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Nonlinear response of the Kitaev honeycomb lattice model in a weak magnetic field
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We investigate the nonlinear response of the Kitaev honeycomb lattice model in a weak magnetic field using
the theory of two-dimensional coherent spectroscopy. We observe that at the isotropic point in the non-Abelian
phase of this model, the nonlinear spectrum in the 2D frequency domain consists of sharp signals that originate
from the flux excitations and Majorana bound states. Signatures of different flux excitations can be clearly ob-
served in this spectrum, such that one can observe evidences of flux states with 4-adjacent, 2-non-adjacent, and
4-far-separated fluxes, which are not visible in linear response spectroscopy such as neutron scattering experi-
ments. Moreover, in the Abelian phase we perceive that the spectrum in the frequency domain is composed of
streak signals. These signals, as in the nonlinear response of the pure Kitaev model, represent a distinct signa-
ture of itinerant Majorana fermions. However, deep in the Abelian phase whenever a Kitaev exchange coupling
is much stronger than the others, the streak signals are weakened and only single sharp spots are seen in the
response, which resembles the dispersionless response of the conventional toric code.

I. INTRODUCTION

In a quantum spin liquid (QSL)'""!, quantum fluctuations
overcome the conventional magnetic orders even at very low
temperature. Accordingly, the description of QSL state falls
beyond the framework of the traditional description of mag-
netic phases. Novel concepts such as emergent gauge fields,
fractional spin excitations, and practical potential for the re-
alization of reliable quantum memories have kept the study
of QSL as an important topic since the introduction of QSL
by Anderson in 1973'2, In the search for QSL phases, the
Kitaev honeycomb lattice model (KM)"3 with the exact QSL
ground state has opened a promising route to realize a QSL
phase in real materials'*>!. According to the Kitaev’s parton
construction, where each spin on the lattice is replaced by four
Majorana fermions, the bond-dependent Ising interactions of
the initial Hamiltonian is turned to the hopping Hamiltonian
of Majorana fermions in the presence of emergent Z, gauge
fields. Applying a weak magnetic field on KM, the gapless
excitations become gapped and the system is effectively de-
scribed by the Kitaev model in the presence of three spins in-
teracting term, which we call the extended Kitaev honeycomb
lattice model (EKM) for short that is still exactly solvable'3.
The applied magnetic field enhances the phase diagram of
EKM to show both Abelian and non-Abelian gapped phases.
In the non-Abelian phase, the presence of any 2n gauge fluxes
imposes n Majorana bound states within the gap, which are
fingerprints of the non-Abelian anyons in this model'>?2.

The signature of fractional excitations in the Kitaev QSL
state has been exhibited with a broad continuum observed
by the conventional dynamical probes>*=°. Merely the the
observation of continuum spectrum in the QSL candidate
materials®' = does not determine without ambiguity whether
the continuum is due to fractionalized excitations or damping
of usual quasiparticles or other line-width broadening mech-
anisms. Duo to the presence of strong geometrical frustra-
tion or competing interactions in such materials, the broad
continuum response may have a completely different origin
from the physics of quantum spin liquids*’. Hence, introduc-
ing new probes and approaches to extract further information
and getting clear identifications of fractional excitations is of

utmost importance in this area of research. In this respect,
the study of nonlinear responses using the two-dimensional
coherent spectroscopy (2DCS)*~#° can provide clear signa-
tures of fractional excitations®. Recent study on the 2DCS
of Kitaev model shows distinct signatures of matter Majo-
rana fermions and gauge field excitations in the form of di-
agonal streak signals and their intercepts in 2D frequency do-
main, respectively’!. According to this technique, one can
reveal distinguishable spectroscopic characteristics of differ-
ent types of gapped spin liquids®?, signatures of interactions
in many-body quantum systems>*% and extract different re-
laxation times in quantum systems with quenched disorders”.
Very recently the 2DCS of one-dimensional Ising model has
been investigated by implementing matrix-product state nu-
merical simulations®®®!. Nonlinear responses of KM in the
context of high-harmonic generation (HHG) has been stud-
ied theoretically®” and anomalous behavior of the Kitaev spin
liquid candidate a-RuCl; for static nonlinear susceptibilities
has also been reported®. It has been shown that the anyonic
statistic of quasiparticles can be revealed by nonlinear pump-
probe spectroscopy®. Moreover within nonlinear responses,
the system is driven to higher excited states, so more states
are involved and one can extract further information about the
system.

In this article we investigate the extended Kitaev model to
shed more light on its low energy properties as a QSL and
answer few questions like: What are the differences between
KM and EKM in terms of nonlinear response of 2DCS? and
how the anyons and flux excitations show up in the nonlin-
ear spectrum of EKM both in its Abelian and non-Abelian
phases? In this respect, we explain the nonlinear magnetic
susceptibility in terms of 2DCS in Sec.Il. Moreover, to ex-
plicitly determine the physical and unphysical states in the Ki-
taev’s parton construction, we consider the labelling of spins
and periodic boundary conditions introduced in Refs. [65] and
find the relevant physical states of EKM in Sec. III. We
present our numerical results in Sec.IV, where the driving
pulses and the recorded magnetization have the same polar-
ization. In the latter section, we explain that the diagonal and
off-diagonal streak signals, which exist in the response of the
pure KM at the isotropic point®! are no longer dominant in the
EKM (where they appear with a tiny strength), instead there



FIG. 1. (a) The honeycomb lattice with L; = L, = 3 and M =
0 according to the explanations in the main text, where u (1, u”")
labels the unit cells (dashed parallelogram). The red links in direction
Lie; denote the successive terms 6’7“”6’7“” in the topological loop

operator WL, which also is sketched in (b) for clear observation.

exist sharp signals due to the in-gap bound states, which have
large contribution to the response. We also observe signa-
tures of different configurations of the flux states — such that
some flux states with 4-adjacent, 2-non-adjacent, and 4-far-
separated fluxes which are not visible in the linear response —
manifest their contribution in the nonlinear response. These
are new signatures of the non-Abelian anyons that can be de-
tected by 2DCS technique. Moreover, we inspect the cause
of two different response in the Abelian phase of EKM. We
conclude and discuss about our findings in Sec.V.

II. TWO-DIMENSIONAL NONLINEAR SPECTROSCOPY

The definition and mathematical expression of the non-
linear magnetic susceptibility is given in this section. The
sample is imposed to two linearly polarized magnetic im-
pulses in directions &, and &z with 7 time delay, i.e. B(?) =
B,o(H)é, + Bgd(t — 71)ég. After the second pulse we wait a
time interval 7, when the magnetization in y direction is mea-
sured, Mgﬁ(‘ﬁ + 73). In order to eliminate the linear contribu-
tions in the response, two separate experiments are performed
with a single pulse B, or Bg to measure the magnetizations
MX(t) + 1) or Mg(‘rl + 75). Finally, the nonlinear response,

M?’

1 18 extracted by removing the linear magnetizations:

M}, (t1+712) = Mzﬁ(ﬁ +72) = M(1 +T2)—Mg(7’1 +72). (1)

We assume that the system is prepared in its ground state and
the magnetization of ground state is zero, which is the case for
QSLs. The weak magnetic field is coupled to the magnetiza-
tion, I:I,, = -B(@) - M, which is considered in the framework
of perturbation theory>'. Hence, the nonlinear magnetization

is obtained as follows:
M, (11 +72)/2N = By Bax's) " (12,71)
+ BgBuBoX g (72,71, 0)
+ BsBgBox 5 (12.0.71) + O(B*),  (2)

C

where N is number of unit cells. The n-th order susceptibility
is obtained from the (n + 1)-points correlation functions,

2
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where
Qb (12, 71) = (M) (11 + 1) N ()M} (0)),
0DV (g, 1)) = =M ()M () + )M 0), ()

and
1 4
Koo (21,0 = = > I R m 0 )
=1
1 4
Ko (22,0,70) = > I [RY (. 0.70] ©)
=1
in which

Ry (13, 12,11) = (M )M (1 + )M (11 + 1+ 3) M (0)),

Ry (13,12, 11) = (M OV (ty + )M (11 + 1 + )M (1)),

R%(}y(t%t%fl) = (M (O)MI(t)M) (11 + 12 + )M (11 + 1)),

R (13,10,11) = (M (11 + 1o + B5)NE (11 + )M (1) M (0)),
@)

where 7 = @ or 8 and the subscript I means the magnetization
is calculated in the interaction picture. As we expect from the
sequence of the magnetic impulses and the recorded signal
after them, in the interaction picture the magnetizations 1\715(’),
M;ﬁ) and M;y) always appear at times (0), (t; + 1), and (#; +
) + t3), respectively.

III. THE MODEL

The extended Kitaev model describes spin-1/2 degrees of
freedom on the honeycomb lattice that is composed of the
pure Kitaev terms along with three spin interactions. This
model is an effective theory — which is obtained by a pertur-
bative expansion'3— to explain the effect of a weak magnetic
field on Kitaev model,

Hex == Y J0565—-K > 6t6l6s.  (8)
(ij)a CikYa (K j)p
ylap

In the last term the two bonds (ik), and (kj)z share the com-
mon site k. Following Refs. [65], we will consider the same



labelling of spins and boundary conditions for the lattice,
that is a honeycomb lattice with periodic boundary conditions
in the direction of two base vectors Lie; and L,e, + Me;,
see Fig. 1-(a). In this geometry, the number of unit cells is
N =LL,.

For each plaquette p, Fig. 1-(a), the product of spins sitting
on the corners is a constant of motion: W, = 65646636467,
which commutes with Hamiltonian and w1th other plaquette
operators [Wp, Wp/] = 0. Using the Kitaev parton construc-
tion, each spin is constructed with four Majorana fermions,
the three static lAaf s IA)i’ , and Bl and the dynamic ¢; as follows'?

G =ib, a=xuy,z 9)

Using this representation we can rewrite the Hamiltonian

(HEgk) in terms of Majorana fermions,

Z Joligijy, €iCj —

(U>n

Heg({ ulj K Z anﬁﬁak)aﬁ(jk)ﬁeiéj,

(ikYa S kg
ylaB

fiip, = ibybY, (10)
where €,,5 is the Levi-Civita symbol. Since [Arx, Wip, =0
and [&j,, ikij,] = 0, for a given set of the bond variables
{5, = £1}, the Hamiltonian is reduced to a hopping problem
of Majorana fermions, which can be solved exactly. u;; is an
emergent Z, gauge field, which makes the Hilbert space to be
factorized into gauge |G) and matter | M) sectors. The physics
of the spin Hamiltonian Hgg is determined by the flux con-
figurations {W, = [];jesp tij}, where different gauge (bond)
configurations {u;;} could give the same flux configuration. At
a fixed flux sector the Hamiltonian takes the following com-

pact form:%°
F M) (é4
-M" -G)\eg)’

where Cap) is the column vector of all matter Majorana
fermions on A (B) sublattice. M is the first neighbor hop-
ping matrix, while F and G are the second neighbor hopping
matrices. In order to diagonalize Hgk({u;;}) in each flux sec-
tor, we introduce complex gauge and matter fermions that act
on matter and gauge sectors, respectively?’:

(1)

S D

fp (CyA +iCup)s Xy, = E(b;A - leB)’

N A Y A 1 X T X

X/—ly = E(bZA — lb},’l’B)’ Xue = E(bﬂA - lb/l”B)' (12)

According to our notation, u labels the unit cells and y,,a =
X,y,z indicates the x/y/z-bond in that unit cell, which are
shown in Fig. 1-(a). The gauge configuration {u;;}, is deter-
mined by the occupation number of gauge fermions using the
relation: i, = 1 - 2)2<Tij>n)2(ij>u. Hence, the Hamiltonian in
each flux sector in terms of complex fermions (f) takes this
form:2°

h A

Hik = %(f"‘ f)(AT _h)(]{;) (13)

where

W =h
AT = -A.

h=M" + M) +i(F -G),

A=M" - M) +i(F +G), (14)

Using the Bogoliubov transformation, U, as has been de-
scribed in Refs. [26,66], the final Hamiltonian is diagonalized

as follows
1
HEK = Z Sn&jlan - 5 Z Ens (15)
where
a\_ . (f
ORI

Here, &, > 0 is the matter excitation energy and af,(an) is the
canonical fermionic creation (annihilation) operator. The last
term in Eq.(15),

E=--

22 A7)

Sn,

is the ground state energy (i.e., without matter excitations) in
each flux sector.

A. Projection operator and the physical states

Representation of a spin with four Majorana operators has
doubled the dimension of Hilbert space on each site of lattice®.
Therefore, not all states in the extended Hilbert space (Hgx)
belong to the original physical spin Hilbert space. The states
in the extended Hilbert space can be classified into physical
and unphysical states by introducing the projection operator

P13
2N A
~ 1+ D;
7)_1:“ 2 )

¥ phys) = PIV,).

with: D, = brb’be,

(18)

Within a straightforward calculation we find that the pro-
jection operator can be written in the following form®7-68
P = 5P,
.~ 1+D
Po = 7

19)

where D = 122/1 D; and S sums symmetrically over all
gauge-equivalent {u;;} configurations. For physical (unphys-
ical) states we have D = +1(—1). It has been shown that the
operator D depends on the following values and parities®

D = (1) det(Q.)%,

where 8 = Ly + L, + M(L; — M) and Q,, is obtained by diago-
nalizing the Hamiltonian, see Appendix A. Moreover, 7, and
7, are the number parity of bond and matter fermions.

(20)



B. Physical ground state

The Wilson loop operator Wy associated with any closed
loop T on the lattice is a constant of motion for the Hamilto-
nian (8)'3%:

A A Qid A QD A QK A QK
WF — 0-,' <U>O'-<U>O'.<”O'k<”

A QY A iy
;0 o, e, 2n

where {i, j,k, ..., I} refer to the sites on the loop and a; =
X, Y,z shows the type of connecting link (ij),, i.e., the Wil-
son loop is the product of x/y/z— Ising interactions on x/y/z—
links of the loop. The flux (plaquette) operator Wp is an
elementary closed-loop operator such that any contractible
closed-loop operator Wy on a torus can be constructed by mul-
tiplying a sequence of Wp. On a torus (2D lattice with periodic
boundary conditions), there are two non-contractible (topo-
logical) closed-loop operators that can not be construed by
the product of plaquette operators. For example, in a system
with the boundary condition M = 0, these loop operators are
WL] and WL2 as shown with the red links in Fig.1-(a,b). The
eigenvalues of these operators are /; = +1 and I, = +1. So,
for any flux configuration {W,}, there are four topologically
inequivalent states, namely [{W,}, 11, ).

According to the Lieb’s theorem’”, we look for the physical
ground state (D = +1), in the 0-flux sector {W,, = +1, ¥ p}. For
simplicity, we consider a system with L; = L, being an even
number and M = 0. Four topologically inequivalent states for
the 0-flux sector can be constructed with the following gauge
configurations:

(W, = +1}, +1,+1) = SIGIM™),

(W, = +1}, +1,-1) = Sg_XHIGHM ),

(W, = +1}, -1, +1) = Sg_. HIGHM ™),

(W, = +1},-1,-1) = Sg__{HIGHIM ™), (22)

where |G) is the vacuum for the complex gauge fermions de-
fined by the standard gauge configuration {u;; = +1} and
IM**) is the vacuum for matter fermions in this gauge con-
figuration. The operator g;,;,(¢") is the product of creation
operators for complex gauge fermions which construct the
gauge configuration with a specific topological label (1, 1,)
and |M"'2) is the vacuum for matter fermions in the aforemen-
tioned gauge configuration g;, (f")|G). The prime on the mat-
ter state IM’l‘l2> indicates that this state may have matter ex-
citations, which is depends on the factor (—1)° det(Q,)rt, de-
fined in Eq.(20). We have plotted the value of (=1)° det(Q)7,
versus K in Fig. 2 for the gauge configurations defined in
Eq.(22) at the isotropic point J, = J, = J, = 1. According
to Eq.(20) and Fig. 2, to reach a physical state with D = +1
the state with topological label (+1, +1) must have an odd par-
ity for matter excitations, while the other topological ground
states have zero matter excitation. Based on our numerical ev-
idences, we expect that for all even and odd values of the geo-
metric parameters L, Ly, and M, the odd parity constraint for
physical states with label (+1, +1) in the 0-flux sector holds
in the entire area of non-abelian phase of the extended Kitaev
model, similar to the pure Kitaev model’!. Accordingly, the
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FIG. 2. The value of (-=1)? det(Q,)#, versus K for the four topolog-
ical distinct states introduced in Eq.(22) labelled by (/1, /). The ex-
change couplings are in the non-Abelian phase with J, = J, = J. = 1
for a periodic system of L; = L, = 56, M = 0.

states in Eq.(22) with minimum energy must have the follow-
ing matter configurations,

|MI++> - &I|M++>

M) = IM™),
M) = IMT),
M) = IMT). (23)

It means the energy of [{W,, = +1},+1,+1) is E@ +&'”, while
the energy of the other three states is £, which is given by
Eq.(17) within the 0-flux sectors and 8(10) is the first matter
excitation in the same flux sector. Given 8(10) > 0 for any fi-
nite and non-zero value of K, the energy of the O0-flux state
with the label (+1,+1) is higher by the fermionic gap than
the other three states in the groundstate manifold. There-
fore, the topological groundstate in the non-Abelian phase
of the extended model is three-fold degenerate as defined in
Eq.(23) in agreement with the results presented in Ref. [72]
using the Jordan-Wigner type transformation. It has to be
mentioned that in Ref. [72] the transformation is in the orig-
inal Hilbert space of the model and there is no unphysical
degrees of freedom. Moreover, the non-Abelian phase sup-
ports three types of quasiparticles, namely: vacuum, Ising
anyons, and fermions. Hence, in the framework of topolog-
ical quantum field theory the groundstate on a torus has three-
fold degeneracy’?. In the Abelian phase of the model, we
observed that for even value of L and L, with M = 0, the fac-
tor (—1)? det(Q,)#, is always equal to +1 for all topologically
inequivalent states, i.e, in this case, |M'**) = |M**) and the
groundstate subspace is composed of four degenerate states.

In order to calculate the nonlinear response of the system in
the Abelian and non-Abelian phases, we can choose any state
from the ground state manifold, because for 2DCS as a local
probe, topologically inequivalent ground states are indistin-
guishable.



FIG. 3. Two-dimensional nonlinear response in frequency domain at the isotropic point (J, = J, = J, = 1) in the non-Abelian phase with
K =0.2. (a) X@'Z(wz, w1, 0). (b) X@'Z(wz, 0, w;). The dashed arrow indicates that the main contribution to the signal magnitude comes from

poes 2

the corresponding flux states. The solid arrows indicate that the signal comes only from the corresponding states. The black dots in the (4-far)
class in the middle panel means that the flux separation is equal or more than two plaquettes. The maximum signal peak is normalized to 10.

IV. THE NONLINEAR RESPONSE

The two-dimensional nonlinear susceptibilities introduced
in Eq.(2) is calculated for the extended Kitaev model at po-
larization (@, ,y) = (z,z,z). For the mentioned polarization,
the second-order susceptibility is exactly zero, because by in-
sertion of the resolution identity in the correlation functions
ngf/, the overlap of flux sectors of the intermediate states
vanishes®!. We have used the few matter fermion approach,
specifically the single matter fermion approximation®; which
shows that the dynamical structure factor for small K’s within
this approximation gives almost the same results as the ex-
act Paffian approach. To elaborate on this, it suffices to in-

sert the resolution of identity into R'Z,;){;y correlation functions.

For example, consider R\)%(15,71,0) = R2(1,71,0) =
1.2).z .

R;zz )Z(TZ’ T1, 0)

R(12,71,0) = (MO LM (r) LM (11 + 12)1M5(0))

222
= > Y (GIZ,PXPIZ|OXQIZIRKRIZ,IG)
uvidp POR
X ei[EpT1+EQT2—ER(T|+T2)]’ (24)

where ZI, = 6—; At 6}3 g 18 the sum of the Pauli z-matrix of
the two spins on the u-th cell. Moreover, |G) is the ground
state, |P), |Q) and |R) represent an eigenstate of the Hamilto-
nian. The matrix elements appeared in Eq.(24) are the same
for other Rgg‘z functions, which differ only in the phase factor.
The eigenstates with different flux sectors are orthogonal to
each other, hence the matrix elements in Eq.(24) are non-zero
only for the four Zﬂ operators with the following sequence of
indices: ZuZnZnZoms ZinZnZmZns and, ZZmZnZy. The last case,
in the single matter approximation produces a term, which
grows linearly with the system size. However, according to

Eq.(2), the nonlinear susceptibilities are independent of the
system size, hence, we exclude this contribution®'. The two
former cases result in the following matrix elements,

D (GIZuIP Y P2 QX Qs 2R N RIZ,IG),

§14
Z<G|ZV|PV><PV|Z,1|Q,N><Q,N|ZV|R,,><R,1|Z,1|G>. (25)
v

According to the single matter approximation we choose the
states in Eq.(25) as follows:

Gy = Sg.- (¥ HIGHIM™)

Ry = Spg (WD, IGIM] )
10w) = SRh M9~ GDIGHMS)

(2-flux state)

(2 or 4-flux state),

(26)
where 5: denotes a fermion creation operator in the 2-flux
state |R,) and |M;7), IM;) are the vacuum for matter
fermions. In our calculations, we consider the state with topo-
logical label (+1,—1) for the ground state of nonlinear re-
sponse in the Abelian and non-Abelian phases.

A. Results

The Fourier transform of two-dimensional nonlinear mag-
netic susceptibilities, Xg;’z(wg, w1,0) and Xg;’z(wg, 0, w,), are
shown in Fig. 3 for a system with (33 X 33) unit cells, J, =
Jy=J;=J=1and K = 0.2. We use the fast Fourier transfor-
mation to obtain the Fourier spectrum from time domain’. In
the non-Abelian phase of the model, the energy of a flux state
depends on the distance between its vortices>>”>, accordingly
the states |Q1,) in the nonlinear response can be classified into

three classes: 4-adjacent, 2-non-adjacent, 4-far-separated, as
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FIG. 4. Two-dimensional nonlinear susceptibilities in frequency domain at an anisotropic point in the Abelian phase with K = 0.2. (a)

X2 (s, w1, 0) and (b) ¥2 (w2, 0, ) with J, = 1,J, = J, = 0.3. (¢) ¥ (w2, w;,0) and (d) x

2z

B4 w,,0,w)) with J, = 1,J, = J, = 0.05. In

2z

(b) and (d) the shifted diagonal signals intercept w; and w, axes at |E4 — Ey| = 0.276 and 0.125, respectively. The magnitude of the maximum

peak of susceptibility in all plots is normalized to 10.

depicted in the middle panel of Fig. 3. By considering the
contribution of states in each of these classes individually, we
can determine the origin of sharp peaks in the observed re-
sponse. The origin of each peak in the response in terms of
the mentioned classes are indicated by the corresponding ar-
rows in the middle panel of Fig. 3. A black arrow pointing
to a spot in response stipulates the origin of that signal comes
only from the mentioned excitations, while the dashed arrow
indicates an excitation which has the main contributions to the
signal. The observation of peaks corresponding to flux sectors
with 4-adjacent, 2-non-adjacent, and 4-far-separated fluxes is
a new signature of flux excitations that does not appear in the
linear responses. Due to the fact that the extended model has
a gapped spectrum, a system with (33 X 33) unit cells is large
enough to reach the thermodynamic limit for K = 0.2. The
finite size effects is discussed in the appendix (See Fig.(7)),
where we present the difference between physical responses
in Fourier space for different system sizes. As the system size
increases to L = 33, the aforementioned difference becomes
almost zero, which convinces us to reach enough large system
sizes. The three energy scales A, A,, and ¢ can be extracted
from the nonlinear response, as depicted in Fig. 3,

Al — (E(4far) _ E(O)) _ (E(Znonadj) _ E(O)) — E(4far) _ E(Znonadj)’
A, = E@ad) _ E(O),
S = (8(12) + E(z) _ E(O)) _ (E(4far) _ E(Z) _ 8(12)) ~ 28(12),

(27

where E@ad)  pCronad) = apngd @0 are the ground state en-
ergy of the flux states depicted in the middle of Fig. 3. More-
over, 8(12) is the in-gap energy of two-adjacent flux state. For
the considered parameters in Fig. 3 we obtain (A1, A,0) =
(0.434,0.894,0.758). The signature of an in-gap bound state
6 can be also detected in the linear response as a sharp peak
in the dynamical spin structure factor’®, while A; and A, are
new signature of flux states of the non-Abelian anyons, which
appear only in the nonlinear responses.

We have also obtained the nonlinear response of the
Abelian phase. The Fourier transform of the third-order sus-

ceptibilities for the Abelian phase are presented in Fig. 4. In
all plots of Fig. 4 we keep J, = 1 and K = 0.2, the couplings
in parts (a) and (b) are J = J, = J, = 0.3 and the system
has N = 44 x 44 unit cells, while in parts (c) and (d) we have
J=J,=J,=0.05and N = 28 x 28 unit cells.

We observe weak diagonal signals (the first and third quad-
rants) and strong shifted diagonal signals (the second and
fourth quadrants) in Fig. 4-(b) for J = 0.3 in )(g;’z(wg, 0, wy).
The diagonal signals come from the Rg;’z(a)z,O,wl) expres-
sion, in which there are two delta functions with peak fre-
quencies:

w=Ey-E,—£),  (28)

w1 = E() - E2 - 852),
where sﬁi} is the matter excitations in the 2-flux state |R)/|P).
Whenever |R) = |P), there is a constructive interference
for matrix elements,”’ which leads to the diagonal signal
(non-rephasing signal), w; = w,. Moreover, the expression
Rgf)’z(wz,o,a)l) is responsible for the shifted diagonal sig-
nals, which contains two peaks at:

wy = E; — Eg + £, wy = E4— Ey — &, (29)
This leads to the strong streak signal (rephasing signal) w; +
wy = E4 — Ey for |R) = |P) due to constructive interference.
This signal intercepts wy-axis at E4 — Ej.

However, in Fig. 4-(d), at J = 0.05 the diagonal signal
does not show up and the shifted diagonal signal is very weak,
where only sharp spots appear in the responses. To investigate
this difference, we examine the absolute value of (R, IZ#IG) as
a relevant matrix element to the nonlinear response versus J
within the single matter approximation, for the three excited
states labelled by » = 1,2, 3. The excited states are expressed
by IRY) = $¢.g.-(¢)aIG)IM.) as given in Eq.26). A
simple expression for this matrix element is given in Ap-
pendix(B). Fig. 5-(a) shows the first matter eigenvalue s(lo)
in the 0-flux state |G) as well as KR(|Z,|G)| for r = 1,2,3

¥

corresponding to the lowest excitation modes a;, 5;, and c:zz
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FIG. 5. (color online) (a) The evolution path versus J for the low-
est eigenvalue in the O-flux sector (8(10)), 2-adjacent flux sector (852))
and the matrix element |(RL21 |Zﬂ= 1|G)| for the three lowest excitation
modes » = 1,2, 3 in the two-flux state IR(I')). By increasing the size
of the system, the fermionic gap .9(10) is closed at the phase transition
point J = 0.5 in (a). These presented data come from a system with
Ly = L, =56, M = 0. (b) The phase diagram of extended Kitaev
model in the plane J, + J, + J; = constant, where the dotted white
line shows the evolution path of part (a).

in the two-flux state |R(1r)) and their corresponding eigenval-

ues 8(12), eéz) , and 822). The coupling J in Fig. 5-(a) varies

from O to 1, which is shown by the dotted white path in Fig.5-
(b). We anticipate that in the Abelian phase for K = 0.2, the
diagonal and shifted diagonal signals to appear in the range
0.1 < J < 0.5, because low-energy excitation modes have
almost equal contributions to the response, which leads to a
continuum of spots. However, for 0 < J < 0.1, the excita-
tion mode r = 1 has the dominant matrix element compared
with the other excitation modes. Hence, the main contribution
comes from r = 1, and as a result, we only observe sharp spot
in the response function. According to Fig. 5-(a), we antici-
pate that in the non-Abelian phase for K = 0.2 and J > 0.6,
the pattern of nonlinear spectrum is formed by sharp spots,
similar to what we see in Fig. 3 for the isotropic case. We
have plotted the nonlinear response along the white path of
Fig.5-(b) for several values of J in Fig.8 of Appendix D, which
justifies our statement. For details see Appendix D.

The presence and absence of streak signals in the nonlin-
ear response of the Abelian phase of EKM can also be under-
stood in terms of an effective theory where J, > J,, /., K.
Deep in the Abelian phase (close to the corners of the triangle

in Fig.5-(b)), the effective Hamiltonian of EKM is the Kitaev
toric code, where the first nonzero term appears in the second
order perturbation theory (see Appendix E). The toric code
has sharp charge (e) and flux (m) excitations without any dis-
persion. Therefore, it is reasonable to observe sharp peaks in
the nonlinear response of Fig.4-(c,d). However, by digressing
from the toric code limit (away from the corners), the excita-
tions become dispersed and the streak signals appear as dis-
cussed earlier and presented in Fig.4-(a, b).

V. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

We numerically studied the nonlinear response of extended
Kitaev model in its Abelian and non-Abelian phases by using
two-dimensional coherent spectroscopy. The numerical com-
putations are restricted to finite systems with periodic bound-
ary conditions with the lattice geometry, which has been intro-
duced in Ref. [65] in order to explicitly determine the physical
and unphysical states of the Kitaev solution. This is important,
because physical quantities must be calculated in the physical
subspace.

The nonlinear response of the pure Kitaev model at the
isotropic point®! has diagonal and shifted-diagonal streak sig-
nals in the 2D frequency space w;-w;,, however in the ex-
tended Kitaev model, these streak signals are very weak and
practically no longer exist, where only sharp spots are seen
in the response. The sharp spots are only due to flux excita-
tions and in-gap bound states. Away from the triangular phase
boundary in the non-Abelian phase including the isotropic
point of the extended Kitaev model we expect similar sharp
spots in the nonlinear response. Distinct signatures of dif-
ferent flux excitations can be discerned within the nonlinear
spectroscopic approach. These new features of flux excita-
tions can not be observed in the linear response.

In the Abelian phase distinct signatures of fractionalized
quasiparticles appear in the nonlinear response. For two sets
of parameters J, = J; = 03 and J, = J; = 0.05 with
J, = 1 and K = 0.2, we obtain relatively different non-
linear responses. In the former case, there are strong streak
signals which are signatures of dynamical Majorana fermions
(¢;) in addition to their w1 -/w;-intercept as indications of non-
dynamical Majorana fermions (f)f, IA)?, IA)f). While in the later
case, where one of the Kitaev exchange couplings is much
stronger than the others, the streak signals are very weak and
only sharp spots show up. The mentioned sharp spots are sig-
nature of an effective behavior in terms of conventional toric
code. It looks like a cross over between two different dynam-
ical responses in the Abelian phase.

The general form of our presented results are similar to the
nonlinear spectroscopic fingerprints of gapped spin liquids,
which have been reported in Ref. [52]. The difference stems
from the fact that in the EKM there are two types of excita-
tions, flux excitations (similar to e and m excitations in toric
code model) and matter excitations that change energy scales
and shift the sharp spots in the responses. If we ignore the
matter excitations in our calculations, for instance discard-
ing sg; in Eq.(29), we will obtain the same responses as in



Ref. [52]. It has to be stressed that the time-reversal symme- for future works.
try is broken in EKM in contrast to the models considered in
Ref. [52].
The nonlinear responses presented in this work may be ap- ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
plicable to Kitaev quantum spin liquid candidates in weak
magnetic fields. We did not take into account the effect of The authors would like to acknowledge W. Choi, M. Kar-

finite temperature, disorders, and interactions that could be garian and A. Vaezi for fruitful comments and discussions.
relevant to explain experimental results, which are proposed
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Appendix A: The 0, matrix

In order to specify the physical and unphysical states by determining the sign of the D in Eq.(20), we first construct the Q,
matrix. This is achieved by using the Bogoliubov transformation U that diagonalizes the Hamiltonian in Eq.(13) as follows

h A\,: (e 0 f\_(a . U |
U(_A* _h*)U ‘(o _8), U(f.‘.)—(&.,.) zHL,—ananan—EZS,,, (A1)

where & is a diagonal matrix with entries &, > 0. Because & and & are hermitian conjugates of each other, the matrix U can be
generally written as

X* Y
U:(Y X) (A2)

The matrix U can be derived from eigenvectors of the Hamiltonian. Suppose that V" is an eigenvector of the Hamiltonian with
eigenvalue g,,

ve={%). A3
() (a3)
where x" and y" are N-dimensional column vectors. Due to the particle-hole symmetry: ZH,Z~! = —H,, W,, = £V, is also an
eigenvector for the Hamiltonian with the eigenvalue —g,,
n __ —=yn _ n __ O 1 n* __ yn*
W=z = waov = (] gl = (4], (A4

Using the fact that the eigenvectors of H, are the column vectors of U~!, we have

1 2 XN 1* 9% N*
o [xox o y oy ...y
v (!/1 ooy T xN*)' (AS)

Since U is a unitary matrix, the matrices X and Y in (A2) are given as follows:
T T
X:()c1 X xN) , Y:(y1 o yN) ) (A6)

The physical and unphysical states are determined by specifying the sign of D operator: D = (-1)° det(Q,)7t, 7t,, where

A

ﬂ/\/ = ﬂ-XxﬂXg/ﬂXz’

N-1 N-1
o, = [ |- 260 ) = [ [ 0555 = | | 0
u=0 u=0 H
N-1 .
7o = | |01 - 2[00 = (1), (A7)
k=0

and Q, is an orthogonal transformation defined in Ref. [65] as given below,

(é’ s Z/}/]/’ 2/2, B,zlv cees l;;v’ B;\’/) = (619 6‘2, 6‘3, ) 6‘N)Qus (AS)



where b’ and b’ are fermion operators that are related to the canonical fermion operators according to the following relations
~ 1 ~r T AT 1 7~ N & 1 1 i B/
ay = E(bk + lbk ), ak = E(bk - lbk) = (&T) = 5 (1 —l) (EN) . (A9)

To find the Q, matrix, we need to find the transformation between 13’/13” and ¢4/cp fermion operators. Firstly, we use Eq.(12)

and Eq.(16),
a\ _ (f FY_ 11 i\(e a\ 1 (1 i\[e
#)=ol7) (7)-30 2060 =)-300 2)6) "o

Then, we take into account Eq.(A9) and Eq.(A10), which lead to

b\, (ea , [ Re[A] Im[B]
(B“)_Qu(ég)’ Q“_(—Im[A] Re[B])’ (ALD)

where A = X + Y and B = X — Y. According to the labelling of fermion operators within each unit cell we have

& & 01000...000
C4 @ 00010...000
. 3
: Ca
ca\ | év | _ . ~|{000O0O0 001
(63)_ o [R5 R=ltoo000..000] - (Al2)
3 00100 000
CoN-1 62N 0000O0... 010 INSON
b b, 10000...000
b, by 00100...000
by
b\ | b 00000 010
~ = /\N = . = o
(b”) pr|=R i ®B=lo1o000...000 (AL3)
13/2/ : 00010...000
: b, :
;;;\/] ;;;\/, 00000 ... 00 1),y
Finally, using Egs.(A11), (A12), and (A13), we arrive at the desired relation,
o L | T | T
BB B ) = @1, C| R QR = 0= [T QUR| (A14)
With this important matrix we can find the parity 7, = ]_[LV=l i¢,4¢,5 in terms of the parity of canonical matter fermions®:
fre = det(Q,)7t,. (A15)

Appendix B: Gauge configurations, Matrix elements, and Rgz)f correlation functions

According to subsection (III B), the ground state |G) in the non-Abelian phase has a 3-fold degeneracy on a torus with topolog-
ical labels (+1,—-1), (=1, +1), and (=1, —1). Fig. 6-(a) and Fig. 6-(b) show the gauge configurations ¢,_(¥")|G) and g_, (¥ "|G)
for a finite system; designed by red links u;;,, = —1. The gauge configuration g__(¢")|G) is obtained by taking into account the
gauge configurations presented in Figs. 6-(a, b), simultaneously, i.e., g__(¥") = g, (¥)g_ (¥").

To calculate the matrix elements in the correlation functions Rgl;;, it is necessary to find the relation between the matter ground
states of different flux sectors. Let |Mp,) and [Mp,) be the ground states of flux sectors F; and F, respectively. Creation and
annihilation operators in each sector are given as follows,
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(a) (I1,12) = (+1,-1) (b) (Ih,12) = (=1, +1)

FIG. 6. Gauge configuration for two degenerate ground states with different topological labels for a finite system with L; = L, =4 and M = 0.
(a) and (b) show the gauge configuration that we adopted for g,_(¥")|G) and g_,(¥")|G), respectively. The black strings links represent the
topological loop operators W, and W;,, which are reduced to the product of u;;’s on these links in a fixed gauge configuration. The red links
show the position of links, where u;; = —1.

af‘ = Xp, Yr, f aTFZ = Xp, Y, f B
a}"l Yp, Xp, fT ' &Fz Yr, Xp, fT '
which are related to each other by the following transformation:
A 5 * A * % * T * T * T * T
(ilfz) = (XFstl "sz,Fl) (?Fl) (XF2,F1 szFl) = (XFZXFI + YFz YF1 XF2Y1J‘;2 + YF2XI;1)_ (B2)
ar, Fy,Fy XFZaFl ar, Fy,F, XFLF] XF2 Y;] + YFZX[.T*I XFZXF] + YF2YF1

According to Refs. [26,66], the two ground states obey the following relation

-Yal Fr,r w1
IMp,) = \Idet(Xp, p)le 20 20 ME) , Frr = X p Y iyr, (B3)
Moreover, we need to write ZA# in terms of gauge and matter Majorana fermions,
Z# = é\-liA + 6’le = ibﬂAE‘#A + ibﬂgf‘ﬂg =)2;z(if‘#A + 6'},3) +/\>;¢Z(i€/1A - E'#B). (B4)

We present the details of calculations of the matrix elements that we need to obtain the response in the Abelian and non-
Abelian phase. With the gauge configurations that we adopted for the ground states in these phases, the matrix elements will
have the same structures and relations. Therefore, we focus on the states in Eq.(26). For simplicity, we ignore the index +— on
these states. The matrix element (P,JIZ,JIG) in the matter sector is reduced as the following,

(PUIZ,|GY = (Myla,(ieun + Eup)IM). (B5)

By using Eqgs.(A10) and (B2), we write these operators in terms of the canonical matter fermions in the O-flux sector,

N A A uT A + oAt
iCua + Cup = Zz[Ywa‘Y + Xwa‘v],

a =X a.+Y: .4 (B6)

Hrr urr’ e

Therefore,

A . . 1, . . At
(PAZuIG) =20 \Jldet X, M1 = 0T i + .|| Xt + YL M0,

. I
= 20 \fldet @I}, [ X + 5V - 7 y;)]v, (B7)

and according to Eqs.(B2) and (B3), F, = X'V, X, = X, X" + Y, Y', and ¥, = X, Y” + Y, X" . With the implementation of
the identity: ﬂ*y;ﬂ - TJ%TJ = 2(/\’;' - XZ), we arrive at the simple relation:

(PIZIG) = 2i [l det(X,)] [X* x;l] . (BS)
ur
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FIG. 7. The difference between susceptibilities at two different finite sizes of system at the isotropic point with K = 0.2. The top row shows
the results x5 (ws, w1, 0; Ly) — x5 (w), wi, 05 Ly), for (@) Ly = 15,L; = 7, (b) Ly = 27,L; = 15 and (¢) L, = 33,L; = 27. As the size of

system is increased the difference of susceptibility at two successive sizes is reduced strongly. The bottom row exhibits similar results for

Xﬁig’z(wz, 0,w; L) —ng’z(wz, 0, wy; Ly), where L, and L, are respectively (d) 15,7, (e) 27, 15 and (f) 33,27. Some streak signals can be seen in

the above plots. Although these signals are present in the response of Fig. 3 they are so weak that are revealed only by subtracting the response
at two successive system sizes.

By performing similar steps, we get

(RIZ,| Q) = 2i [l det(Xy )] [Y;VX;;V] . where X, =XX, +Y, Y. (B9)
ur

The existence of translational invariance in the zero-flux state |G) in the Abelian and non-Abelian phases allows us to replace
D v by N 1 Ol in Eq.(25). Finally, as an example, one can arrive at the following summation for Rggz)’z(‘rg, 71,0),

N
R (02,7100 = N 3 @M oG P PUZIQ )

v#l p=1

N
x 3 Q12 IR YRZ1G)

r=1

N
() ~ A
+ )€ TUGIZIPXPAZIO)
p=1

N
—ig!(r)+12 4 74
X e T IR RIZIGH, (B10)

r=1

where E(1v) and E, are value of Eq.(17) for the state |Q;,) and 2-flux sate |Py), |P,), |R).

Appendix C: Finite size effects

Here, we show that the finite size effects in the nonlinear responses are weak and a system size of 33 x 33 unit cells (2178
spins) represent a reasonable result for the nonlinear susceptibilities in the thermodynamic limit. The top row of Fig. 7 show the
difference value of the normalized susceptibility X§§§~Z(w2, w1, 0; L) for two different sizes. Fig. 7-(a) represents the difference

)(gig’z(wz, w1,0; L =15)- Xg;’z(wz, w1, 0; L = 7) and similar results have been plotted in (b) for L = 27, 15 and (c) for L = 33, 27.
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FIG. 8. The top and bottom panels show susceptibilities ng’z(wz, w1, 0) and )(gz)’z(wz, 0, wy), respectively. They are unnormalized 2D nonlinear

response for several values of J = 0.05, 0.25, 0.45, 0.65, 0.85 along the white path of Fig. 5-(b). In all plots the lattice geometry is L; = L, = 28
and M = 0.

The color bar shows a decrease in the absolute value as the size increases, which justifies our claim. Similar values have been
plotted in the bottom row of Fig. 7 for XS;’Z(wg, 0, wy; L), where (d) shows the results for L = 15,7, (e) for L = 27, 15 and (f) for
L =33,27. The weak finite size effect is expected since the underlying system is gapped.

Appendix D: Response function versus exchange coupling

In order to further confirm our statement about the presence/absence of the streak signals in the Abelian phase of our model
(cf. the last part of Sec. IV A), we have plotted the nonlinear susceptibility in Fig. 8 for several values of J along the white
path shown in Fig. 5-(b). In these plots, J = % = %, and K = 0.2, the top panel shows )(g;’z(wz, w1, 0) and the bottom panel

represents /\(Sz’z(wz, 0, w).It has to be mentioned that the plots in Fig. 8 represent unnormalized data that are indicated by their

corresponding color bar, which shows the evolution of the response function with respect to J. The plots for J = 0.05 show sharp
spots revealing the contribution from a single excitation, while the plots for J = 0.25,0.45 represent streak signals of several
excitation modes. For the finite size of the underlying lattice L; = L, = 28, the plots of J = 0.65 show the crossover from the
streak signals to sharp peaks of the flux excitations in non-Abelian phase, where the latter become obvious for J = 0.85.

Appendix E: Effective Hamiltonian

Let us consider an extreme limit and assume J, = J, = K = 0 in the EKM. For J; > 0, the spin configurations in which two
spins on the z-link are aligned up or down (] TT) or | |])), form the degenerate ground state subspace with the energy £y = —NJ..
The two dimensional ground state subspace (on each z-link) can be considered as an effective spin | f}) or | }) on the lattice,
which is shown in Fig. 9-(b). The effective Pauli matrices act on the effective spins as sketched in Fig. 9-(c). For nonzero values
of Jy,J, and K, and in a perturbative regime where J,, J,, K < J;, the Hamiltonian of the system is written as H = Hy + V,

Hy=—J. > Ti, V=-Jo > Ti=J, > T/-K > &¥6760,

i€ z-links i€ x-links i€ y-links (ikYa (kg
yiap

(EL)
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(c)

B> Se SN
=0 <gI=e >

Tx$: $

FIG. 9. The strong links of EKM form an effective lattice in the large J limit (J, > J,, J,, K). (a) The large z-links are shown graphically with
thick gray bonds and 77’s are Kitaev exchange interactions. (b) The gray circles represent the effective spins on the effective square lattice
constructed with the dashed lines. (c) The act of effective Pauli operators on an effective spin is shown schematically.

where T = 676%. The three-spin interactions can also be written in terms of 77"’s. For instance, consider the plaquette p; in
Fig. 9-(a), where all possible three-spin interactions are expressed in the following,

AX AT A AY AXAZ A7 AY AX AXAZAY AY AXAZ AZ AY AX
—K(G1050% + 05,0307, + 550705 + 03,0507 + 6104075 + 6550716

= iIK(T{T)] + [TITH] + [TRT51 + [T3T1 + [T{T;1 + [T; T}, (E2)
where we used the square brackets to indicate the distinction between three-spin interaction terms and the interactions in the first
and second terms of V. Suppose that Py and Q are the projection operators onto the ground state subspace and excited states

of Hy, respectively. By using the Brillouin-Wigner pertrurbaation approach the effective Hamiltonian of the system with energy
E ~ EO iS,

Heff = PQH()P() + P()VP() + PQVG6VPO + P()VGE)VG(/)VP() + ... (E3)

’ 1 . s .
where G = 5T Qy is the Green’s function.

The n-th order of perturbation term (Hé'f'f)) along with some of the interaction terms are given in the following,

HY =0 (E4)
KZ
H) = const. - > Z Oy [TITINTST!) and [T;TINTITY, (E5)
2
3 LK I,k O —
HY =const. — (- + 2| " 0,5 [TYTYITITETS, -, (E6)
4J? 4J? -
4) K4+J’2‘K2+J52’K2+]-%]3 Yz XY I X Yz 17 TY 21T XTX Y XTY X
HY = const. - s >0 T TNTLT TS T T TATITATS T TITATATS. .. (ET)
z i
where for example Q,, = 6356%(616¢)(3467) will be equal to 75,75 . 41, ﬂ‘?'fight in terms of the effective Pauli matrices on the

plaquette p; as shown in Fig. 9-(b)'3. Unlike the pure KM, the first nonzero term in the perturbation expansion appears at the
second order since the three-spin interactions of the EKM are made up of two Kitaev interactions (E2). With an appropriate
unitary transformation, Heg in terms of Q,,;’s is transformed into the Kitaev toric code'3.

(
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