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The emergence of fractionalized quasiparticles in quantum spin liquids has served a wealth of unconventional
phenomena in frustrated magnets. In our work, we explore the various domain patterns of such fractionalized
quasiparticles, especially focusing on charge defects in U(1) quantum spin liquids. We claim that emergent long
range interaction between charge defects leads to characteristic structures with distinct length scales, where they
can be controlled via the ratio of interaction strengths. In this context, the spin ice phase is the dilute gas of
weakly interacting charges, whereas, the macroscopic population of charge defects naturally develops charge
ordering for large Coulomb interaction limit. Interestingly, we find that the competing spin interactions could
naturally give rise to stabilize the mosaic structure of charge defects in the absence of uniform ordering. They are
characterized by liquid-like correlations having a finite length scale. The emergence of such intermediate order
in the mosaic structure is confirmed by both dynamical and static correlations. By establishing the microscopic
spin Hamiltonian, we also present the distinctive signatures in static spin correlation to detect such spatial
structure of charge defects. We speculate that the domain pattern of defect population might be a potential
hallmark to reveal unusual dynamical properties observed in spin liquids.

Introduction — One of the intriguing phenomena of frus-
trated interactions is the emergence of amorphous orders in a
broad range of physical systems [1–3]. The frustration typ-
ically prevents the uniform extension of locally preferred or-
der, instead it might develop complex patterns of rich domains
when the characteristic length takes on mesoscopic scale. A
prominent example is the strip structure of charge arrays in
doped Mott insulators in which the microphase separation oc-
curs into hole-rich and hole-poor regions [4–6]. While the
domain pattern is extensively studied in glass or liquid-like
phases such as super-cooled liquids [7–10], liquid crystals
[11] and micellar solutions [12, 13], the comprehensive un-
derstanding of these complex liquids is a far-reaching goal.
Specifically, the emergence of intermediate length scale is
rarely expected in magnetic systems with short-range inter-
actions.

Recently, it has been pointed out that the fractionalization
in quantum spin liquid might be a key ingredient to gener-
ate the structural frustration [14–19]. Among them, a U(1)
quantum spin liquid has gained attention as a unique plat-
form for searching unconventional phenomena, such as in-
equilibrium dynamics and structural glassiness. Particularly
in spin ice, the fractionalized quasiparticle emerges as a point-
like defect violating the divergenceless condition, so called a
monopole defect [20–24]. Such monopole charge cannot be
created or annihilated alone and the population is managed by
the analogue of open Dirac strings. It manifests the emergent
Coulomb interaction and imposes a long-range frustration be-
tween the magnetic monopoles. Thus, the mobile defects are
kinetically constrained, which leads to intriguing dynamical
phenomena such as the slow relaxation. Moreover, one may
expect that the long-range Coulomb interaction leads to un-
conventional orderings of charge defect which has not been
explored in conventional magnets.

In this paper, we study domain patterns of charge de-
fect clustering on a 3-dimensional U(1) spin liquid. On
top of the inborn long-range Coulomb interaction, the short-

range attraction between same-charge defects is considered.
While the short-range attraction is built from spin exchanges
[16, 17, 25], the strength of long-range frustration can be con-
trolled by magnetic disorder and dipolar interactions [21, 26].
Then, the ground state generically stabilizes the formation of
locally correlated clusters of same-charge defects [27–31]. At
the same time, the short-range interaction competes with the
long-range frustration which prevents the uniform extension
of local domains. The competing tendency acting on different
length scales leads to the emergence of intermediate length
and spatial inhomogeneity.

We estimate the ground state phase diagram of domain pat-
terns of fractionalized charge defect, by exemplifying a three
dimensional cubic lattice case. For large Coulomb term, the
typical size of clusters is relatively small with a characteristic
momentum R = π(1, 1, 1), similar to the Néel order. As the
short-range attraction increases, the cluster size grows and the
modulation considerably deviates from R. By manipulating
cluster sizes, we show that various patterns of translation sym-
metry breaking are realized beyond the uniform and Néel-type
orders. We show that the charge correlation in the domain pat-
terns is closely related to the spin correlation in elastic scatter-
ing experiments. Remarkably, the packing of clusters for large
attraction develop the mosaic structure with an extremely slow
relaxation without long-range order. The half-moon shape in
static spin structure signifies that the spatial structure is inho-
mogeneous and is an analogue of isotropic liquids correlated
over the intermediate length scale. We expect that spin liq-
uids supported by quantum tunneling between cluster phases
would manifest unique features of spatial inhomogeneity and
liquid-like correlation. Our study gives general insights into
unusual static and dynamical properties in spin liquids.

Effective model — We consider the low-energy effective
action, S[Qr] for the charge defect [4, 31], including both
the short-range and long-range interactions in a U(1) quantum
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FIG. 1. The pair creation (or annihilation) process of positive (red
sphere) and negative (blue sphere) charges responsible for the spatial
structure and dynamics of Eq. (1). Each process is implemented by
the Dirac string (green cylinder) of longitudinal modes, S(L)

i to keep
the global neutrality, Eq. (3). The spin degree of freedom is defined
on the midpoint i (gray sphere) of the link, or equivalently the vertex
of the octahedron surrounding the cubic site.

spin liquid.

1

β
S[Qr] =

R
2

∑
r

Q2
r −K

∑
〈rr′〉

QrQr′ +
U
2

∑
r 6=r′

QrQr′

|r− r′|
, (1)

where R,K,U > 0 and β is the inverse temperature. The
defect charge is discrete, Qr = 0,±1, ... and placed on a 3-
dimensional simple cubic lattice site r. Here, |r − r′| is the
Euclidean distance between r and r′ in unit of the lattice spac-
ing. Later, the microscopic spin Hamiltonian will be formu-
lated, whose effective action of defects results in Eq. (1). We
emphasize that the Coulomb interaction between defects is not
screened by anisotropic nature and it decays much slower than
the dipole-dipole interaction. In addition, the non-local char-
acteristics of defects result in distinct phases beyond the tra-
ditional magnets with spontaneous symmetry breaking.

In Eq, (1), the first term imposes an energy cost for creat-
ing charge defect at site r, which controls the defect concen-
tration. The second term represents a short-range attraction
between same-charge defects. The locally correlated cluster
consists of positive (or negative) charges and grows as K in-
creases. Meanwhile, the long-range Coulomb interaction with
the strength, U , forbids the the uniform order with a momen-
tum k = 0, otherwise the third term diverges as ∼ 1/|k|2.
As a result, the competing interactions in Eq. (1) generically
stabilizes a inhomogeneous mixture of rich domains of empty,
positive- and negative charges.

On top of the competing interactions, we note that the long-
range Coulomb interaction naturally takes place when the de-
grees of freedom, Qr represents a point defect of U(1) spin
ice.

Qr = ∇ · Sr ≡ εr
∑

n̂=x̂,ŷ,ẑ
η=±1

Sr+ηn̂/2, (2)

where the coarse-grained spin variable Si=r+ηn̂/2 resides on
the cubic link labelled as i. The sign εr ≡ (−1)rx+ry+rz

defines the local axis of Si emanating from even (εr = +1) to
odd (εr = −1) sites. With the Gauss law in electromagnetism,
the Helmholtz decomposition can be applied, Si = S

(L)
i +

S
(T )
i . Only longitudinal modes S(L)

i contribute finite Qr =

∇ · S(L)
r while the transverse modes S(T )

i constitute closed
loops of same polarizations of Si, i.e. ∇ · S(T )

r = 0. In
Supplementary Materials [32], the decomposition is applied
to derive the Coulomb interaction Eq. (1) in the longitudinal
sector.

For R � K,U , the longitudinal modes are energetically
suppressed leading to the spin ice physics, Qr = 0 for all r.
This local constraint is relaxed in the presence of defect in-
teractions beyond the on-site. A locally preferred structure of
defect population is developed, which involves both types of
modes in Si. Importantly, the spatial structure and dynamical
processes are strongly constrained by the global neutrality,∑

r

Qr = 0, (3)

so that the diffusion-annihilation process of defects always
comes with a pair of opposite charges (Fig. 1). This is a con-
sequence of fractionalization, Eq. (2), and holds regardless of
control parameters and temperature.

Ground state phase diagram — Depending on the inter-
action strengths, the ground states of Eq. (1) exhibit various
morphologies of microphase separation under the global neu-
trality condition, Eq. (3). WhenR = 0, the pair-creation pro-
cess occurs without on-site cost and most sites are occupied
by charged defects, Qr 6= 0. As the short-range attraction
K/U increases, the cluster size grows by assembling defects
[31].

When R > 0, the domain patterns are more complex and
generically organized by both charged and empty sites. In Fig.
2a, the ground state phase diagram exhibits the domain pat-
terns consist of three species, Qr = −1, 0,+1 for interaction
parameters K/R and U/R. In each region, the equilibrium
pattern is obtained by minimizing Eq. (1) with respect to the
cluster size (mx,my,mz) (Fig. 2b). See the Supplementary
Materials for computational details [32].

Likewise the case R = 0, the cluster size, mα increases
as K/U increases. For clarity, we set the upper bound of the
cluster size to be mmax = 3 and find 10 different domain pat-
terns within 0 ≤ mα=x,y,z ≤ mmax. The large-K patterns
beyond the range are lumped together with the largest cluster
region, mα = mmax above the critical line. Above the critical
line, the correlation length along with the cluster size con-
stantly increases as the upper bound rises, which implies the
emergence of intermediate length scale at some mα = mmax.

The spatial structure of complex domain patterns can be
investigated by magnetic correlations. We first discuss the de-
fect charge correlations of domain patterns exhibited in Fig.
2a by sorting them into (i) Dilute gas of defects (mx = my =
mz = 0), (ii) Periodic charge orders (0 < mα ≤ mmax) but
not all mα = mmax, and (iii) Mosaic structure (mx = my =
mz = mmax) of closely-packed clusters. Then static spin
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FIG. 2. (a) Ground state phase diagram of Eq. (1) within 0 ≤ mα ≤ mmax = 3. Different size of clusters (mx,my,mz) are stabilized in 9
regimes below the critical line (thick line),K < Kc. while the size infinitely increases aboveK > Kc with the upper bound mmax. The distinct
features in charge correlation behaviour are described in (i) Dilute gas (yellow star), (ii) Periodic charge order (blue star), (iii) Mosaic structure
(brown star). (b) Graphical representation of block-type charge clusters of size (mx×my×mz). The finite charges Qr = +1 (−1) are marked
as red (blue) spheres at cubic sites. A positively charged cluster is surrounded by negatively charged clusters of same sizes, and vice versa. (c)
Auto-correlation function of charges, CQ(t) with normalization CQ(t = 0) = 1 evaluated at K = 0.5,U = 0.01 as the temperature increases
from T = 0.3 to 0.9 in unit of R = 1. The system size is Nsite = 103 and each sweep contains Nsite-times of pair-creation/annihilation
processes. The temperature dependence of relaxation time trelax where CQ(trelax)/CQ(t = 0) = 0.9 is plotted as the blue dotted line.

structures are also calculated, which straightforwardly iden-
tify the charge correlations and detectable in elastic neutron
scattering experiments.

In the weakly interacting limit R � K,U , the charge cost
penalizes the macroscopic occupation of defects, which repro-
duces the spin ice, mx = my = mz = 0. Similar to a dilute
gas, the charge correlation is almost negligible,

〈QrQr′〉 ≈ δrr′ −
1

Nsite
, (4)

where Nsite is the total number of cubic sites. The global neu-
trality, Eq. (3) is ensured by the second term, which is the
probability of finding an opposite charge, Qr′ = −1 at arbi-
trary sites given Qr = +1. The weakness of charge correla-
tion is resulted from the energetic suppression of longitudinal
modes in spin correlations, which is clarified later. Nonethe-
less, the spin correlation is still non-trivial exhibiting the pinch
point singularities in momentum space [26, 33–35].

When the interactions U/R andK/R become significant, a
macroscopic amount of defects is populated to develop locally
preferred clusters, mα 6= 0. If the long-range frustration is
most dominant U � K,R, the nearest-neighbour repulsion
strength U between same-charge defects is much larger than
K. The positive and negative charges are aligned one by one,
i.e.

〈QrQr′〉 ≈ εrεr′ , (5)

with mx = my = mz = 1, and the charge correlation is
sharply peaked at R = π(1, 1, 1) in momentum space. As
the short-range attraction K increases, the correlated cluster
gradually grows and charge correlation peak is shifted from
R. In Fig. 2a, a succession of lamellar phases, mx = my =
1,mz > 1 appears in narrow regions above the region of

mx = my = mz = 1. When lamellar length reaches
mz = mmax, then mx, my grow to develop block-type clus-
ters.

Above the critical value, K > Kc(U), the block-type clus-
ters are densely packed forming a mosaic of domains. Al-
though the typical sizes of clusters are much smaller than the
macroscopic scale, the mosaic structure is more rigid than the
vapour-like phase ofR � K,U . Despite the absence of long-
range order, each single charge constituting the cluster is ro-
bustly frozen at low temperature. To verify the existence of
this intermediate order, we investigate the relaxation dynam-
ics of individual charges.

Relaxation dynamics— To examine the relaxation be-
haviour, we perform the standard Monte-Carlo (MC) simu-
lation of Eq. (1). Due to the global neutrality, the Metropolis
dynamics involves the pair-creation or annihilation process at
arbitrary two sites r and r′ (Fig. 1). In spin model, this process
is equivalent to manipulating the Dirac string of S(L)

i connect-
ing r and r′ (Fig. 1). In Fig. 2c, the auto-correlation function
CQ(t) of defect charges is evaluated in the mosaic structure,

CQ(t) =
1

Nsite
〈〈
∑

r

Qr(t0 + t)Qr(t0)〉〉, (6)

where Qr(t = 0) is the charge distribution of initially equili-
brated state at finite temperature T and 〈〈...〉〉 is the thermal
expectation averaged over the MC time, 0 ≤ t0 ≤ tmax − t
with tmax = 106 sweeps.

The dynamical quantity, Eq. (6), estimates the correlation
of a single charge Qr at two different times on average. In the
absence of clustering, the initial charge distribution is short-
lived and CQ(t) exponentially decays. This behaviour is ob-
served in weakly interacting region, such as disordered phase
(T � R,K,U) and dilute gas (R � K,U , T ). In contrast,
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for large K, a single charge inside the correlated cluster per-
sists its initial value over a long time and its relaxation can
not be fitted by a simple exponential. The relaxation involves
a reconstruction of mosaic domains, in which the interior of
cluster is less deformable than the interface due to the energy
barrier. As the temperature is lowered below T ∼ K, the den-
sity of deformable interface is rapidly reduced, roughly as the
inverse of typical cluster sizes. Moreover, the global neutral-
ity also restricts the flippable chance per MC step since the flip
necessarily takes place at two sites r and r′ simultaneously. In
other words, along with the growth of individual clusters, the
relaxation is intensely slowed down due to the interplay of
energy barrier and global neutrality.

In MC simulation, we find that the plateau is stretched
out in intermediate times after a short-time decaying. For
K/R = 0.5, the plateau becomes apparent below T/R ∼ 0.7
and the relaxation proceeds in two-step decaying. When the
temperature is lowered below T/R ∼ 0.5, a major portion
of defect charge keeps the initial distribution and the plateau
at CQ(t) & 0.99 is maintained over a long time. The re-
laxation time, trelax, characterizing the short-time decaying
CQ(trelax) = 0.9 exhibits a rapid increase below T/R ∼ 0.5,
which signifies the full covering of locally correlated clusters.

Static magnetic correlation — The correlations of domain
patterns in Fig. 2a can be detected in the spin structure. We
construct the microscopic spin Hamiltonian whose point-like
defects interact as Eq. (1), then investigate their static correla-
tions based on large-N approach [20, 26]. Using Eq. (2), the
spin Hamiltonian, Hspin can be written as a polynomial of

V0 =

 cx 2ccxy 2ccxz
2ccxy cy 2ccyz
2ccxz 2ccyz cz

 , (7)

on the basis of Sn=x,y,z(k) and cα = cos(kα), ccαβ =

cos(kα2 ) cos(
kβ
2 ) in k-space. Then,

Hspin =
∑

k

(RVon-site +KVattr)αβSα(−k)Sβ(k), (8)

where Von-site = V0 + I3×3, Vattr = 2V 2
0 − 3V0 − 4I3×3 co-

incides the first and second terms in Eq. (1) and I3×3 is the
identity matrix. In Supplementary Materials [32], the explicit
form of V0, Von-site, Vattr in Eqs. (7) and (8) are derived on the
cubic lattice. Here, the spin length constraint is imposed by
adding Lagrange multiplier, UδαβSα(−k)Sβ(k). By integrat-
ing out the longitudinal modes, S(L)

i , the spin stiffness U > 0
results in the long-range Coulomb interaction in Eq. (1).

In Fig. 3, the static spin and charge correlations are calcu-
lated on the [hhl]-plane where

CS(k) =
∑

α,β=x,y,z

〈Sα(k)Sβ(−k)〉, (9)

and

CQ(k) = 〈Q(k)Q(−k)〉. (10)

(i) (ii) (iii)

FIG. 3. Static spin correlations Ss(k)/T (upper) and charge correla-
tions SQ(k)/T (lower) calculated on the [hhl]–plane in (i) Dilute gas
phase, (ii) Periodic charge order of defect clusters, and (iii) Mosaic
structure, from left to right. The intensity is indicated by brightness
in arbitrary units. The charge correlations exhibit distinct features, (i)
featureless, (ii) Charge ordering peak at R, (iii) Isotropic ring shape.

In the (i) dilute gas phase, the spin correlation exhibits the
sharp pinch point at R,

〈Sα(R + q)Sβ(R− q)〉 ≈
(
δαβ −

(q · α̂)(q · β̂)
|q|2

)
, (11)

as expected in U(1) spin ice. The spin correlation at R is
closely related to the long-range behaviour of defect popu-
lations, i.e. the charge correlation at Γ = (0, 0, 0). Using Eq.
(11), the behaviour Eq. (4) can be confirmed.

CQ(k) ≈ 1− δkΓ, (12)

which signifies neither long-range charge order nor defect
clustering. We emphasize that CQ(Γ) = 0 is always guar-
anteed by the global neutrality.

In (ii) periodic ordered phases, the pinch point singularity at
CS(k = R) is smoothed to be analytic with a broaden width,
which signifies the substantial weight of longitudinal modes
in magnetic correlations. Instead, CQ(k) is peaked close to
R for large U which characterizes the periodic order of the
defect population.

In (iii) mosaic structure, the spin correlation features a half-
moon shape close to R as a result of anomalous kinetic term
in Eq. (8). The physical meaning of half-moon becomes clear
in the charge correlation. As K/U increases from large U re-
gion, the peak in CQ(k) moves from R and eventually features
a sharp ring around Γ. From Eq. (1), the characteristic mo-
mentum scales as |kc| ∼ (U/K)1/4 for large K. As long as
the long-range frustration is finite, kc never reaches Γ, which
agrees with the prohibition of uniform order. Here, the charge
correlation only settles the characteristic scale in isotropic di-
rection contrary to the point-peak in the large-U charge order-
ing phases.
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Discussion — We investigate the fractionalized charge
clustering as a consequence of competing spin interactions
in U(1) quantum spin liquids. The long-range defect inter-
action is inevitable in fractionalized phases and is crucial to
both the static and dynamical properties of defect population.
The spatial structure of defect population is constrained by the
global neutrality, which leads to novel magnetic correlations.
While the charge correlation is featureless in spin ice, the do-
main patterns manifest the characteristic features in correla-
tions. Among them, we confirm the dynamical slowing down
in the mosaic structure, which implies a collective behaviour
even in the absence of long-range order. By comparing the
static correlations, it turns out that the half moon shape in spin
structure manifests the liquid-like order with the intermediate
length scale.

Our study signifies that the fractionalized defects in spin
liquids exhibit the spatial inhomogeneity and complex domain
patterns without disorder. The block-type clusters in our esti-
mate evolve from the charge ordering to the liquid-like corre-
lation, where the latter region tentatively agrees with the anal-
ysis in kagome [36] and pyrochlore lattices [16, 25]. Both
the emergence of intermediate length scale and translational
symmetry breaking characterize rich sets of classical spin liq-
uids in addition to spin ice. Then, the presence of quantum
fluctuation would settle novel types of linear superposition in
the wave-function beyond the typical ring exchange. At the
same time, the coexistence of defect population and propa-
gation is also expected, resulting in new types of quantum
spin liquids [37]. In addition to novel spatial structures, the
defect population offers opportunities to explore the glassy
behaviour [28, 30, 38, 39] such as the tunable fragility and
super-Arrhenius relaxation born out of the Coulomb phase.
We expect that the dynamical properties of domain patterns
might be an interesting future work to connect the seemingly
independent phenomena of spin liquids and glass physics.
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These Supplementary Materials contain the details on I. Effective action in longitudinal sector, II. Variational ground state
energy, and III. Microscopic spin Hamiltonian.

I. EFFECTIVE ACTION IN LONGITUDINAL SECTOR

Here, we derive Eq. (1), especially the long-range Coulomb interaction between U(1)-charges from the fractionalization, Eq.
(2) in continuum based on (i) path integral and (ii) projector methods. Then the continuum correlations are explicitly derived for
arbitraryR,K,U .

The first and second terms in Eq. (8) correspond to the on-site cost and nearest neighbour charge attraction in Eq. (1)
respectively. Then, the action of Eq. (8) is

1

β
A[S

(L)
r+n̂/2, S

(T )
r+n̂/2, Qr, χr, ψ

(L)

r,l̂
, ψ

(T )
r ] = H[Qr] + 2πU

∑
r

∑
n̂=x̂,ŷ,ẑ

(
(S

(L)
r+n̂/2)

2 + (S
(T )
r+n̂/2)

2
)

+ i
∑

r

χr(Qr − εr
∑

n̂,η=±1

S
(L)
r+ηn̂/2)

+ i
∑
r,l̂

ψ
(L)

r,l̂

∑
m̂,n̂

εlmn(S
(L)
r+m̂/2 − S

(L)
r+m̂+n̂/2) + i

∑
r

ψ
(T )
r

∑
n̂,η=±1

S
(T )
r+ηn̂/2, (S1)

whereH[Qr] is the functional of Qr,

H[Qr] =
R
2

∑
r

Q2
r −K

∑
〈rr′〉

QrQr′ , (S2)

and the continuous χr-field ensures the Gauss law, Eq. (2) while ψ(L)

r,l̂
and ψ(T )

r -fields impose the Helmholtz decomposition,

Sr+n̂/2 = S
(L)
r+n̂/2 + S

(T )
r+n̂/2. (S3)

The Lagrange multiplier U is included to satisfy the condition, 1
3Nsite

∑
r
∑
n̂=x̂,ŷ,ẑ〈(Sr+n̂/2)

2〉 = 1 − x with the magnetic
doping 0 ≤ x < 1. In the main text, it is shifted, 2πU → 2πU + |λH̃| where λH̃ is the minimum eigenvalues of interaction
matrix ofH[Qr] so that U > 0 can be tuned to be arbitrarily small for anyR and K.

Aside from the Hamiltonian part,H[Qr]→ H̃[Q(x)], the continuum action is

1

β
A[E(L)(x),E(T )(x), Q(x), χ(x),Ψ(L)(x), ψ(T )(x)] =

∫
d3x
[
2πU

(
(E(L))2 + (E(T ))2

)
+ iχ

(
Q−∇ · E(L)

)
+iΨ(L) · (∇× E(L)) + iψ(T )∇ · E(T )

]
, (S4)

where the position x is implicit in the right-hand side. And εrS
(L)
r+n̂/2 → E(L)(x) and εrS

(T )
r+n̂/2 → E(T )(x) are vector variables

in continuum, thus the equation of motion reads i.e. ∇× E(L) = 0,∇ · E(T ) = 0. Integrating out E(L)-field,

1

β
A′[E(T )(x), Q(x), χ(x), ψ(T )(x)] =

∫
d3x
[
2πU(E(T ))2 + iψ(T )∇ · E(T ) +

1

8πU
(∇χ)2 + iχQ

]
, (S5)

since
∫
d3x∇χ · (∇×Ψ(L)) = 0 and Ψ(L)-field is decoupled from others. Then, integrating out χ-field leads to

1

β
A′′[E(T )(x), Q(x), ψ(T )(x)] =

∫
d3x
[
2πU(E(T ))2 + iψ(T )∇ · E(T ) + 2πU

(
Q(∇−2)Q

)]
, (S6)
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where (∇−2) is the inverse of the Laplacian whose Fourier transform in 3-dimension is the long-range interaction, i.e. 1
4π|r| =∫

d3k
(2π)3

1
|k|2 e

ik·r. In Eq. (S6), the transverse (of E(T ), ψ(T )-fields) and longitudinal sectors (of Q-field) are separated and the
effective action in the longitudinal sector is

1

β
S[Q(x)] = H̃[Q(x)] +

U
2V

∫
d3x

∫
d3x′

Q(x)Q(x′)
|x− x′|

, (S7)

as Eq. (1) (V is the system volume). Here, the emergence of Coulomb interaction is resulted from the fractionalization, Eq. (2)
and holds regardless of the specific form of Eq. (S2).

Meanwhile, the effective action of E(L) and E(T ) by integrating out χ,Ψ(L), ψ(T ), Q-fields in k-space is

1

β
A[E(L)

k ,E(T )
k ] =

1

β
AL[E(L)

k ] +
1

β
AT [E(T )

k ], (S8)

1

β
AL[E(L)

k ] =

∫
d3k

(2π)3

∑
αβγδ

P (L)
αγ (k)

(
2πUδγδ +

R− 6K
2

kγkδ +
K
2
|k|2kγkδ

)
P

(L)
δβ (k)E(L)

k,αE
(L)
−k,β

=

∫
d3k

(2π)3

∑
αβ

(
2πU 1

|k|2
+
R− 6K

2
+
K
2
|k|2
)
kαkβE

(L)
k,αE

(L)
−k,β , (S9)

1

β
AT [E(T )

k ] =

∫
d3k

(2π)3

∑
αβγδ

P (T )
αγ (k)

(
2πUδγδ

)
P

(T )
δβ (k)E(T )

k,αE
(T )
−k,β

=

∫
d3k

(2π)3

∑
αβ

2πU
(
δαβ −

kαkβ
|k|2

)
E

(T )
k,αE

(T )
−k,β . (S10)

where

P
(L)
αβ (k) =

kαkβ
|k|2

, P
(T )
αβ (k) = δαβ −

kαkβ
|k|2

, (S11)

project Ek-field into longitudinal/transverse components respectively. It is noteworthy that the first term in Eq. (S9) is same as
the last term in Eq. (S6) with Qk =

∑
α kαE

(L)
k,α . Using Eqs. (S8)-(S10) and the identity,∑

β

(
δαβ +Akαkβ

)(
δβγ −

kβkγ
|k|2 +A−1

)
= δαγ , (S12)

for an arbitrary constant A, the correlation of E = E(L) + E(T ) is

GE(k)αβ = 〈Ek,αE−k,β〉 = 〈E(L)
k,αE

(L)
−k,β〉+ 〈E

(T )
k,αE

(T )
−k,β〉 =

1

4πUβ

(
δαβ −

kαkβ

|k|2 + 4πU
R−6K+K|k|2

)
(S13)

Since the local axis in simple cubic lattice is defined in εr = eiR·r (see Eq. (2)), the behaviour of the correlation GE(k)αβ can
be detected close to R, CS(R + k) in Eq. (9). For example, the spin ice limit R � K,U reproduces Eq. (11), which is directly
obtained from Eq. (7).

GE(k)αβ ≈
1

4πUβ

(
δαβ −

kαkβ
|k|2

)
. (S14)

Likewise usual pinch point singularities, Eq. (S14) depends on relative angles between kx, ky, kz only and there is no dependence
on the magnitude |k|. Similarly, the charge correlation in continuum is

GQ(k) = 〈QkQ−k〉 =
∑
αβ

kαkβGE(k)αβ =
1

2β

( 1
R−6K

2 + K2 |k|2 +
2πU
|k|2

)
, (S15)

which is isotropic in k and detect the charge correlation close to Γ, CQ(k) in Eq. (10). Likewise Eq. (S14), Eq. (S15) reproduces
the featureless correlation, Eq. (12) forR � K,U ,

GQ(k = Γ) = 0, GQ(k 6= Γ) ≈ 1

βR
. (S16)

Again, GQ(k = Γ) = 0 is a consequence of the global neutrality. For large attraction K, the anomalous kinetic term in Eq. (S9)
sets the characteristic length scale kc so that Eq. (S15) is peaked at the uniform ring of radius |kc| around Γ. At the same time,
the field correlation

∑
αβ GE(kx, kx, kz)αβ depends on not only the relative angle kz/kx but also its magnitude |k|, which leads

to the half-moon shape around R in Fig. 3.
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II. VARIATIONAL GROUND STATE ENERGY

The phase diagram Fig. 2a is calculated based on the ground state energy of the block-type clustering, Fig. 2b. In the
simple cubic lattice, the periodic configuration is defined by 6 parameters, the linear size of individual block, (mx,my,mz)
and the separation between nearest-neighbouring blocks, (nx, ny, nz) along the x, y, z-directions. As a result, the periodicity
of the configuration is (lx, ly, lz) = (2mx + 2nx, 2my + 2ny, 2mz + 2nz) in x, y, z-directions respectively. To ensure the
commensurability, the linear size of system Lα in α-direction (Nsite = LxLyLz) is assumed to be an integer multiple of lα for
all α = x, y, z. With these 6 parameters, the variational ground state energy, 〈 1βS[Qr]〉|mα,nα ≡ Etotal is estimated as a sum of
on-site cost, Eon-site, short-range attractive energy, Eattr, and the Coulomb energy, ECoulomb where 〈...〉|mα,nα is the expectation
value with respect to the (mα, nα)-configuration [29] and,

Etotal[mα, nα] = Eon-site[mα, nα] + Eattr[mα, nα] + ECoulomb[mα, nα], (S17)
1

Nsite
Eon-site[mα, nα] =

R
2

mxmymz

(mx + nx)(my + ny)(mz + nz)
, (S18)

1

Nsite
Eattr[mα, nα] = −K

3mxmymz − (1 + δnx,0)mymz − (1 + δny,0)mxmz − (1 + δnz,0)mxmy

(mx + nx)(my + ny)(mz + nz)
, (S19)

1

Nsite
ECoulomb[mα, nα] =

2πU
Nsite

∑
k

′
V (k)Q(k)Q(−k), (S20)

where Q(k) and V (k) are lattice Fourier transforms of the charge Qr and the Coulomb interaction ∼ 1/|r| respectively.

Q(k) =
1√
Nsite

∑
r

Qre
ik·r, (S21)

V (k) =
1

2
∑
α=x,y,z

(
1− cos(kα)

) − v0, (S22)

and

v0 =

∫ 2π

−2π

dkxdkydkz
(2π)3

1

2
∑
α=x,y,z

(
1− cos(kα)

) ≈ 0.253. (S23)

In Eq. (S20), the summation runs over the subsets of k-space satisfying the periodicity of lα = 2(mα+nα), i.e. eikα(mα+nα) =
−1. In other words, for some integer 0 ≤ pα ≤ mα + nα − 1,

kα =
π

mα + nα
(2pα + 1), (S24)

and
∑

k
′
=
∑mα+nα−1
pα=0 . Meanwhile, Eq. (S21) with discrete values, Qr = −1, 0,+1 is written as

Q(k) = ei(k1+k2+k3)
√
Nsite

(mx + nx)(my + ny)(mz + nz)

(1− eikxmx)(1− eikymy )(1− eikzmz )
(1− eikx)(1− eiky )(1− eikz )

,

|Q(k)| =
√
Nsite

∏
α=x,y,z

1

mα + nα

∣∣∣ sin(kαmα2 )

sin(kα2 )

∣∣∣. (S25)

Thus, Eqs. (S18)-(S20) result in the variational ground state energy, Eq. (S17) as a function of (mα, nα). For example,
minimizing the attractive energy, Eq. (S19) requires the cluster size, mα to be large as possible. The phase diagram, Fig. 2a
is obtained by minimizing Eq. (S17) with respect to (mα, nα) within 0 ≤ mα, nα ≤ 3 and separates the regime of different
cluster sizes.

III. MICROSCOPIC SPIN HAMILTONIAN

The microscopic spin Hamiltonian is defined in Eq. (8) so that its effective action of defects becomes Eq. (1) in the longitudinal
sector. Here, Eqs. (7) and (8) are explained in detail.

We consider the Lieb lattice on 3-dimension, whose lattice sites consists of full sets of cubic sites and mid-points of cubic
links. Likewise in main text, our notation labels r and i ≡ r + 1

2 n̂ (n̂ = x̂, ŷ, ẑ) for cubic sites and mid-points of cubic links
respectively.
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𝐌𝐃 = 𝟏

𝐫 𝑖

𝐌𝐃 = 𝟐

𝐫 𝑖

𝐌𝐃 = 𝟒

𝐫 𝑖

FIG. S1. The 3-dimensional Lieb lattice formed by cubic sites, r (red sphere) and mid-points of links, i (green sphere). The mid-point i can
be viewed as the vertex of conner-sharing network of octahedron surrounding a cubic site r. Similarly, r is an octahedron center. Between
the center and vertex belong to a octahedron, MD = 1. Between two vertices belong to a single octahedron, MD = 2. Between two vertices
belong to nearest neighbouring octahedrons, MD = 4. A few examples of paths with MD = 1 (left), MD = 2 (middle) and MD = 4 (right)
on the Lieb lattice are shown in dotted arrows.

The on-site and nearest neighbour charge interaction in Eq. (1) turn out to be built from the spin interaction matrix whose
elements depend on only the Manhattan Distance (MD) [25] on the Lieb lattice (Fig. S1). Here, the MD between two Lieb
lattice sites is defined as a length of shortest path connecting them along bonds in unit of 1

2 n̂. For example, the MD between
the cubic site r and the mid-point i are always odd, particularly, MD = 1 between r and the closest mid-point r + 1

2 n̂, with the
interaction matrix in k-space,

VMD=1(k) = 2


0 0 0 cos(kx2 )

0 0 0 cos(
ky
2 )

0 0 0 cos(kz2 )

cos(kx2 ) cos(
ky
2 ) cos(kz2 ) 0

 , (S26)

where from the first to third row/columns are assigned for modes on the mid-points i = r + 1
2 n̂ and the fourth is for the cubic

site r. When the matrix elements of total Hamiltonian depend on MD only, the interaction matrix is expanded as a polynomial
of Eq. (S26).

The MD is always even between mid-points of links or between cubic sites, thus the spin Hamiltonian is represented as a sum
of interaction matrices VMD=n with even n. In other words, the matrix VMD=n (even n) is block-diagonal. The on-site charge
interaction is obtained from the nearest-neighbour spin exchanges, i.e. interaction matrix of MD = 2 (Fig. S1),

VMD=2(k) =
(
VMD=1(k)

)2
−


2 0 0 0
0 2 0 0
0 0 2 0
0 0 0 6



= 2


cos(kx) 2 cos(kx2 ) cos(

ky
2 ) 2 cos(kx2 ) cos(kz2 ) 0

2 cos(kx2 ) cos(
ky
2 ) cos(ky) 2 cos(

ky
2 ) cos(kz2 ) 0

2 cos(kx2 ) cos(kz2 ) 2 cos(
ky
2 ) cos(kz2 ) cos(kz) 0

0 0 0 cos(kx) + cos(ky) + cos(kz)

 , (S27)

then projecting out the fourth row/column,

ṼMD=2(k) ≡ PiVMD=2(k)Pi = 2

 cos(kx) 2 cos(kx2 ) cos(
ky
2 ) 2 cos(kx2 ) cos(kz2 )

2 cos(kx2 ) cos(
ky
2 ) cos(ky) 2 cos(

ky
2 ) cos(kz2 )

2 cos(kx2 ) cos(kz2 ) 2 cos(
ky
2 ) cos(kz2 ) cos(kz)

 , (S28)

where Pi is the projector into the subspace of modes on mid-points i. In the main text, we label V0 = ṼMD=2/2 in Eq. (7). From
the definition Eq. (2), we have

Von-site(k) =
1

2
ṼMD=2(k) + I3×3. (S29)
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Similarly, the nearest-neighbour charge interaction is obtained by combining I3×3, ṼMD=2 and ṼMD=4, where

ṼMD=4(k) =
(
ṼMD=2(k)

)2
− 4ṼMD=2(k)− 10I3×3, (S30)

and

Vattr(k) =
1

2
ṼMD=4(k) + ṼMD=2(k) + I3×3, (S31)

Hspin(k) = RVon-site(k) +KVattr(k). (S32)

The static spin structure CS(k) in Eq. (9) is obtained by calculating
(
2πUI3×3 +Hspin(k)

)−1
. Also,

Qr = eiR·r
∑

n̂=x̂,ŷ,ẑ

(
Sr+ n̂

2
+ S(r−n̂)+ n̂

2

)
,

Q(k) =
1√
Nsite

∑
r

Qre
ik·r =

2√
Nsite

∑
n̂

Sn(k + R) cos
(
(k + R) · n̂

2

)
= − 2√

Nsite

∑
n̂

Sn(k + R) sin
(

k · n̂
2

)
, (S33)

and the charge correlation, Eq. (10) is

CQ(k) =
4

Nsite

∑
n̂,m̂

〈Sn(k + R)Sm(−k− R)〉 sin(k · n̂
2
) sin(k · m̂

2
). (S34)

which reduces to Eq. (S15) in the limit, |k| → 0.
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