outside of the blockade radius:

R1 =+/Ta
R3 = 2\/30,
Ry = +/13a
Rs = 4a
Re = V19a

where the colors refer to different distance couplings
6 and we will utilize the numeric labeling of the sites
on the right in the following discussion. For conve-
nience, we will denote the distance-R,, coupling as V,, =
QR/Rn)® 3y, =Ry, T

Naively, the leading effect of the long-range tails will
be due to the distance R; coupling V;. For practical
experimental values of R, and (1, this coupling can be
quite large (See Subsubsection VIB2 for more details)
which would suggest that the m-anyons would proliferate
and strongly confine the QSL. However, one can prove
that such a coupling must be constant across all full-
packing dimer configurations (i.e. Vi|y) = c|y) if |¢)
is a full-packing dimer configuration, where ¢ does not

6 We remark that the distances R, are the square roots of the
so-called “Loeschian numbers.”
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depend on [¢)). To see that this is the case, we remark
that any full-packing dimer configuration must obey the
Gauss law and as such ) ., no =1 (where o label sites
neighboring vertex v). Using this fact, the distance-R;
coupling, Vi, acts on full-packing dimer configurations

[¢) as:

n1(na +ns) [¢) = n1(1 —ng —n3) [¢)

= [ — na(nz +n3) ) = n1 [¢) (28)

where in the first line we used the Gauss law and in the
second line we noted that ni(ne + ng)|¥) = 0 by the
blockade constraint. As such, the effect of the distance
Ry coupling on |¢) is Vi [¢) = Q(Ry/R1)° >, n; [¢) and
hence it simply renormalizes the detuning of the model.
Since the number of dimers in any full-packing dimer
configurations is the same, V1 1)) = c|t) as claimed and
hence V; does not split dimer configurations (i.e. does
not contribute to the m-anyon energy scale).

As a consequence of the above, the leading order effect
of the long-range tail is due to the distance-Rs coupling
V5. Once again, although a naive estimate of the energy
density splitting due to these terms is Q(R,/R2)%, this
turns out to not be the case. To see why, first note that
this coupling pairs atoms that are within a hexagon:

(29)

As such, V5 can be written as the sum of terms localized
to hexagons. By exploiting the Gauss law once again,
we can rewrite the action of one of these terms on a full-
packing dimer configuration |¢) as:

nony |¢J> = 5 [(TLQ — NaNs — NaNg — n2n9) (30)

+ (n7 — nsng — nunz — nang)] 1) (31)

Note that the first terms in both parenthesis will renor-
malize the detuning. The second terms in both paren-
thesis will be zero when acting on any full-packing dimer
configuration due to the blockade constraint. The third
terms look like a distance-R; density-density interaction
and as such, when we sum over hexagons, these terms will
just renormalize the detuning as per the discussion in the
previous paragraph. Therefore, the only remaining non-
trivial term will be the fourth terms which look like dis-
tance R4 density density interactions. Put succinctly, we
have found that nsn, = %(—ngﬂg —mngn7 + -+ ) where
the “ -.” indicates terms that renormalize the detuning.
This fact implies that the distance-R4 couplings will par-
tially cancel out the distance- Ry couplings as:

QRS nany Nang nzny
12 Ry\°
= QRE |:_Rg - _Rg:| nany |w> = af? <a> nany |¢>

(32)



where a ~ 5-10~*—which is reduced from the naive
estimate by a factor of 3. As a remark, since there are
two distance R4-couplings per distance Rs-coupling, the
above implies that the effect of V; has been completely
canceled.

Finally, we can show that the distance R3-couplings V3
also serve to help cancel the effects of the Ry-coupling.
To see why, first note that there are two types of distance
R3-couplings. The first is shown with a dashed red arrow
in Eq. (27) and occurs between diametric ends of triangle
pairs. This coupling is identically zero on the space of
full-packing dimer configurations because if it were not,
then that would imply there was no dimer touching the
vertex shared by the triangles. The second type couples
atoms at diametrically opposite ends of the hexagons:

(33)

As such, V3 can also be written as the sum of terms
localized to the hexagons on the ruby lattice. Using the
Gauss law again, one of these terms can be rewritten as:

1
nonig [1) = — [n2(2 — Ny — ng — nig — Ni7 — Nis — Nia)
4

+ (2 — N5 —Ng — N3 — N1 —N12 — nlo)nw] |¢>
(34)

where the terms in parenthesis lead to renormaliza-
tion of the detuning as well as a distance-Rs, distance-
R5, distance-Rg, distance-Rg, distance-Rs, and distance-
Rs5 coupling in that order. First, note that for every
distance-R3 coupling, there are exactly four distance-Rg
couplings. Consequently, the above will eliminate the
distance-Rg coupling, Vs, and we can discard the n;n;
terms in Eq. (34) with |r; —r;| = Rg due to near perfect
cancellation with Vg: 1/4(a/R3)® — (a/Rg)® ~ —1075.
Next, the n;n; terms in Eq. (34) with |r; — ;| = Ry will
help cancel the magnitude of the distance-Rs coupling,
Vs further. In particular, the coefficient o in Eq. (32)
6
will be lowered to a = =« — (R—S) ~3-10%. Fi-
nally, terms such as nong can be destructively interfered
with the distance- R5 couplings, V5, and will appear with
magnitude (a/R5)% — 1/4(a/R3)¢ ~ 107* ~ 1(a/Rs5)°.
Note that unlike the case with Vg and V4, not all terms
in V5 are cancelled by using V3. In particular, terms that
coupling atoms within a “line” of the ruby lattice such
as:

1 a

(35)

are not canceled out. Hence, the remaining Hamiltonian
projected into the space of full-packing dimer configura-
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tions will be:

i TUiny

(Rs/a)

(36)
where ; ; equals 1 or 1/2 depending on whether the term
was cancelled out by V3 or not.

82

|’I'i Ty ‘:R2

nin; + Z

|ri—r;|=Rs

6
HLR%Q <Fib>
a

We will estimate the m-anyon energy scale by sum-
ming an estimate for the maximum possible energy den-
sity (per qubit) from the first and second terms inde-
pendently. Since the m-anyon energy scale corresponds
to energy density splittings between dimer configurations
and both terms in Eq. (36) are positive semi-definite, this
will provide an upper bound on these splittings.

Note that the first term couples qubits in the manner
illustrated in Eq. (29). First and foremost, the eigenstate
with maximum eigenvalue under this eri_” =R, MM is
a valence bond solid configuration on the kagome lattice
analyzed in Ref. 99. Such a configuration has a twelve
hexagon unit cell with the value of Zm_m: R, MiTj ON
the unit cell being six (corresponding to two “perfect”
hexagons). As such, the maximum energy density per
hexagon of the first term will be Q2 (%)GQ which per
qubit is Q2 (%)6 1—52

For the second term, it is harder to precisely deter-
mine the maximum energy density per qubit. To gain
an estimate for the scale of this term, we note that the
distance- R coupling pairs qubits that are far relative to
a blockade radius 2a < R, < /7a, one might expect
that the maximum eigenvalue of n;n; (with |r; —r;| =
R5) will on average be close to the uncorrelated value
for a dimer configuration of (n;)(n;) = 1/16. Hence,
since there are three distance-R5 couplings per qubit

with two occuring with strength Q (%)6 X W and

one feeling 2 (%)6 . m, an estimate for the rough
scale of the maximum energy density per qubit will be

Q (%)6 ﬁ x & (In fact, for the distance considered
in the previous paragraph, which is considerably shorter,
the analysis gave an effective 1/12 which is already close
to the uncorrelated value of 1/16). Thus, our estimate

for the m-anyon energy scale is:

RN\°[B | df
Emﬁﬁ(a) [12 SRQ 37)

where the term in parenthesis is approximately 5.6 x 1073
which is nearly 25 times smaller than the naive expecta-
tion. We note that the above gives a soft upper bound on
the energy scale of splittings induced by the Rydberg in-
teraction (See Section VIB 2 for discussion of this energy
scale compared to experimental time scales).



3. Phase Diagram with Long-Range Tails

Since the long-range tails of the Rydberg interaction
can generate m-anyon fluctuations, they could poten-
tially confine the QSL phase of the model in the absence
of these tails. As a consequence, Refs. 25 and 27 studied
the ground state phase diagram of the Rydberg model
with the presence of the long-range tails in addition to a
study of the PXP model phase diagram. In particular,
we consider the truncated VAW model in Fig. 6, where
we keep the Van der Waals interactions within a distance
r< Rtrunc-

Let us first consider the particular instance of ruby
lattice defined by the qubits on the bonds of the kagome
lattice. In this case, Ref. 27 found that upon including
the effects of the long-range Rydberg interaction around
Rirunc = 6a, the QSL eventualy disappears and the phase
diagram is:

Higgs Confined

|
~ 3.5 5/9

where the Higgs and confined phase are separated by a
first-order phase transition. As a consequence, for the
lattice geometry simulated in the Rydberg atom exper-
iment [25], the system did not have a QSL phase in its
ground state phase diagram.

We note that Ref. 27 showed that the ground state
spin liquid can persist by considering an elongated ruby
lattice, where the triangles are placed further apart. In
particular, while for the bonds of the kagome lattice the
aspect ratio of the rectangles of the ruby lattice is p =
V/3, increasing this to p = 3 stabilizes a spin liquid in the
ground state, even as one arbitrarily increases Rirunc-

B. Dynamical Preparation of Quantum Spin Lake
with Rydberg Atoms

Equilibrium physics in hand, we can see that the
physics is precisely in the regime where one would ex-
pect to dynamically prepare the quantum spin lake. In
particular, equivalent to the toric code case, the dynam-
ics of the e-particle will be fast as it is set by the strong
Rydberg interaction and Rabi oscillation scale, and the
dynamics of the m particle will be slow as it is set by
terms generated at high orders in perturbation theory
and small energy scales occuring due to the long-range
tails of the Rydberg interaction.

In this subsection, we address why we would expect
that dynamics that are slow relative to e-anyons and fast
relative to m~anyons would produce a quantum spin lake
in the Rydberg system. Subsequently, we will make nu-
merical estimates for the m-anyon scale in the experiment
and demonstrate that the time and energy scales used in
the Rydberg atom experiment place us in the regime for
producing a quantum spin lake.
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1. Quantum Spin Lakes from Rydberg Atoms

We aim to show that the ground state of the Higgs
phase in the Rydberg model yields a quantum spin liquid
when we project out Gauss law violations. By transla-
tion invariance and the low-entangled nature of the Higgs
phase, a mean-field ansatz for the initial state of the
sweep can be expressed as:

19(0)) o< Phlockade ® () +et) (38)

K2

where Pplockade 1S @ projector onto blockade satisfying
states (defined below Eq. (25)). Then, by Eq. (5), the
final state under the dynamics will be:

(1)) < Pa [¢(0)) = [RVB) (39)

where Pg = (1 — G)/2, G, is defined in Eq (22), and
IRVB) is defined in Eq. (23). Crucially, the above follows
from the fact that each dimer configuration has the same
number of dimers and thus each enters with the same
amplitude in Eq. (38). Consequently, the state prepared
in dynamics will resemble a QSL.

2. Numerical Estimates for Regime of the Experiment

We conclude by numerically estimating what dynami-
cal regime the Rydberg atom experiment of Ref. 25 was
in. Since the Rabi frequency and the Gauss law (enforced
by the detuning and Rydberg blockade) are both large
energy scales in the problem, the energy scales govern-
ing the equilibration of e-anyons is large as required. As
such, here, we aim to estimate a figure of merit for the
density of m-anyons produced during the sweep of the
experiment. In particular, we aim to compute E,,Toxp
where F,, is the energy scale associated with the dy-
namics of m-anyons and T,y is the amount of time that
the the experiment spends in the regime of parameter
space with a constrained low-energy subspace.

To do so, we remark that in the Rydberg atom exper-
iment, the Rabi frequency and blockade radius were re-
ported to be Q = 27 x 1.4 MHz and Rp/a = 2.4. Ignoring
the sixth order plaquette resonance term, we use Eq. (37)
to get an estimate for E,, = 0.011-Q = 0.096 MHz which
is two orders of magnitude smaller than the characteristic
energy scale for e-anyons! Moreover, to get a rough esti-
mate of Tyx, (which we roughly estimate to be around the
amount of time in the experiment spent past A/Q = 3.5)
is Texp = 0.5 ps. As such, the dimensionless figure of
merit EpTexp ~ 0.048 < 1. As a consequence, the den-
sity of m-anyons nucleated during the dynamical sweep
in the Rydberg experiment of Ref. 25 is expected to be
low, putting the experiment in the regime for preparation
of the quantum spin lake.

We conclude by remarking that the large separation
between the energy scales controlling the dynamics of e-
anyons and m-anyons suggest that it should be possible



to ignore the effects of m-anyons when numerically and
analytically studying the experimental settings such as
the Rydberg atom experiment. This will be explored
and confirmed in further detail in the following section.

VII. RESONATING WITHOUT RESONANCES:
SPIN LAKES ON TREES

The discussions of the previous two sections concluded
with two findings. First, in Section V, we found that
the preparation of a quantum spin lake was limited by
the energy scale of m-anyon excitations, which is set by
any confining fields in the problem and a perturbatively
generated resonance term: the larger the energy scale of
m~anyons, the smaller the spin lake one can prepare. A
natural conclusion of this is that, in the absence of confin-
ing fields, the presence of perturbatively generated reso-
nance terms is what limits the preparation of a quantum
spin lake on the ruby lattice! This is a striking reversal
of logic relative to the equilibrium case where a proper
combination of resonances are precisely what stabilize the
QSL.

Second, in Section VI, we found that, in experimen-
tally relevant settings, the aforementioned perturbative
resonances and confining terms are quite small and hence
are predicted to not influence the short-time dynamics
accessible in experiments. As a consequence, as alluded
to in the previous section, it should be possible within
this time-frame to study the dynamics numerically and
analytically by ignoring the effects of m-anyons.

In this section, we culminate these two observations
by studying the Rydberg model on a tree lattice version
of the ruby lattice. In particular, we envision putting
qubits on the links of the so-called Husimi cactus lattice:
a version of the kagome lattice with no hexagonal loops
[See Figure 7(a) and Subsection VII A for more detail].
The motivation to do so is due to a unique feature of
this tree lattice. Namely, resonances generated through
the Q term of the Rydberg model do not occur at any fi-
nite order in perturbation theory—the Rydberg model on
this lattice has no resonances! By using infinite tree ten-
sor network methods (described in Subsection VII B), we
numerically demonstrate the preparation of a quantum
spin lake for the PXP model [defined by Eq. (21) with
Vi, taken to be that of Fig. 6(b)] of the Husimi cactus in
Subsection VII C, thereby confirming the aforementioned
reversal of logic in the most extreme setting. The com-
plete absence of m-anyon dynamics allows one to prepare
an arbitrarily large quantum spin lake.

In additional to its conceptual value, we show that the
Rydberg model on the tree can correctly approximate
the experimental setup within time-scales wherein one
does not resolve the m-anyon dynamics. Indeed, in Sub-
section VII D, we show that tree tensor network simula-
tions of the Rydberg model with the more experimentally
faithful truncated VAW potential [given by Fig. 6(c) with
Rirune = 2\/3(1] on the tree lattice are able to match the
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FIG. 7. Z; Spin Lakes on the Husimi Cactus. (a) The
Husimi cactus lattice is a tree version of the kagome lattice.
Here, we simulate the PXP model for Rydberg atoms living
on the links of the Husimi cactus by using a two-tensor infinite
tree tensor network ansatz with the first tensor encoding the
state of the A triangles and the second encoding the state
of the B triangles. (b) In our simulations, we dynamically
sweep the values of the detuning ¢ and Rabi drive Q2 in such
a way that our sweep adiabatically prepares the ground state
for Q =1 and ¢ large and negative. Subsequently, {2 remains
constant and set to 1 as 6 sweeps into a Gauss law satisfying
regime. At the end of our dynamical sweep, the resulting state
displays QSL-like signatures. In particular, in panel (c), we
show that the state has the same entanglement as the fixed
point RVB state on the Husimi cactus and in panel (d) we
show that the final state in approximately stabilized by the
stabilizers of the RVB (defined in Eq. (22) and Eq. (43)). For
both the entanglement and the stabilizers, the value better
approaches the fixed point value with increased total time
of the sweep. In our numerics, we use a bond-dimension of
Xa =7 (@ =a,b,c) and trotter step size of dt = 0.005.

experimental data from the Rydberg experiment just as
well as cylinder matrix product state simulations of true
ruby lattice. Moreover, we find that such simulations are
roughly two orders of magnitude faster than the cylinder
matrix product state simulations that are traditionally
used to study dynamics of such systems. As such, this
identifies tree tensor network methods as an ideal nu-
merical tool for studying the dynamical preparation of
QSL-like order in analog NISQ devices.

A. Rydberg Models on the Husimi Cactus

As stated earlier, we want to study a version of the
Rydberg model with qubits on the links of the Husimi
cactus lattice, a tree version of the kagome lattice [See
Fig. 7(a)]. While the global structure of the Husimi cac-



tus differs from the kagome lattice, the local structure
and connectivity of the lattice is identical. As such, we
can consider a version of the Rydberg model on links
of the Husimi cactus. In particular, the PXP model
Eq. (21) can be directly carried over to this tree geom-
etry, where we understand the blockade interactions to
project out any two neighboring bonds from both being
occupied with a dimer.

Later in this section we will also consider a slightly
modulated version: while we will not include longer-
range ~ 1/r® interactions (which admittedly requires
care to define on a tree geometry), we will make the inter-
actions within the blockade radius spatially dependent,
choosing the strengths we had on the planar lattice for
the experimental choice of blockade radius R, = 2.4a.
In particular, while the shortest intra-triangle interac-
tions are still infinitely strong (i.e., there is never more
than one dimer per triangle), we set the second nearest

6
neighbor to be (2 (ﬁ> ~ 7.08Q2 and the third to be

V3
0 (24° ~ 2.990.

B. Tree Tensor Network Numerical Method

To analyze either Rydberg model, our approach will
be to numerically simulate the dynamics using an infinite
tree tensor network approach [100-102]. In particular, we
will make the following translationally invariant ansatz
for the wavefunction defined on the lattice of Fig. 7(a):

where A and B are 4 X x4 X Xp X Xc tensors that encode
the state of the two triangles forming the unit cell of
the lattice and the {x,} are called the bond dimensions
and refers to the ranks of the non-dangling legs of the
tensors. The physical legs of the A and B tensors are
rank-4 corresponding to the following four states:

a= o A L /N (41)

for A and:

d= \0 VVV (42)

for B. By encoding the local Hilbert space of the trian-
gles of the lattice in the manner above, we explicitly en-
force the blockade constraint inside the triangles, which
amounts to assuming that the Rydberg interaction is ef-
fectively infinite for qubits within the same triangle. This
explicit enforcement is exact for the PXP model and is
a good approximation for the truncated van der Waals
model with the 1/RS tails where for R, = 2.4a, the in-
teraction within the triangles is ~ 191Q (two orders of
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FIG. 8. Comparing Tree Simulations, Matrix Product
State Cylinder Simulations, and Experimental Data
for Rydberg Atom System. We simulate the dynamical
sweep performed in the Rydberg atom experiment of Ref. 25
by simulating a tree lattice instead of the usual ruby lattice.
The dynamical sweep is pulled directly from the experimen-
tal paper and is show in the inset of panel (a). In panel
(a), we compare the time trace of the density (n(t)) between
tree tensor network simulations (dark orange), cylinder ma-
trix product state simulations (light orange), and experiment
(black, dashed). We find excellent agreement between the
three, with the two numerical methods being virtually in-
distinguishable. In panel (b), we compare the probability
of observing monomers (empty vertices), dimers, and double
dimers in the wavefunction at §(¢)/€(t). We once again find
near perfect agreement between conventional matrix product
state simulations and tree lattice simulations. Both simula-
tions qualitatively reproduce the results of the experiment for
all times and quantitatively reproduce the results of the exper-
iments at early times. At late times, the experiment quanti-
tatively finds a higher probability of observing monomers and
double dimers. In our tree lattice numerics, we use a bond
dimension of xa = 7 (& = a,b,¢) and a trotter step size of
dt = 0.01.

magnitude larger than every other coupling in the sys-
tem). As such, our ansatz enables studying both models.

Our ansatz contains three additional tensors a, b, and
c that are diagonal matrices which live on the bonds be-
tween the A and B tensors. These tensors encode the
Schmidt values of the tree tensor network state under bi-
partitioning, similar to the diagonal tensors in the mixed
canonical form of the matrix product state [64, 103]. Us-
ing such an ansatz, we can efficiently simulate trotterized
dynamics on this system [103].

C. Large Spin Lakes in the PXP Model on a Tree

Numerical method in hand, we now simulate the dy-
namics of the PXP model defined on the links of the
Husimi cactus. Since the dynamics of m-anyons is in-
finitely slow in this model, our goal is to demonstrate
the emergence of a quantum spin lake in this model that
increases in fidelity as we decrease the sweep rate.

We start by initializing our state in the ground state
of the Higgs phase (/2 = —14). To ensure we initialize



the state properly, we start by setting 2 = 0 and initial-
izing the state with no dimers, the exact ground state.
Subsequently, we ramp § and €2 in the fashion shown in
Fig. 7(b) to prepare the ground state of the Higgs phase
adiabatically and then sweep to the Gauss law satisfy-
ing phase (6/Q = 14) “. To diagnose the onset of the
quantum spin lake, we use two approaches.

First, we compute the entanglement across a bond of
the tree tensor network (equivalently, a vertex of the orig-
inal Husimi cactus lattice), and compare to the expected
value of the fixed point |RVB) state on the tree lattice
which we find to be log(2). Indeed, by plotting the en-
tanglement entropy as a function of time in Fig. 7(c)
(in units of the total time of the sweep which we vary),
we find that the the entanglement entropy saturates to
log(2) after crossing the transition, with convergence im-
proving as a function of total time. This is consistent
with the emergence of the quantum spin lake.

Our second approach will be to measure the stabiliz-
ers of the original ruby lattice Rydberg model. While
the Gauss law ('t Hooft) loop of Eq. (22) will remain
unchanged, the resonance (Wilson) loop of Eq. (26) be-
comes an infinitely long line on the Husimi lattice:

/

v/

Since even the smallest perturbation of the RVB from
its fixed point states will generically endow the Wilson
line with a line tension rendering its expectation value
zero, we wish to compute the expectation value of the
Wilson line per unit length. This can be done using the
tree tensor network ansatz by constructing the following
mixed transfer matrix:

T= (43)

where the blue squares represent the action of the Wilson
line (left of Eq. (24)). Subsequently, we compute the
square root of the largest eigenvalue of T', which encodes
the expectation value of the Wilson line per unit length.

With these two stabilizers, we can plot the expectation
value of the gauss loop (G,) and the Wilson line per
unit length (w) as a function of time across the sweep
[Fig. 7(d)] in units of the total time. We find that both
stabilizers approach and saturate their fixed point value
with the deviation from the fixed point decreasing with

7 The exact nature of the ground state at 6/ large and positive
is not important to the discussion in this section. It is sufficient
that at low-energies, the system will satisfies Eq. (22)
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increased sweep time, once again signaling the onset of
the quantum spin lake!

Having numerically demonstrated the preparation of
a quantum spin lake for the PXP model on the links
of the Husimi cactus lattice—a model with no dimer
resonances—we now raise the queston, where did the
resonances in the final state come from. The answer
is elucidated by the projection formula of Eq. (39). In
particular, during the dynamics, when the initially con-
densed e-anyons are equilibrated (projected) out, onsite
quantum fluctuations of the initial state get elevated to
many-body fluctuations in the final state.

D. Tree Simulations as Numerical Tools for
Experiments

So far, we have examined a model of Rydberg atoms
on the links of the Husimi cactus to highlight a con-
ceptual point about the dynamical preparation of quan-
tum spin lakes—preparation benefits from the perfectly
slow m-anyon dynamics of Rydbergs on a tree. While
the dynamics of m-anyons on normal lattices are never
perfectly slow, they are often significantly slower than
the dynamics of e-anyons. Indeed, in Section VIB 2, we
showed that the energy scale controlling the dynamics
of the m-anyons is an order of magnitude smaller than
the one for e-anyons for the Rydberg atom experiment
in Ref. 25. As a consequence, one might postulate that
the tree model studied in this section may be able to ap-
proximately capture the dynamics of the aforementioned
experiment. Here, we show that, indeed, this is the case.
By numerically simulating the truncated van der Waals
Rydberg model on the Husimi cactus lattice (defined
in Section VITA), we show that the tree model is able
to capture the results of the Rydberg atom experiment
nearly as well as matrix product state simulations done
for the regular ruby lattice. Moreover, the tree tensor
network numerics have roughly a two order of magnitude
speed up compared to the matrix product state simula-
tions performed. As such, we propose that tree tensor
network simulations of tree lattices can actually be used
as a practical experimental aid to study the dynamical
preparation of QSL-like order in NISQ devices.

We now numerically simulate the dynamical sweep per-
formed in the experiment for the truncated van der Waals
model on the tree lattice. To accurately reproduce the
dynamics of the experiment, we use the same sweep pro-
files of (¢) and §(¢) as used in the experiment (inset
of Fig. 8(a)) and the same value of the blockade radius
Ry = 2.4a [25]. We now compare the results from our
tree tensor network simulations of Rydberg atoms on the
Husimi cactus, the matrix product state simulations of
Rydberg atoms on the ruby lattice [104] (from the sup-
plemental information of Ref. 25), and the experimental
data from the Rydberg atom experiment [105] (from the
main text of Ref. 25). In particular, first, we plot the
density (n) of Rydberg atoms as a function of §/Q for



each of these three methods in Fig. 8(a). We find excel-
lent agreement between the three for all values of §/€.
We note that our tree tensor network simulations very
slightly deviate from the experimental value towards the
end of the sweep but matches the matrix product state
results throughout.

Beyond comparing the density, we additionally com-
pare the probability of dimerless vertices, vertices touch-
ing a single dimer, and vertices touching two dimers be-
tween the experiment, tree tensor network simulations,
and matrix product state simulations in Fig. 8. We find
that near perfect agreement between the matrix prod-
uct state simulations and the tree tensor network sim-
ulations. Moreover, both types of simulations quantita-
tively reproduce the results of the experiment near the
beginning of the sweep but only qualitatively capture the
experiment towards the end. Generally, the experiment
shows a higher density of dimerless vertices and vertices
touching two dimers. The fact that the tree numer-
ics and cylinder DMRG—which rely on entirely differ-
ent approximations—give virtually identical results sug-
gests that for these timescales and parameter values, we
roughly obtain the true result for the 2D lattice. It would
be interesting for future work to pinpoint the source of
the experimental deviation, which nevertheless qualita-
tively agrees.

VIII. GENERALIZATIONS: U(1) SPIN LAKE

Thus far, we have focused on the dynamical prepara-
tion of Zs quantum spin lakes. In this section, we general-
ize our results to a broader class of spin liquid states by
demonstrating that non-equilibrium dynamics can also
prepare a U(1) quantum spin lake. This is particularly
surprising because as ground states, U(1) quantum spin
liquids are unstable, being described by a compact U(1)
gauge theory that is known to be typically confining [56].

To see the emergence of a U(1) quantum spin lake, we
will first introduce a model capable of hosting an (un-
stable) U(1) QSL. For reasons that will reviewed in Sec-
tion VIIT A, a clear option will be to place Rydberg atoms
on the bonds of the (bipartite) honeycomb lattice. In the
subsections that follow, we will consider an extremal ver-
sion of the Rydberg model on the honeycomb lattice with
infinitely large plaquettes. This will once again exemplify
the reversal of logic from the last section that the absence
of dimer resonances helps in the dynamical preparation
of QSLs. Moreover, as we evidenced in the previous sec-
tion, such a tree geometry offers a good approximation
of the sweep dynamics on the true physical planar lat-
tice, suggesting that this indeed offers a realistic route to
a U(1) spin lake accessible with current Rydberg atom
tweezer array platforms.
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FIG. 9. U(1) Spin Lakes on the Bethe Lattice. (a) We
simulate the PXP model on the links of the Bethe lattice—a
tree version of the honeycomb lattice. Since the vertices of
the lattice are bipartite, the RVB wavefunction on this lattice
is a U(1) QSL and is analogous to the fine-tuned Rokhsar-
Kivelson point wavefunction. To simulate dynamics, we use
the same dynamical sweep as Fig. 7(b) but with § going from
6 = —10 to 10. In panel (a), we show that the density (n.)
is isotropic indicating the state is not a VBS that breaks the
discrete rotation symmetries of the model. Since our tree
tensor network ansatz explicitly preserves lattice translation
symmetry, any candidate VBS state would be a cat state with
log(2) bipartite entanglement, the same as the RVB. In panel
(c), we show that the entanglement we observe is consistent
with either the VBS cat state or the RVB. However, in panel
(d), we plot density-density correlations as a function of dis-
tance [using a rolling average of 3 sites for easier visualization
(See Appendix C for raw data)] for different total sweep times
(from light to dark, T' € {2.5,3.5,4.5,4.75,5,7.5}) on the tree
lattice. We find that they fall off as 27 which is the predicted
fall off of gapless states on tree lattices [106]. This is incon-
sistent with a VBS cat state and hence, the above provides
strong numerical evidence for the emergence of a U(1) spin
lake on the Bethe lattice. For our numerics, we use a bond
dimension of xo = 10 (a = a, b, ¢) and dt = 0.005.

A. U(1) QSLs from Rydberg Atoms

Let us consider the ‘PXP’ Rydberg model of Section VI
(Eq. (21) without long-range tails) placed on the links of
the honeycomb lattice, or equivalently, the vertices of the
kagome lattice:




If we choose the blockade radius R, such that the block-
ade radius encloses only a qubit’s four nearest neighbors
(as shown in the above schematic), i.e.:

1< Ry/a <3, (44)

then we exclude two neighboring bonds from both being
occupied. Hence, by appropriately tuning the chemical
potential §/€ (to achieve a density (n;) ~ 1/3) we will
approximately realize a dimer model on the honeycomb
lattice.

Unlike the case studied above for the ruby lattice
(where we obtained a kagome dimer model), by putting
atoms on the kagome lattice, we obtain an effective dimer
model on the honeycomb lattice which is bipartite. If we
label the two sublattices A and B, we can assign each
dimer an orientation pointing from the A sublattice to
the B sublattice:

— (45)

The ability to orient dimers on bipartite lattice has a
striking consequence. In particular, it implies that the Zo
Gauss law of the ruby lattice (Eq. (22)) gets promoted
to:

(46)

G “=7 J+1if v € A sublattice
v | —1if v € B sublattice

where the small orange loop operator counts the number
of outgoing arrows subtracted by the number of incoming
arrows. As a consequence, the number of outgoing arrows
subtracted by the number of incoming arrows from any
closed loop will equal the number of A sublattices sub-
tracted from the number of B sublattices enclosed which
can be any integer. Consequently, the emergent gauge
theory is a compact U(1) gauge theory [52-54, 107, 108].

We will again be interested in the resonating valence
bond state given by the equal weight and equal phase
superposition of all dimer configurations:

- = - )
(e ) ) (
- |5 S Y[

(47)
As before, this RVB state corresponds to the deconfined
phase of this gauge theory, analogous to electromag-
netism, and is a fixed point representative of the U(1)
QSL.

Unlike the Zy QSL, this U(1) QSL has algebraic cor-
relations. In two spatial dimensions, it is known that
these gapless excitations make this into a fine-tuned
point, which is unstable to generic deformations [52—
55].  This is well-illustrated by the Rokshar-Kivelson
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model [50], which both on the (bipartite) square [50] and
honeycomb lattices [51] admit exactly solvable Rokhsar-
Kivelson points where the ground state is this RVB state,
surrounded by nearby gapped phases.

Hence, in 2+1d one does not expect to observe a pure
U(1) spin liquid without excessive fine-tuning. In partic-
ular, for the Rydberg model we would expect that the
longer-range repulsive interactions push dimers onto op-
posite sides of a hexagon, giving rise to the staggered or
columnar ground state of the honeycomb RK model [51]
(i.e., the regime ¢ < V of the RK model). In fact, recent
theoretical work has numerically explored the ground
state phase diagram of Rydberg atoms on the kagome
lattice [83]. Its focus was on the possible emergence of
an approximate dimer liquid on the (non-bipartite) tri-
angular lattice at larger blockade radius and did not dis-
cuss the possible emergence of a U(1) honeycomb dimer
liquid. Nevertheless, Fig. 1(e) of Ref. 83 also reports
the ground state phase diagram for a blockade radius of
R, = 1.2a (well within the range of Eq. (44)), where
they find a solid phase which—when drawn as a hon-
eycomb dimer state—indeed agrees with the staggered
phase mentioned above.

In contrast, we will now see that dynamics can lead to
a robust U(1) quantum spin lake.

B. From Honeycomb to Bethe Lattice and
Numerical Implementation

To explore the dynamical preparation of a U(1) quan-
tum spin lake in the above model, we perform the same
approximation as in Sec. VII by taking the plaquette size
to infinity. This makes the problem more easily numeri-
cally tractable and moreover defines a limit where the en-
ergy scale of the magnetic particles (or visons or fluxons)
is effectively zero. In addition to its conceptual value, we
discussed in Sec. VII how this drastic approximation can,
in fact, offer a good simulation for a realistic experiment
on a genuine 2D lattice for timescales where we are fast
with respect to the magnetic excitations. Indeed, for a
dimer model on the honeycomb lattice, the dimer reso-
nances occur at the same order as for the kagome dimer
model studied in Eq. (26), which thus occurs at sixth
order in perturbation theory. Moreover, similar to our
analysis in Section VIA2 and Section VIB2, one can
show that the ~ 1/r% tails of the Rydberg interactions
only lead to small splittings in the dimer subspace. For
example, by repeating a version of the analysis performed
in Section VI A 2, we found that the induced splittings are
on the order of ~ 1072 x Q for R, = 1.2a.

More precisely, the tree version of the honeycomb lat-
tice is called the Bethe lattice [109] and is shown in
Fig. 9(a). In particular, this is for the coordination num-
ber z = 3. It is known that the correlation length for
physical states (i.e. cat states excluded) is restricted to
be below £ = 1/log(z — 1) (owing to the (z — 1)-fold
branching rate of the tree) with gapless systems satu-



rating this bound [106, 110]. Hence, although the RVB
dimer wavefunction on the honeycomb lattice (47) has
algebraic correlations (and thus an infinite correlation
length), the deconfined phase of U(1) gauge theory on
the Bethe lattice will have £ = 1/log2.

To numerically simulate the Rydberg model on the
Bethe lattice, we first start by doubling each qubit degree
of freedom on the Bethe lattice:

! (48)

Subsequently, we add to our model strong Ising ferromag-
netic interactions between our doubled qubits so that at
energies below that scale, the system behaves like the
undoubled system. With this doubling and the blockade
constraint, we can utilize the tree tensor network ansatz
of Eq. (40) to encode the wavefunction of our system.
The physical legs of the A tensor will encode the follow-
ing states:

SRR S

Similarly, the physical legs of the B tensor will encode:

CC Y @

Numerical method in hand, we can now test the dynam-
ical preparation of a U(1) spin lake by simulating trot-
terized time-evolution as in the Z, tree case.

C. Dynamical Preparation of U(1) Spin Lake

We now once again initialize our system in the Higgs
phase and start with § = —10 and Q = 0 (effectively
starting with a product state on the Bethe lattice). By
linearly ramping up the value of § to 6 = 10 and turning
up the value of €2 in the same way as Fig. 7(b), we sweep
from the ground state of the Higgs phase into the region
of the phase diagram with an emergent gauge theory.
Our expectation is that the final state that we prepare
will be the initial state with Gauss law violations pro-
jected out following Eq. (5). Similar to the Zs case of
Sec. V and VII, we can make the mean-field ansatz for
the initial state of the sweep after {2 has been ramped up
to 1 given by Eq. (38). Subsequently, when we project
out Gauss law violations, the resulting state will be the
RVB (for the same reasons as Eq. (39) which is the fixed
point state of the U(1) QSL. On the infinite tree, at any
finite rate, we will prepare a finite-size quantum spin lake
with the size of the lake getting larger with decreasing
rate. We can diagnose the onset of the U(1) quantum
spin lake numerically through three probes.

First, to verify that our final state satisfies the dimer
constraint, we plot the density n, = (1 + Z,)/2 of the
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three qubits on site A (equivalently B as the qubits in
B are ferromagnetically locked to the qubits in B) as a
function of time [Fig. 9(b)]. We find that the density
of each qubit saturates to 1/3 as we approach the end
of the sweep implying a maximal packing of dimers. As
such, we know that the final state satisfies the Gauss law
and can conclude that it is rotationally invariant. This
leaves open the possibility of either the U(1) QSL or a
rotationally invariant valence bond solid (VBS) state—a
symmetry breaking state consisting of a finite superposi-
tion of dimer states.

Next, in Fig. 9(c), we plot the entanglement across the
central bond of the tree tensor network state as a function
of the time along the sweep. We see that the entangle-
ment saturates to around log(2) towards the end of the
sweep. This is consistent with the fixed point entangle-
ment of the RVB state of the U(1) QSL and also with a
cat state of two VBS configurations.

To distinguish the VBS cat state from the U(1) QSL,
we now turn our attention to the behavior of correlation
functions in the final state of the sweep. The predic-
tion is that, since the U(1) QSL is gapless, on a tree
lattice, it will decay with the maximal possible correla-
tion length for physical (non-cat) states, & = 1/log(2).
On the other hand, the VBS cat state is predicted to
have a correlation length larger than £ > 1/log(2). To
distinguish these two cases, we compute the following
correlation function for the final state of the dynamical
sweep C(x) = |([A(x+1) — n(z)][n(1) — 2(0)]], as a func-
tion of the total time of the sweep and distance, where
n(z) = Y, na(zr)/3 is the average density of dimers at
vertex x of the Bethe lattice. Such a correlation function
is numerically convenient because it manifestly tends to
a zero value at long distances (due to the translation in-
variance of our tree tensor network ansatz) and hence
enables us to probe the correlation function at long dis-
tances without being mired by numerical errors in the
value of the one-point function. The results of this corre-
lation function are shown in Fig. 9(d). We find that as we
increase the time of our sweep, the correlation function
goes from decaying faster than 1/log(2) to saturating at
a 1/log(2) decay (see Appendix C). This is strong evi-
dence signaling the onset of the gapless U(1) quantum
spin lake!

IX. OUTLOOK

We have considered systems containing two emergent
low-energy degrees of freedom—such as the e- and m-
anyons of the Zy spin liquid—whose dynamics are con-
trolled by well-separated energy scales. In such a set-
ting, we first demonstrated that there exists a dynami-
cal regime wherein one is nearly in equilibrium (quasi-
adiabatic) relative to one degree of freedom while out-of-
equilibrium relative to the other (sudden). A remarkably
clean observational signature of being in this regime is
given by an “echo” experiment wherein one sweeps back



and forth as in Fig. 3(e): this displays a revival that is dis-
tinct from the purely-adiabatic or purely-sudden regime.

While the existence of such a non-equilibrium regime
is already of interest, it is even more interesting that this
dynamical regime can be exploited to help realize ex-
otic quantum states. In particular, consider a protocol
wherein one sweeps parameters in the Hamiltonian be-
tween two different phases, where the quasi-adiabatic de-
gree of freedom goes from being condensed in the ground
state to not being condensed. Then, dynamics in the
aforementioned regime can be used to effectively imple-
ment a projection operator (corresponding to adiabat-
ically pushing out only one degree of freedom, whilst
leaving the other unaffected). We demonstrated that
if one starts in an initial product state (where an any-
onic degree of freedom was condensed), then this novel
non-equilibrium regime can prepare a QSL-like state by
“projecting” into a constrained subspace of the Hilbert
space. We extensively illustrated this for Zs spin lig-
uids, both in the toric code as well as the Rydberg ruby
lattice settings (whose constrained spaces are loop and
dimer states, respectively).

Equally important as recognizing the existence of the
preparation scheme above is understanding its limita-
tions. In particular, since the preparation scheme in-
volves sweeping parameters in the Hamiltonian between
two phases, the separation of energy scales between the
two degrees of freedom required for the foregoing non-
equilibrium regime can only be guaranteed for a finite
range of system sizes. For larger systems, Kibble-Zurek-
type considerations imply that projection only takes
place of a finite length scale creating a finite-size “quan-
tum spin lake” instead of a full QSL. Despite this limita-
tion, the current range of available system sizes and co-
herence times in near-term quantum devices make quan-
tum spin lakes a very promising alternative to traditional
ground state preparation.

This mechanism gives a variety of exciting new direc-
tions to explore. We have already highlighted how our
protocol even allows us to approximately realize a U(1)
spin liquid as a honeycomb dimer model, which is all the
more remarkable given that this does not arise as a stable
ground state in two spatial dimensions. We have argued
that the dynamical preparation is achievable in Rydberg
atom tweezer arrays, using the same ingredients as al-
ready demonstrated in the ruby lattice experiment [25].
Moreover, we argued and demonstrated how simulating
the dynamical protocol on a tree gives a new handle on
matching experimental data.

One striking aspect of our mechanism is that it sug-
gests that larger plaquettes are better. Indeed, these lead
to smaller energy scales for the magnetic excitations,
making it easier to be sudden with respect to them. For
the two Rydberg-related models we discussed—namely a
Zs (U(1)) spin liquid for a kagome (honeycomb) dimer
model—these plaquettes were already sizable, consisting
of six bonds. However, it would be interesting to explore
lattices with larger plaquettes. E.g., instead of placing
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Rydberg atoms on the bonds of the kagome, they can be
placed on the bonds of the Fisher (or star) lattice, which
is a decorated version of the former. In addition, go-
ing to 3D naturally suggests the hyperkagome lattice. In
fact, the tree geometry we studied is the limit of infinitely
large plaquettes. More generally, one could explore hy-
perbolic lattices, which allow for arbitrary plaquette size,
as captured by the Schlafli symbol [111].

With regard to further possible generalizations, we
note that the broader context of our work is the non-
equilibrium dynamics of gauge theories. A special feature
here is the interplay of charge and flux dynamics, which
can be decoupled to an extent in this non-equilibrium
context. Thus we are led to our “two-time” criteria,
that represent the independent equilibriation times of the
charge and of the flux. In this language, our mechanism
should also apply to other gauge groups, such as Zs,
of which there exist interesting ground state proposals
[112, 113] where our dynamical mechanism might pro-
vide a route toward their realization. Similarly it would
be interesting to explore the potential applicability of our
mechanism in the context of deconfined gauge theories
obtained by local two-body interactions using combina-
torial gauge symmetry [114-116].

A fascinating question for future study is how these
results extend to non-Abelian gauge theories. Discrete
non-Abelian gauge groups lead to excitations with non-
Abelian statistics. Their classical counterparts—non-
Abelian defects in ordered media—can lead to glassy dy-
namics [117]. Are there analogs in the quantum dynamics
of non-Abelian gauge theories? Looking further afield,
the dynamics of Yang-Mills theories is clearly of prime
importance in a variety of situations including the early
universe [118]. Detailed studies of real time dynamics of
gauge fields in concrete models that can be experimen-
tally realized, are likely to make significant contributions
to this important area.

Even beyond realizing gauge theories, there is likely a
broad range of applications of our protocol for dynam-
ically implementing a projection operator using a non-
equilibrium sweep. One tantalizing option is to start
with a free-fermion state and dynamically implement the
Gutwziller projection. Combining our non-equilibrium
protocol with the technical ingredients introduced in
Ref. [119] could lead the way to implementing this idea.

In conclusion, quantum spin lakes present an exciting
new interplay between non-equilibrium dynamics, topo-
logical states, and NISQ devices. While we have focused
here on state preparation, it would be worthwhile to ex-
plore the potential quantum-information-theoretic appli-
cations of quantum spin lakes. Moreover, this new non-
equilibrium regime might be interesting to explore in its
own right, offering a new handle on the rich phenomenol-
ogy of quantum dynamics.
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Appendix A: Deformed Toric Code Model Numerics

In this appendix, we provide some additional details
regarding the numerics reported in Section IV on the
deformed toric code model of Eq. (11). For convenience,
we reiterate the model takes the following form:

HTCHKZ%%@ZXKIQZZ@
v £ £

(A1)
where, in our numerics, we always take h,/h, < 1. Our
numerics for this model are all performed by using infi-
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nite cylinder matrix product state algorithms which are
implemented in the Tensor Network Python (TeNPy) nu-
merical package [64].

This appendix is organized into two parts. In Ap-
pendix A 1, we provide numerical details involved in ex-
tracting the ground state phase diagram of the model
above, reported in Fig. 3(a). In Appendix A 2, we pro-
vide numerical details for the dynamical sweep simula-
tions reported in the main text.

1. Additional Details for Ground State Simulations

In Section IV, we found the ground state phase di-
agram of the model of Eq. Al. This phase diagram
was found by simulating the aformentioned model us-
ing the infinite cylinder density matrix renormalization
group (DMRG). Unless otherwise reported, the numerics
we report for the ground state phase diagram both here
and in the main text are performed for a cylinder cir-
cumference L, = 4 and x = 64. To clarify conventions,
since qubits living on the links of the square lattice have

a two-site unit-cell:

L, = 4, corresponds to 8 qubits around the cylinder.
Here, we report how we identify the different phases of
the model and how critical points are extracted. We
further report why we expect the qualitative features of
the phase diagram not to vary as a function of matrix
product state cylinder circumference L, .

a. Identification of Phases

We identify the phases in Fig. 3(a) by using the FM
order parameter [defined in Eq. (13)]. The flow of the FM
order parameter downwards with increased string length
is a precise indicator of a topologically ordered phase. A
large non-zero value of (Z) par ((X) pas) is a nice heuristic
for defining the confined (Higgs) phase but we remark
that since these phases can be adiabatically connected to
one another, they cannot be sharply distinguished.

We report the value for the FM order parameter for
two representative cuts through the phase diagram and
for the three possible string lengths possible on a cylin-
der of length L, = 4 (See insets of Fig. 4 for specific
configurations of string operators). First at h, = 0.01
[Fig. 10(a)]—where we reported the existence of three
phases (Higgs, Deconfined, Confined) separated by two
second order phase transitions—and then at h, = 0.1
[Fig. 10(b)] —where we reported only two phases (Higgs
and Confined) separated by first order phase transitions.

For h, = 0.01, we find three regimes in the behavior
of (Z)pm and (X)py consistent with the presence of the
Higgs, deconfined, and confined phase In particular, we
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FIG. 10. Fredenhagen-Marcu Order Parameter for

Ground State Phase Detection. Here, we show the FM
order parameter for different string lengths with darker colors
indicated longer string length (See insets of Fig. 4 for precise
string configuration). In (a), we show the FM order param-
eter computed as a function of K for h, = 0.01. Here, we
find an intermediate regime 2.75 < K/hy < 3.25 where both
(X)rMm and (Z)pm are small and decay to zero with increased
string length. To the left of this region, (X) s does not decay
with distance suggesting a trivial Higgs phase. To the right,
(Z)Fu is large suggesting a trivial confined phase. In (b), we
show the same plot but now for h, = 0.1. We find that there is
no region where both order parameters decay to zero with in-
creased string length. Instead, we find that when K/h, < 2.2,
(X)pu is large and when K/h, = 2.2, (X)pum is large with
the value of these jumping sharply across K/h, = 2.2. This
suggests a first-order transition between a Higgs and confined
phase.

find that for K/h, < 2.75, the value of (X)ppr does
not decay with increased FM string length, suggesting
a Higgs phase. For 2.75 < K/h, < 3.25, we find that
both FM order parameters are small and decay to zero
suggesting a deconfined phase. Finally, when K/h, 2
3.25, the value of (Z) s rapidly increases suggesting the
existence of a confined phase. Although, in this regime
(Z) p i decreases with increased string length, we expect
that if we were able to go to longer string lengths, it
would saturate to a non=zero value. To sharply identify
the presence of three phases in this regime of h,, we use
the correlation length (see next subsubsection).

For h, = 0.1, we find two regimes in the behavior
of the FM order parameters. Namely, when K/h, <
2.2, (X) g suggesting a Higgs phase. Conversely, as we
increase K/h;, the values of the FM order parameters
jumps discontinuously with (Z)Fpsr becoming large. This
suggests a confined phase for K/h, 2 2.2.

b. Extraction of Critical Points

Having identified the phases in our phase diagram, we
now comment on how we extract phase boundaries be-
tween such phases. For the portion of the phase diagram
where we identify only two phases, we utilize a jump in
the FM order parameter to diagnose the location of the
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FIG. 11. Extraction of Critical Points from Correlation
Length Peaks. To extract the location of the two second-
order phase transitions at low values of h./hs (< 0.025), we
look for peaks in the correlation length. We find two such
peaks as we would expect.

first order phase transition [see Fig. 4(b)].
For the portion of the phase diagram where we iden-
tlfy three phases, we utilize the correlation length ¢ =

5 L log( ) computed from the largest non-trivial trans-

fer matrix eigenvalue of the matrix product state (where
the inverse factor of 1/(2L,) comes from dividing by
the number of qubits around the circumference). Since
the transition between the Higgs and deconfined phase
and deconfined and confined phase must be second or-
der, the correlation length, in the infinite bond-dimension
limit should, should diverge at the transitions. At finite
bond-dimensions, we expect that the correlation length
should increase as log(§) o log(x) [121] at these critical
points. For our purposes, to simply identify the location
of the second-order phase boundaries, we look for loca-
tions K/h, where the correlation displays a peak and
increases with bond dimension. The results for the rep-
resentative value of h, = 0.01 are shown in Fig. 11.

c. Phase Boundaries at Ly =5

We conclude by reporting numerical results for the
phase boundaries at L, = 5 to show that the phases we
find are qualitatively unchanged. In particular, we first
report the value of the FM order parameter for two val-
ues of h,/hy (h,/h, =0.01 and h,/h, = 0.1) in Fig. 12.
For h,/h, = 0.01 [Fig. 12(a)], we find three regimes in
the order parameter corresponding to Higgs, deconfined,
and confined (from left to right) similar to the L, =
case. For h,/h, = 0.1 [Fig. 12(b)], we find two regimes
corresponding to Higgs and confined, once again quali-
tatively similar to the L, = 4 case. Moreover, we show
that peaks in the correlation length can once again be
used to detect the phase boundaries as was the case at
L, = 4. The results for the correlation length are shown
in Fig. 13 where we once again find two peaks in the
correlation length.
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FIG. 12. Fredenhagen-Marcu Order Parameter at

L, = 5. Here, we show the value of the FM order parameter
for two values of h; at L, = 5. In (a), we show the FM order
parameters for h, = 0.01 where we find three distinct regimes
of the behaviors of the two FM order parameters correspond-
ing Higgs, deconfined, and confined from left to right. In (b),
we show the FM order parameters for h, = 0.01 where we
find two distinct behaviors corresponding to Higgs and con-
fined. Both of these cases are analogous to their counterparts
at Ly = 4.
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FIG. 13. Extraction of Critical Points from Correla-
tion Length at L, = 5. Here, we demonstrate that the
correlation length at L, = 5 is able to detect the presence of
two transitions at low values of h. in the same way as L, = 4.

2. Additional Details for Sweep Dynamics
Simulations

In Section IV, we initialized the deformed toric code
model of Eq. (11) in its product state ground state at
K =0 and small h, (in the ‘Higgs phase’ of Fig. 3(a)).
We then linearly increased K at a rate 1/T and investi-
gated the nature of the final state. We found that there
was a window of total times [T¢,T),] wherein the final
state of the sweep had high overlap with the initial state
of the sweep with Gauss law violations projected out,
Pe |1(0)). In this subsection, we provide additional de-
tails for the sweep dynamics numerical simulations per-
formed. The dynamics numerics performed for Eq. Al
were done by using the so-called “Ws” method for time-
evolving a matrix product state developed in Ref. 65.

30

Unless stated otherwise, numerics reported here and in
the main text are done at y = 256 and with a trot-
ter step size of dt = 0.0025, with convergence in both
checked but not shown here. In what follows, we describe
how the overlap between the final state of a dynamical
sweep and the overlap with the projected state is prac-
tically computed in our numerics and demonstrate that
at the longest sweep times at h, = 0.1, our final state
starts to resemble the ground state. Finally, we provide
some additional numerics for the time dynamics of the
Fredenhagen-Marcu order parameter depicted in Fig. 4.

a. Applying Gauss Law Projection on Matrix Product State

In Fig. 3(d) in Section IV, we plotted the overlap den-
sity between the matrix product state at the end of a
dynamical sweep with the initial state with Gauss law
violations projected out. Here, we detail our method for
implementing this projection operator in numerics.

First, consider a wavefunction [¢), ® @, |—), defined
on the Lieb lattice (square lattice with qubits on the links
and vertices):

L
[ ]
L

where [¢), is defined on the link qubits (shown in blue)
and the @), |-), is defined on the vertex qubits (shown
in red). By evolving the qubits above by the following
Hamiltonian:

(A2)

H=Y 2k - g
N

for a time ¢ = 7/4 and then projecting the vertex qubits
into the |—) state, we will implement Pg = [[, (1+G,)/2.
To see why this is the case, note that for a single vertex:

<7| ez%Zng:}Zg4 671%Z1,Zngg2 ‘7> (A3)
1 . .

= 5 <_| (1 + ZZUZ@SZ&)(:[ - zZvZflz&) |_> (A4)
1 1+ A

= 5 (1 - Ze1Z52Zg3Zg4) = 2 . (A5)

where £1, - - - £4 clockwise label the link qubits that neigh-
bor the qubit at vertex v (with ¢; labeling the qubit di-
rectly below). Since the Hamiltonian H is fully commut-
ing and the intial vertex qubits are unentangled, time
evolving under H for ¢t = w/4 then projecting vertices to
|—) will implement the full projection operator.

Since time evolution and single-site projection is
straightforward using a cylinder matrix product state,
the above can be used to implement Gauss law projec-
tion.



b. Recovering the Ground State at Long Times

In Section IV B, we stated that at late time T > T,,,
our dynamical sweep will discover the ground state via
the adiabatic theorem. Here, we justify that by increas-
ing h., we indeed approach this regime at long times by
plotting the overlap with the final state [)(T")) with the
ground state of the parameter value of the end of the
sweep. The results are shown in Fig. 14.
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FIG. 14. Resolving the Ground State with Adiabatic
Sweeps. We depict the overlap density between the final
state of the dynamical sweep |¢(T)) and the ground state of
the system at the endpoint of the sweep [ipgs). We find that
for the largest two values of h, and for long total sweep times
T, the final state starts to resemble the ground state indicated
by a sharp increase in the aforementioned overlap density.

As with our other diagnostics, we find three distinct
behaviors demarcated by time scales T, < T;,. When
T < T, the overlap density with the ground state is con-
stant and much less than maximal. Subsequently, the
overlap density increases to another constant value that
is still less than maximal. This region coincides with the
window [T,,T,,] where we dynamically prepare a quan-
tum spin lake. The size of this window decreases as h,
is increased similar to the main text (for h, = 1072
we don’t probe T large enough to go past it). Finally,
when T > T,,,, we find that the overlap density increases
rapidly signaling that the system resolves the ground
state as claimed.

c. Additional Numerics for the Fredenhagen-Marcu Order
Parameter

In the main text, in Fig. 4(a), we reported the maxi-
mum value of the FM order parameter (Z)py obtained
during a dynamical sweep that took a total time 7', as
a function of T. Subsequently, in Fig. 4(b), we reported
the value of (X )py at the time in the sweep where (Z) gy
obtained its minimum value. Our motivation to do this
was that, towards the end of the dynamical sweep, we
found that the value of both FM order parameters oscil-
lated. Here, we provide the full numerical time traces for
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FIG. 15. Time Trace of Fredenhagen-Marcu Order Pa-
rameter. We depict the time-trace for the Fredenhagen-
Marcu order parameter for a sweep taken at h./h, = 0.1
[the red arrow in Fig. 3(a)] for a total time T' = 10 h;'. We
remark that the numerical instabilities in (Z)rm that occur
at small ¢t/7T" are because both the numerator and denomina-
tor of the FM order parameter are almost zero to machine
precision.

the FM order parameter for the representative value of
T = 10 to show these oscillations (see Fig. 15).

Appendix B: Tree Tensor Network Method

In this appendix, we provide some further details re-
garding the infinite tree tensor network method we use
in the main text. In particular, we will define the canon-
ical form for the infinite tree tensor network ansatz that
makes them numerically efficient to simulate. Further-
more, we will provide the fixed-point infinite tree tensor
network for the RVB state on the tree.

For convenience, we re-iterate that our infinite tree ten-
sor network ansatz takes the following form.

where, in full generality, A and B are d X xq X X X Xe¢
tensors that encode the state of the unit cell of the tree
lattice we are simulating (with d being the local Hilbert
space dimension) and the {y,} are called the bond di-
mensions and refers to the ranks of the non-dangling
legs of the tensors. As an example, in the case of the
Husimi cactus lattice, the lower legs of rank—d label the
states of the right-side-up and up-side-down triangles of
Eq. (41) and (42). The small tensors that are on the
bonds between A and B are “singular value tensors” in
a sense that will be clear in the next section.

1. Canonical Form

Similar to the matrix product state, efficient computa-
tions with infinite tree tensor network ansatz are enabled



due to the existence of a canonical form. This canonical
form enables computing expectation values, correlation
functions, and the entanglement entropy using only local
data in the tensor network. The canonical form for tree
tensor networks are defined as:

and also:

- - - (B3)

It was shown in Refs. 103 and 110, that such a canonical
form enables efficient computation of local observables
and entanglement with trees.

2. Fixed-Point Z> Resonating Valence Bond Liquid
State

We want to construct the tree tensor network for the
RVB in canonical form. To do so, consider the following
tensor network:

Z' «
6 v
b (B4)
j 8
[
and
J 5
g = (B5)
VA
l

where ¢ is the rank-4, 4 x 4 x 4 x 4 kronecker delta tensor
and «, 8,7 are 4 x 4 matrices that can be expressed as
follows (with the second index always labeling the index
pointing away from the ¢ tensor):

= [6ir3(€i1 — dio)
+ (81 + 8ir2) (81 + 6i0) + Sirogioean] /V2  (B6)
= [6;2(¢52 — 0jo)
+ (851 + 8573) (852 + 8j0) + 0jr02j0ej2] /V2 (BT)
Yok = [Oxr1(Ex3 — Oro)
+ (82 + Or3) Ok + Oro) + Owocrocrs] /V2  (BS)
where €;; = (1—4;;). Such tensors assign an equal weight

and equal phase to states that satisfy the Gauss law con-
straint of the Zs RVB state. As such, the tensor network
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above describes the (non-normalized) fixed-point RVB
state. To put the above tensor network in canonical form,
we note that:

* p—
E aj/,jaju,j = 6]",]’” (Bg)
J

and similarly with § and . This means that the tensor
network above is almost in canonical form. To put it in
canonical form, we simply perform an SVD for each of
the tensors o, 3,7 with a = U,A VI, g = UgAbVBT, and
y=a= UWACVJ. Graphically,

——O0—— _ (UAVY),p,

0By —-Oor (B10)

Then, by pushing the U tensors into the B tensor and
the VT tensors into the A tensor, we can define a new A
and B tensors as follows:

7
| )ﬁ b 27 o (B11)
J
!
j
’ ﬁ)< =" ﬁ: (B12)
1
l

with the singular values being the A matrices. This ten-
sor network is in canonical form and can be normalized
by normalizing the singular values (i.e. Tr(A?) = 1) and
multiplying the A and B tensor by 4.

and

Appendix C: Additional Numerics for U(1) Tree
Tensor Networks

In Section VIII of the main text, we plotted a den-
sity correlation function in Fig. 9(d). In that figure, we
performed a rolling average of 3 data points in order to
smooth out the density correlation functions for ease of
viewing the decay profile of the correlation function. In
Fig. 16, we show the raw data.
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FIG. 16. Raw Correlation Function Data for U(1) Spin
Liquid on Bethe Lattice. We plot density-density correla-
tions as a function of distance for different total sweep times
(from light to dark, T € {2.5,3.5,4.5,4.75,5,7.5}) on the tree
lattice. We find that they fall off as 27 which is the predicted
fall off of gapless states on tree lattices [106, 110]. For our nu-
merics, we use a bond dimension of xo = 10 (o = a, b, ¢) and
dt = 0.005.
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