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We study the uniform U(1) quantum spin liquid (QSL) with low-energy fermionic quasiparticles
for pyrochlore magnets with dipolar-octupolar symmetry, employing a fermionic parton mean field
theory approach. Self-consistent calculations stabilize 12 fully symmetric uniform U(1) QSLs; of
which four mean-field states are ”monopole-flux” states. Several of these mean-field states show a
linear temperature dependence of specific heat at low temperatures, the other phases show a power
law temperature dependence of specific heat C ∼ Tα, where α is close to 1. We further compute
the dynamic spin structure factors and discuss the possible signature of these fermionic spinons in
neutron-scattering experiments on DO magnetic systems. Our results provide a possible way to
understand the metallic specific heat response in Nd2ScNbO7.

I. INTRODUCTION

Fractionalization in quantum spin liquids (QSLs) is
one of the outstanding quests of modern condensed mat-
ter physics. Fractionalization is well established in one-
dimensional spin systems[1, 2] and two-dimensional semi-
conductors in the presence of a strong magnetic field
in the form of fractional quantum hall effect[3]. On
the other hand, Quantum Spin Liquids(QSLs) are be-
lieved to be a rich playground of fractionalization physics
due to many possible material realizations. QSLs are
ground states of magnetic systems that are long-range
entangled and preserve the symmetries of the original
Hamiltonian. Such symmetry-preserved (or enhanced)
ground states can’t be described in the paradigm of
Landau’s symmetry-breaking phases as they don’t have
any local order parameters; these states are described
as ”quantum-ordered” states. A distinguished feature
of quantum-ordered states is the presence of fractional-
ized, non-local excitations; out of all the features of such
states, this is most important due to its potential exper-
imental relevance.

Theoretically, the search for QSL ground state starts
at magnetic Mott insulators where the effective de-
grees of freedom are the magnetic moments; thus,
a spin model describes low energy physics. In a
generic spin model, the ground state could be either a
long-range ordered, symmetry-breaking state with gap-
less Goldstone modes or a symmetry-preserving state.
The symmetry-preserving ground state can be either
unique and paramagnetic with gapped excitations or
degenerate, long-range entangled with gapped or gap-
less excitations. Lieb-Schultz-Mattis theorems[4] (and
extensions/generalizations[5–8] thereof) rules out the
possibility of trivial (short range entangled) paramag-
net in certain cases but for the rest all the possibilities
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can occur mutually exclusively, in recent works a possi-
ble co-existence of long-range order and long-range en-
tangled states were also discussed[9, 10]. Typically, a
symmetry-broken state can be ruled out in a model with
highly frustrated interactions; in such cases, one expects
the ground state to be a superposition of a macroscopic
number of states in a highly degenerate manifold. The
presence of gapped/gapless excitations and topological
characteristics of the ground state can be confirmed by
computing the entanglement properties with a number
of theoretical tools such as DMRG[11, 12], ED[13], but
these approaches are limited in lower dimension. A pow-
erful approach that can be used in 2D[14, 15] as well
as in 3D[16, 17] is the parton(or spinon) construction ap-
proach, where one expresses each spin degrees of freedom
in terms of two fermionic or bosonic degrees of freedoms
as if they are parts of the spin degree of freedom, those
partons are by nature non-local and fractional and re-
quires an additional gauge field in the description for a
faithful representation. Expressing one degree of free-
dom in terms of another is a convenient tool for solv-
ing strongly correlated problems. However, in some of
these cases, the partons can be deconfined i.e., they can
be the true quasi-particles of the system and can leave
their impressions in experiments. In a seminal work,
X.G. Wen[18] developed a systematic approach to con-
struct all the possible symmetry-preserving parton con-
structions, which can be solved with a mean field ap-
proximation to get traction on developing a variational
ansatz for the possible fractionalised QSL ground state of
a given frustrated spin model. If deconfined partons are
the true quasiparticles of the system, then one expects
those mean-field solutions to be stable beyond mean-
field corrections such as the gauge fluctuations. These
parton mean-field solutions are often a useful ”first re-
sponder” approach towards understanding the possible
landscape of QSL phases in various models of frustrated
magnets[19–26].

In this work we focus on the dipolar-octupolar (DO)
pyrochlore system[27]. DO pyrochlores can be described
by an XYZ spin interaction model with a pseudo spin
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1/2 magnetic moment at the vertices of a pyrochlore
lattice, where two components of the magnetic moment
transform as a dipole and one transforms as an oc-
tupole. The rare-earth pyrochlore compounds are one
of the most commonly found frustrated magnets in na-
ture and are considered strong candidates to host QSLs
in 3D. In very recent times several rare-earth pyrochlore
compounds have emerged where the magnetic moment-
inducing atoms have a low-lying doublet that supports
a DO moment. In particular, rare-earth pyrochlores of
the form A2B2O7, where A and B form a pyrochlore lat-
tice, A is a trivalent rare earth with a partially filled 4f
shell such as Ce,Nd, and B is nonmagnetic transition
metal such as Zr, Sn, Sb,Hf . These compounds have
shown several signatures in experimental probes[28–32]
that indicate a putative QSL state, namely neutron scat-
tering experiments, thermodynamic, magnetometric, and
muon relaxation suggests an U(1)/U(1)π QSL ground
state in Ce2Zr2O7. Another compound from the same
Ce−pyrochlore family, Ce2Sn2O7[33], also has shown a
promising signature of QSL ground state.

Our motivation for this present study is the observa-
tion of linear temperature dependence (T-linear) of spe-
cific heat in Nd2ScNbO7[34]. Such T-linear behavior in
a magnetic Mott insulator at low temperatures strongly
indicates the presence of deconfined fermionic quasipar-
ticles. Taking a cue from this observation, we perform a
projective symmetry group analysis with fermionic par-
tons and U(1) gauge group for the XYZ model on a
pyrochlore lattice where the X and Y spin components
transform as dipole moment and Z component transform
as a octupole moment. Our main results are summarised
as follows: 1) restricting to only nearest neighbor terms
allowed by the symmetry, we find 12 different U(1) QSL
phases (summarised in Table III) with non-zero mean-
field solutions that are compatible with the space group
symmetries of pyrochlore lattice, time-reversal(TR) sym-
metry and the symmetry transformations of DO mag-
netic moments. 2) We find four mean-field states with a
unit monopole flux exiting each tetrahedron; such states
are dubbed as ”monopole-flux” states in literature and
known[35] to be a parity and time-reversal breaking chi-
ral phase in SU(2) symmetric spin models on pyrochlore
lattice. In the case of DO models, we find ”monopole-
flux” states to be symmetry-preserving states. 3) We find
four mean-field states to show a T-linear specific heat,
the other phases show a power law Temperature depen-
dence of specific heat Cv ∼ Tα, where α is close to 1.
4) We compute the dynamic spin structure factors and
discuss the possible signature of these fermionic spinons
in neutron-scattering experiments on DO magnetic sys-
tems.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec.
II, we discuss the DO symmetry and the symmetry al-
lowed spin Hamiltonian. In Sec. III we briefly discuss the
symmetry group of pyrochlore lattice and introduce the
projective symmetry group using parton construction. In
Sec. IV, we construct mean-field Hamiltonians for the

fermionic spinons and analyze their symmetry properties.
In Sec. V, we study the thermodynamic properties of the
system, such as the specific heat and neutron scattering
structure factors. Finally, we summarize and discuss our
results in Sec. VI.

II. THE SPIN HAMILTONIANS FOR
DIPOLAR-OCTUPOLAR PYROCHLORES

FIG. 1. (Top) The pyrochlore lattice formed by the rare-earth
ions that carry effective spin-1/2 moments at each vertex.
(Bottom) The unit cell comprises four sites labeled 0, 1, 2, and
3. The X, Y, and Z represent the global Cartesian directions.

In this work, we focus on rare-earth pyrochlore mag-
nets with chemical composition A2B2O7 [36–38], where
both A and B sites form a pyrochlore lattice as shown in
Fig. 1. Here B is a transition metal in d1 or d3 electron
configuration, A is a trivalent rare-earth with a partially
filled 4f shell. The magnetism in this system is due to
the spin-orbit coupled J = L+ S magnetic moments on
A3+. These J moments are further split by the local
crystal field, giving rise to effective doublets at low en-
ergies, which allows for a spin-1/2 pseudospin represen-
tation. The irreducible representation of the site group
of pyrochlore lattice dictates two Kramers and one non-
Kramers doublet. The two pseudospin Kramers doublets
(as is the case for Yb2Ti2O7 and Er2Sn2O7) and satisfy-
ing the usual spin algebra [sµi , s

ν
j ] = iϵµνλsλi and odd un-

der time-reversal symmetry(TR). The Kramers doublet
with the Γ4 irreducible representation behaves exactly as
a spin-1/2 particle and is dubbed as effective spin 1/2.
The other Kramer doublet is constructed from two one-
dimensional irreducible representations Γ5 and Γ6. This
doublet is called the dipolar-octupolar (DO) doublet, as
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Sxi and Szi transform as a dipole and Syi transforms as
an octupole. This doublet has an interesting property
that the pseudospin operators do not mix under the C3

operation. The non-Kramers doublet follows the irre-
ducible representation Eg, where Sz is not time-reversal
symmetric but S± are time-reversal symmetric.
For the rest of this work, we focus on the pyrochlore

with DO symmetry. Due to the trivial action of C3 rota-
tion, the most general nearest neighbor spin interaction
model for DO doublet is the simplest spin model with no
bond dependence of exchange interaction, the Hamilto-
nian in the local basis is given by,

Hl =
∑

⟨rµ,r′ν⟩

JxxS
x
rµS

x
r′ν

+ JyyS
y
rµS

y
r′ν

+ JzzS
z
rµS

z
r′ν

(1)

+ Jxz(S
x
rµS

z
r′ν

+ SzrµS
x
r′ν
).

Making a rotation about the local y-axis, i.e. ŷµ,

τx = Sx cos θ − Sz sin θ

τy = Sy

τz = Sx sin θ + Sz cos θ,

the Hamiltonian can be simplified as an XXZ model,

Hl =
∑

aϵ{x,y,z}

∑
⟨rµ,r′ν⟩

Jaτarµτ
a
r′ν
. (2)

Where

tan(2θ) =
2Jxz

Jzz − Jxx

Jx =
Jzz + Jxx

2
−
√
(Jzz − Jxx)2 + 4J2

xz

2
Jy = Jyy

Jz =
Jzz + Jxx

2
+

√
(Jzz − Jxx)2 + 4J2

xz

2
.

In the rest of our PSG analysis, we will work in this τ -
basis, and at the end we will restore to the original spin
basis for the calculation of dynamical structure factors.
The hamiltonian in the global basis and the details of
local basis to global basis transformation is given in Ap-
pendix A.

III. UNIFORM U(1) QSL WITH FERMIONIC
PARTONS ON DIPOLAR-OCTUPOLAR

PYROCHLORE

A. Pyrochlore Lattice: space group and time
reversal symmetries

The pyrochlore lattice is made up of an FCC type lat-
tice with four sub-lattices. The sub-lattice sites are de-
noted by µ = 0, 1, 2, 3 as in Fig.1. The lattice translation
vectors of the pyrochlore lattice are given by,

e1 =
a

2
(ŷ + ẑ), e2 =

a

2
(ẑ + x̂), e3 =

a

2
(x̂+ ŷ).

The location of the sublattice sites are given by
a
4 (0, 0, 0),

a
4 (0, 1, 1),

a
4 (1, 0, 1),

a
4 (1, 1, 0), where a is the cu-

bic lattice constant. We use the notation (r1, r2, r3)µ to
refer the location of the sub-lattice µ in the (r1, r2, r3)th
unit cell, where

(r1, r2, r3)µ = r1e1 + r2e2 + r3e3 +
1

2
eµ,

and e0 = (0, 0, 0).
The following five symmetry operations generate the

space group of pyrochlore lattice:

T1 : rµ = (r1, r2, r3)µ → (r1 + 1, r2, r3)µ

T2 : rµ = (r1, r2, r3)µ → (r1, r2 + 1, r3)µ

T3 : rµ = (r1, r2, r3)µ → (r1, r2, r3 + 1)µ

C̄6 : rµ = (r1, r2, r3)µ →
(−r3 − δµ,3,−r1 − δµ,1,−r2 − δµ,2)C̄6(µ)

S : rµ = (r1, r2, r3)µ →
(−r1 − δµ,1,−r2 − δµ,2, r1 + r2 + r3 + 1− δµ,0)S(µ)

C̄6(µ) :

 0
1
2
3

→

 0
2
3
1

 , S(µ) :

 0
1
2
3

→

 3
1
2
0

 .

Where the above symmetry operations are written in the
pyrochlore sublattice coordinate system. Ti are the trans-
lation operations along the direction ei. Furthermore, C̄6

is the six-fold rotoinversion around [111] axis, and S is a
nonsymmorphic screw operation which is the composi-
tion of a twofold rotation around e3 and a translation by
1
2e3.
The identity relations between the pyrochlore symme-

try group generators are given by:

TiTi+1T
−1
i T−1

i+1 = 1,∀i

C̄6
6
= 1

S2T−1
3 = 1

C̄6TiC̄6
−1

Ti+1 = 1∀i
STiS

−1T−1
3 Ti = 1, i = 1, 2

ST3S
−1T−1

3 = 1

(C̄6S)
4 = 1

(C̄6
3
S)2 = 1

T 2 = −1

T OT −1O−1 = 1, O ∈ T1, T2, T3, C̄6, S.

(3)

B. Projective symmetry group

In this section we give an overview of the PSG ap-
proach and classify all possible uniform U(1) QSLs on the
dipolar-octupolar pyrochlore lattice. We define fermionic
spinon/parton annihilation operators as {frµ↑, frµ↓} at
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site rµ, and express the τ -spin operators as a bilinear of
the fermions as

τarµ =
1

2
f†
rµασ

a
αβfrµβ , (4)

where a ∈ 1, 2, 3, and σa refers to the Pauli matri-
ces. Since each spin is represented by two fermions, the
Hilbert space is doubled in the spinon representation. For
a faithful representation of the Hilbert space, the spinon
operators satisfy the constraint of one spinon per site as∑

α

f†
rµαfrµα = 1, frµ↑frµ↓ = 0. (5)

Due to this constraint, the parton description has redun-
dancy that can be manifested as a gauge redundancy.

Because of Eq. 5 one can see that frµ↑ and f†
rµ↓ has

the same physical effect (manifested as a particle-hole
symmetry) i.e. decreasing τzrµ by one unit. Thus, one

can place them in a doublet upon which a local SU(2)
matrix can act without affecting the physical spin op-
erators. An analogous doublet can be formed by frµ↓,

and −f†
rµ↑. To manifest this symmetry it is convenient

to combine these two doublets and introduce an operator

Ψrµ =

(
frµ↑ f†

rµ↓
frµ↓ −f†

rµ↑

)
.This allow us to re-write Eq. 4

and 5 as

τarµ =
1

4
Tr[Ψ†

rµσ
aΨrµ ]

Tr(Ψrµσ
aΨ†

rµ) = 0, a ∈ x, y, z
(6)

From Eq. 6 it is easy to see that spin operators are SU(2)
gauge invariant as,

Ψrµ → ΨrµWrµ , τ
a
rµ → τarµ ,Wrµ ∈ SU(2). (7)

As per the definition of QSLs, we are interested in
finding the parton Hamiltonians that preserves all the
symmetries of the original spin Hamiltonian. One
must note that the physical symmetry operators on
the spin degrees of freedoms act projectively on the
parton operators, which means there could be differ-
ent parton Hamiltonians that are gauge equivalent.
In this case, we want to find all different gauge in-
equivalent parton Hamiltonians that preserve all the
symmetries of the original spin Hamiltonian, the PSG
method is a systematic approach to accomplish that task.

Under the space group symmetry operation O and TR
operation T , the pseudospin operator transforms as

O : τarµ → UOτ
a
O(rµ)

U†
O

T : τarµ → KUT τ
a
rµU

†
T K

(8)

where K is the complex conjugate operator and UO for
the DO doublets are

UTi
= 12×2, U6̄

= 12×2, US = −iσy, UT = iσy, (9)

a detailed discussion is given in appendix B.
Due to the SU(2) gauge redundancy any symmetry

operation O can be accompanied by a local SU(2) gauge
transformation Wrµ . The projective transformation of
the parton operators can be represented as:

Õ = GO.O : Ψi → U†
OΨ(O(rµ))W

a
O(rµ)

T̃ = GT .T : Ψi → U†
T Ψ(T (rµ))W

a
rµ

(10)

The Õ = GO.O symbol represents that the projective

operation Õ combines physical symmetry operation O
and the gauge transformation GO. The symmetry group

of the projective operations {Õ, T̃ } is dubbed as the
projective symmetry group (PSG).

Our objective is to find all the gauge inequivalent solu-
tions of the projective symmetry group to classify all the
symmetry-preserving parton QSL. Those solutions can
be obtained from the group identity relations in Eq. 3.
The group identity relations are implemented modulo its
corresponding gauge transformation as

Õ1.Õ2.Õ3... = (GO1
.O1).(GO2

.O2).(GO3
.O3)... = G,

(11)
where G is a pure gauge transformation modulo of
identity transformation. G is an element of the invariant

gauge group (IGG), a subgroup of {Õ, T̃ , Ĩ}. The local
IGG transformation is a subgroup of SU(2) i.e. Z2

or U(1), as it is associated with identity operation, it
determines the gauge group- thus the classification is
often named after it.

Using the conjugation relation

Oi.GOi
.O−1
i → GOi

[O−1
i ] : Ψrµ → ΨrµWOi

[O−1
i (rµ)],

(12)
one can express Eq. 11 purely as a relation between the
SU(2) gauge transformation matrices W , given by:

WO1
[rµ]WO2

[O−1
1 (rµ)]WO3

[O−1
2 O−1

1 (rµ)]... = G

= eiσ
3χO1O2O3...

(13)

For U(1) IGG, χO1O2O3... ∈ [0, 2π), which constraints

the general form of WO(r) = (iσ1)wOi eiσ
3ϕOi

(r). Due to
the properties of Pauli matrices, only the parity of wOi

matters i.e. wOi
is either 0 or 1. The parity nature of

wOi
, will further quantize allowed values of some of the

χ parameters, and through Eq. 11 the ϕ parameters will
be determined by χ. Therefore even though U(1) IGG
allows the χO1O2O3... to be a continuous variable, the
number of possible PSG solutions with U(1) IGG will be
finite.

The relations Eq. 11 further constrainsts wTi = 0 and
we are left with wC̄6

, wS , wT and the ϕ parameters.
For different choices of w’s one can use the relations Eq.
11 to find a relation between the ϕ parameters and χ
parameters. Notably the Eq. 11 will give a difference
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equation in phase parameter ϕ that will require a further
gauge choice to fix the ’origin’ in the phase ϕ, we choose
this as ϕT1

(rµ) = 0, ϕT2
(rµ) = −χ1r1, ϕT3

(rµ) = χ3r1 −
χ2r2. The detailed study of the PSG equations with U(1)
IGG are given in [16].

Since our main objective is to find all the different W s
that are unrelated by a gauge transformation, we need
to also consider the gauge equivalent group relations,

(G.GO1
.O1.G

−1).(G.GO2
.O2.G

−1).(G.GO3
.O3.G

−1)... = G,
(14)

that translates to a relation between the SU(2) gauge
transformations W as

WOi
(rµ) → W (rµ)WOi

(rµ)W
−1[Oi(rµ)]. (15)

We need to ensure that our PSG solutions are distinct
modulo this gauge transformation. We do a gauge fixing
by taking W (r0) = I and W (ri) = eiσ3ψiri , i = 1, 2, 3.
Under this gauge fixing one must fix χC̄6T1

= χC̄6T2
=

χST2
= 0 to keep the PSG solutions invariant. Imposing

the TR symmetry relations further sets some more χ and
w parameters to a fixed value. Finally, the full PSG solu-
tions can be expressed in terms of only 4 free-parameters
that are Z2 variables, namely χ1, χC̄6S , wC̄6

, wS . The fi-
nal PSG solutions look like:

WTi
(rµ) = eiσ

3ϕTi
(rµ), i = 1, 2, 3

WC̄6
(rµ) = WC̄6,µe

iσ3ϕC̄6
(rµ)

WS(rµ) = WS,µe
iσ3ϕS(rµ)

WT (rµ) = iσ1

(16)

Where the values of WC̄6,µ,WS,µ for different values of
χ1, wC̄6

, wS , χST1
and χC̄6S are given in table I. The

phase ϕ(rµ) for each of the symmetry are given by,

ϕT1(rµ) = 0,

ϕT2
(rµ) = −χ1r1,

ϕT3
(rµ) = χ1(r1 − r2),

ϕC̄6
(rµ) = −χ1r1(r2 − r3) + δµ,2χ1r3

− r1[2χST1 + 2χ1 + (δµ,2 − δµ,3)χ1],

ϕS(rµ) = χ1[
r1(r1 + 1)

2
− r2(r2 + 1)

2
− r1r2]

+ r1[χ1(δµ,1 − δµ,2) + (2χ1 − χST1)]

+ r2[(2δµ,1 − δµ,2)χ1 + 3χST1
] + χ1r3[(δµ,1 − δµ,2) + 2]

(17)

Different PSG classes described by different values of
χ1, wC̄6

, wS , χST1
and χC̄6S which is given in the table

II.

IV. PARTON MEAN FIELD THEORY

In the previous section, we showed the PSG classifi-
cation of all the fractionalized parton representations of

pseudospins that preserves all the space group symme-
tries on the pyrochlore lattice and the TR symmetry.
Notably, the transformation properties of pseudospins
itself doesn’t matter here due to the conjugation rela-
tion (Eq. 14), which comes from the null conditions and
are same for both dipolar-octupolar and spin-1/2, so this
PSG classification remains the same as that of Kramer’s
spin . However, using the parton representation in Eq. 4
we have transformed the bilocal pseudospin Hamiltonian
in Eq. 2 to a quartic spinon/parton Hamiltonian, that
reads as:

Jxτxi τxj = −Jx
4

∑
α

f†
iαf

†
jαfiᾱfjᾱ + f†

iαf
†
jᾱfiαfjᾱ

Jyτyi τ
y
j =

Jy
4

∑
α

(f†
iαf

†
jαfiᾱfjᾱ − f†

iαf
†
jᾱfiᾱfjα)

Jzτzi τzj = −Jz
4

∑
α

(f†
iαf

†
jαfiαfjα − f†

iαf
†
jᾱfiαfjᾱ),

(18)

where {α, β} = {↑, ↓}. In order to perform a mean-
field theory with symmetry preserving ”order parame-
ters” one needs to factorize the quartic fermionic opera-
tors in terms of all possible symmetric quadratic opera-
tors, which are given by:

χ̂ij = f†
iαδαβfjβ , ∆̂ij = fiα[iσ

y]αβfjβ

Êa
ij = f†

iα[σ
a]αβfjβ , D̂a

ij = fiα[iσ
yσa]αβfjβ

n̂i = f†
iαδαβfiβ .

(19)

The spin Hamiltonian in Eq. 2, in the isotropic limit
i.e. Jx = Jy = Jz, can be factorized in terms of the
symmetric quadratic operators (Eq. 19) as,

H =J
∑
⟨i,j⟩

−3

4
(χ̂†
ijχ̂ij + ∆̂†

ij∆̂ij + Êx†
ij Ê

x
ij + Êy†

ij Ê
y
ij

+ Êz†
ij Ê

z
ij)−

1

4
(D̂x†

ij D̂
x
ij + D̂y†

ij D̂
y
ij + D̂z†

ij D̂
z
ij)

− 3

4
n̂in̂j + 3n̂j .

(20)

A mean-field Hamiltonian is achieved by replacing the
mean-field channels with its ground state expectation
value, i.e., Âij = Aij + δAij , where Â are the quadratic
fermionic operators and δA are the fluctuations about
the expectation value Aij . The corresponding mean-field
Hamiltonian with first order in fluctuation of mean-field
is given by,

HMF =J
∑
⟨i,j⟩

−3

4
(χ∗
ijχ̂ij +∆∗

ij∆̂ij + Ex
ij

∗Êx
ij + Ey

ij
∗
Êy
ij

+ Ez
ij

∗Êz
ij)−

1

4
(Dx

ij
∗D̂x

ij +Dy
ij

∗
D̂y
ij +Dz

ij
∗D̂z

ij)

+ h.c. +
3

4
(|χij |2 + |∆ij |2 +

∣∣Ex
ij

∣∣2 + ∣∣Ey
ij

∣∣2
+
∣∣Ez

ij

∣∣2) + 1

4
(
∣∣Dx

ij

∣∣2 + ∣∣Dy
ij

∣∣2 + ∣∣Dz
ij

∣∣2)}]
(21)
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χ1 χC̄6S
wC̄6

wS (WC̄6,0
,WC̄6,1

,WC̄6,2
,WC̄6,3

) (WS,0,WS,1,WS,2,WS,3) Classes

0,π 0,π 0 0 (1, 1, 1, eiσ
3(χ1−χST1

)) (1, e
iσ3(χST1

+χC̄6S)
, 1, eiσ

3χ1) 4

0,π 0,π 0 1 (1, 1, 1, eiσ
3(χ1−χST1

)) (iσ1, iσ1e
iσ3(χST1

+χC̄6S)
, iσ1, iσ1eiσ

3χ1) 4

0,π 0,π 1 0 (iσ1, iσ1, iσ1, iσ1eiσ
3(χ1−χST1

)) (1, e
iσ3(χST1

+χC̄6S)
, 1, eiσ

3χ1) 4

0,π 0,π 1 1 (iσ1, iσ1, iσ1, iσ1eiσ
3(χ1−χST1

)) (iσ1, iσ1e
iσ3(χST1

+χC̄6S)
, iσ1, iσ1eiσ

3χ1) 4

TABLE I. This table enlist the form of WC̄6,µ
, WS,µ matrices for 16 TR symmetric U(1) PSG classes. Each of the PSG class

is parametrized with χ1, χST1 , χC6 , wC6 and wS where χST1 = 0 for all the classes.

Case No. χ1 χST1 χC6 wC6 wS

1 0 0 0 0 0

2 π 0 0 0 0

3 0 0 π 0 0

4 π 0 π 0 0

5 0 0 0 0 1

6 π 0 0 0 1

7 0 0 π 0 1

8 π 0 π 0 1

9 0 0 0 1 0

10 π 0 0 1 0

11 0 0 π 1 0

12 π 0 π 1 0

13 0 0 0 1 1

14 π 0 0 1 1

15 0 0 π 1 1

16 π 0 π 1 1

TABLE II. We identify different PSG classes with different
case numbers which are characterized by χ’s and w’s listed
in the table. We are using the above convention to refer to
different PSG classes.

A detailed derivation of Eq. 21 is given in appendix C.

A. Construction of the mean-field Ansätze

Eq. 21 is one of the generic mean-field decompositions
of the spin Hamiltonian. However, projective symmetry
determines the allowed mean-field process for each PSG
class. One can construct the mean-field Hamiltonian for
each PSG class to understand that. The linear terms in
mean-field operators in Eq. 21 can be written in SU(2)
basis,

H̃ =
∑

α=0,x,y,z

H̃α (22)

= −3

4
J

∑
α=0,x,y,z

∑
rµ,r′ν

Tr[σαΨrµu
α
rµ,r′ν

Ψ†
r′ν
],

where the mean-field uαij matrices are written as

u0
rµ,r′ν

=

(
−χrµ,r′ν ∆∗

rµ,r′ν
∆rµ,r′ν χ∗

rµ,r′ν

)
,

uarµ,r′ν =

(
−Ea

rµ,r′ν −3Da∗
rµ,r′ν

3Da
rµ,r′ν −Ea∗

rµ,r′ν

)
,

where a = x, y, z, and χrµ,r′ν ,∆rµ,r′ν , E
a
rµ,r′ν

, Da
rµ,r′ν

are

the complex mean-field parameters. Under U(1) IGG

H =
∑

α=0,x,y,z

∑
rµ,r′ν

Tr[σαΨrµu
α
rµ,r′ν

Ψ†
r′ν
]

→
∑

α=0,x,y,z

∑
rµ,r′ν

Tr[σαΨrµWuαrµ,r′νW
†Ψ†

r′ν
],

(23)

where

W = eiσ
zϕ, ϕ ϵ (0, 2π).

Since it is a gauge operation, expressions on both side of
the arrow must be equal. This makes the ∆rµ,r′ν , D

a
rµ,r′ν

zero. Now under TR symmetry,

uαrµ,r′ν = −WT (rµ)u
α
rµ,r′ν

W †
T (r

′
ν), (24)

where

UT = iσy , WT (i) = iσx.

This requires χrµ,r′ν , to be pure real and Ea
rµ,r′ν

to be pure

imaginary. Now we left with,

u0
rµ,r′ν

=

(
−χrµ,r′ν 0

0 χrµ,r′ν

)
, uarµ,r′ν =

(
−Ea

rµ,r′ν
0

0 Ea
rµ,r′ν

)
Therefore, with U(1) IGG and TR PSG, equation(21)
reduces to

HMF =J
∑
⟨i,j⟩

−3

4
(χijχ̂ij + Ex

ij
∗Êx

ij + Ey
ij

∗
Êy
ij + Ez

ij
∗Êz

ij)

+ h.c. +
3

4
(|χij |2 +

∣∣Ex
ij

∣∣2 + ∣∣Ey
ij

∣∣2 + ∣∣Ez
ij

∣∣2)]
(25)

Although the allowed mean-field channels are confined
to χij and Ea

ij , still it is difficult to solve as there will
be as many χ’s and Ea’s as many bonds are there. The
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problem can be further simplified by using the symme-
tries of the pyrochlore space group to establish the re-
lation between the mean field on different bonds. The
key idea is, that upon a symmetry transformation, one
bond gets mapped to another bond, which in turn puts
a constraint between the mean-field on those two bonds.
We have given a detailed procedure for finding the con-
straints among the nearest neighbor mean field in ap-
pendix D.

We found that for PSG class 5, 6, 9, and 10 all the
nearest neighbor mean field vanishes. For case 1, case 2,
case 13, and case 14 the mean-field Hamiltonian is

HMF = −3

4
J

 ∑
⟨rµ,r′ν⟩

χrµ,r′ν χ̂rµ,r′ν + h.c.

+
9

4
JNχ2

Similarly, for PSG cases 3, 4, 15, and 16

HMF = −3

4
J

∑
⟨i,j⟩

Ex
ij

∗Êx
ij + Ez

ij
∗Êz

ij + h.c.


+

3

4
JN(|Ex|2 + |Ez|2)]

For PSG cases 7, 8, 11, and 12 the mean-field Hamilto-
nian will be,

HMF = −3

4
J

∑
⟨i,j⟩

Ey
ij

∗
Êy
ij + h.c.

+
9

4
JN |Ey|2

Although a group of PSG class follows similar Hamilto-
nian, but the constraints on the mean-fields are different.
These constraints are given in Appendix D.

B. Minimization

The mean-field Hamiltonian is a function of mean-field
parameters. HMF = HMF (A), where are A’s are the
mean-field parameters. This mean-field Hamiltonian is
variationally solved while satisfying the half-filling con-
straint given in equation(5). We minimize

EMF

N
=
∑
A

cA|A|2

+
1

4N

∑
kx,ky,kzϵBZ

Nband∑
i=1

AΛi (k, J)Θ (µ,Λi (k, J))

(26)

Where Λ(k, J) is the energy dispersion of the partons and
Θ(µ,Λi (k, J)) is the fermi function at zero temperature.
The chemical potential µ is set by the single occupancy
constraint,

1

Nband

2

NUC

∑
kxkykz∈BZ

Nband∑
i=1

Θ(µ,Λi(k, J)) = 1. (27)

.
Table III summarises the nearest neighbor mean-field

result. Out of the 16 time reversal PSG classes 4 PSG
classes do not allow any nearest neighbor mean-field so-
lution. For the remaining 12 PSG classes, we study the
specific heat and structure factors in the next sections.

V. EXPERIMENTALLY MEASURABLE
SIGNATURES OF THE PARTON MEAN FIELD

ANSATZS

A. Spinon Band Structure

Here we discuss the energy dispersion of the spinons
for the 12 PSG classes. The band structure for cases 1,
3, 11, and 13 are given in Fig. 2 for which the NN mean
fields are non-zero. For PSG case 1, the energy dispersion
is the same as the tight-binding model on a pyrochlore
lattice which is a zero flux state. It has a flat band with
two-fold degeneracy at the Fermi level. The PSG case
3 binds a monopole flux in both the tetrahedra through
the Êx and Êz channels. It has a linear dispersion near
the K point. The band structure of cases 3 and 7 are
identical although the allowed mean fields for case 3 are
Êx and Êz, and for case 7 are Êy. Similarly, PSG cases
15 and 11 have identical energy dispersion; however, the
allowed mean-field channels in case 15 are Êx and Êz,
but for case 11, it is Êy. The PSG case 13 shows a flat
band with two-fold degeneracy near the Fermi energy
with linear dispersion at Γ point.

B. Specific Heat

In this section, we study the temperature dependence
of specific heat which can be measured in the experi-
ment. Schei et al. [39] reported linear T behavior in
Nd2ScNbO7 at low temperatures. As this compound is
a Mott insulator, one plausible explanation for the lin-
ear T behavior is the fermionic spin liquid excitations.
Moreover, the low-lying states of this compound have
dipolar-octupolar symmetry. The temperature depen-
dence of specific heat could be a signature for the spin
liquid states.
Taking motivation from this experiment, we calculated

the specific heat for all the PSG classes. We evaluate,

CV =
∂E

∂T

=
∑

k∈BZ,α

gϵα(k)
ϵα(k)− µ

kBT 2
f2(ϵα(k), µ, T )e

ϵα(k)−µ
kBT

(28)

where E is the total energy of the system at half-filling
and g is degeneracy of spinon bands ϵα(k) indexed with
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Case No. Constraints Non-Zero Energy Dispersion Emin CV α T x Flux State of Flux State of
Parameters Near Fermi level Down-pointing Up-pointing

Tetrahedra Tetrahedra
1 ∆ = Ea = Da = 0 χ Gapless at all k −0.25J Upturn 0 0

near Fermi energy
2 ∆ = Ea = Da = 0 χ −0.251J Upturn π π

3 ∆ = Ey = Da = χ = 0 Ex,Ez Gapless along W→L −0.2989J x ∼ 1.04 −π
2

π
2

Linear Gapless near K
4 ∆ = Ey = Da = χ = 0 Ex,Ez – −0.317J x ∼ 0.90 π

2
−π

2
5 All the MF channels are zero - - -
6 All the MF channels are zero - - -
7 ∆ = Ex = Ez = Da = χ = 0 Ey Gapless along W→L −0.2988 x ∼ 0.996 (0, π, π, 0) (π, 0, 0, π)

Linear Gapless near K
8 ∆ = Ex = Ez = Da = χ = 0 Ey – −0.2683J x ∼ 0.84 (0, π, π, 0) (π, 0, 0, π)
9 All the MF channels are zero - -
10 All the MF channels are zero - -
11 ∆ = Ex = Ez = Da = χ = 0 Ey Gapless along L→ Γ −0.3148J x ∼ 1.27 (0, π, π, 0) (0, π, π, 0)

Linear Gapless at Γ
12 ∆ = Ex = Ez = Da = χ = 0 Ey – −0.266J x ∼ 0.96 (π, 0, 0, π) (π, 0, 0, π)
13 ∆ = Ea = Da = 0 χ Gapless at all k −0.1820J x ∼ 1.15 0 π

Linear Gapless at Γ
14 ∆ = Ea = Da = 0 χ – −0.1196J x ∼ 1.15 π 0
15 ∆ = Ey = Da = χ = 0 Ex,Ez Gapless along L→ Γ −0.3148J x ∼ 1.27 π

2
π
2

Linear Gapless at Γ
16 ∆ = Ey = Da = χ = 0 Ex,Ez – −0.2971J x ∼ 0.95 π

2
π
2

TABLE III. This table summarizes the ground state energies, corresponding specific heat behavior with temperature, and the
flux state of the pyrochlore unit cell for all the PSG classes mentioned above. It is important to note that the odd-numbered
cases have the unit cell of a regular pyrochlore with 4 sub-lattice and 12 bonds (One down-pointing and one up-pointing
tetrahedra), however, the even-numbered cases have a unit cell which is four times larger than the regular pyrochlore unit
cell with 16 sub-lattices and 48 bonds (4 down-pointing and 4 up-pointing tetrahedra). The last two columns detail the flux
through each of the triangular faces of down-pointing and up-pointing tetrahedra. Note that cases 7, 8, 11, and 12 do not
bind the same flux through all of their triangular faces of tetrahedra. There are 4 entries in both the columns denoting the
flux state of down-pointing and up-pointing tetrahedra. The 4 entries represent flux through 4 triangular surfaces spanned
by the sub-lattices 0,1,2,3. The triangular surfaces in down-pointing tetrahedra are 0-2-1-0, 0-1-3-0, 1-2-3-1, 0-3-2-0 and in
up-pointing tetrahedra are 0-3-1-0, 0-1-2-0, 0-2-3-0, 1-3-2-1. The flux bindings are written in the same order in which the
surfaces are written.

α and f(ϵα(k), µ, T ) is fermi distribution and µ is the
fermi level at half-filling.

In Fig. 2 the temperature dependence of specific
heat is given for the PSG classes 1, 3, 11, and 13. The
PSG cases 3, 4, 7, 12, and 16 have nearly linear tem-
perature dependence of specific heat. The temperature
dependence is given in the table III for the rest of the
PSG classes. The PSG classes 1 and 2 show an unusual
upturn in specific heat, which is coming from the flat
bands near the Fermi energy.

We also study the flux captured by the partons in
each of the unit cells of the pyrochlore. We notice that,
although all of these PSG classes are time-reversal sym-
metric, PSG classes 3, 4, 15, and 16 host a monopole flux
state in each of the tetrahedra. Fig. 5 and 6 captures the
flux states for all the PSG classes. This is solely allowed
because of the underlying dipolar-octupolar symmetry
of the spin operators. For usual spin-1/2 fermionic
partons, breaking of TR symmetry is necessary to host
a monopole flux [35].

C. Structure factor

This section studies the dynamic spin-spin structure
factor seen in neutron scattering experiments. The dy-
namic structure factor is defined as

S̃INS(q, ω)

=
∑
a,b

∫ ∞

−∞
dteiωt

(
δab −

qaqb

|q⃗|2

)
⟨ma(q⃗, t)mb(−q⃗, 0)⟩

(29)

The superscript INS to S̃ means inelastic neutron scat-
tering. And the summation indices a and b runs over
{x, y, z}. And the ma(q, t) is defined as

ma(q⃗, t) =
1√
Nu.c.

∑
rµ

eiq⃗.rµ
∑
b

gabµ S̃brµ

=
1√
Nu.c.

∑
rµ

eiq⃗.rµ ẑaµ
∑
b

g′bS
b
rµ

(30)
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FIG. 2. The energy dispersion and specific heat as a function of temperature are plotted side by side for PSG classes 1, 3,
11, and 13. The orange dotted line in energy dispersion plots denotes the fermi energy corresponding to the half-filling. The
dotted black line in the specific heat plot is the fit.

FIG. 3. The dynamic structure factor for different PSG
classes 1, 3, 11, and 13 are shown here.

Where S̃brµ is the spin operator at rµ in global coordinate

system. The matrix gabµ is the coupling matrix, which
tells how the magnetic moment of the neutron couples

with the global spin operator. Also, rµ = r+ d⃗µ, where r
is the translation vector of the pyrochlore lattice and the

d⃗µ is the sublattice vector. The ẑaµ is the local z-axis and
Sarµ is the spin operator in the local coordinate system.

And g′ is given by g′ = (gx, gy, gz). Where, gx, gy, gz are
the coupling strength of neutron magnetic moment with
the local Sx, Sy, Sz operators.

We have plotted the dynamic structure factor in Fig.
3 for PSG classes 1, 3, 11, and 13. Case 1 and Case
13 shows excitations at very low energy at all momenta.

It is due to the presence of two degenerate flat bands
right at the Fermi level. Moreover, in Fig. 2 the gapless
excitation for Case 3 is near W, K, and for Case 11 it is
near Γ point, respectively. This feature is also captured in
the low-energy structure factor near the respective band
touching points in Fig 3.

VI. DISCUSSION

We conclude this article with a brief review of other
related works in the literature, followed by a summary
of our most important results and a discussion of several
possible directions for future work.

A. Relation to other works

Our results can be contrasted with the U(1) and Z2

fermionic PSG[16] and Z2 bosonic[17] classification of
spin liquids for spin-1/2 particles on pyrochlore lattice.
In the fermionic PSG, 18 U(1) spin liquids and 48
Z2 spin liquids preserve the spacegroup symmetries of
pyrochlore lattice and time-reversal symmetry. All the
fully symmetric solutions bind either a 0 or π flux; the
time-reversal symmetry broken solutions bind a flux
π/2. Many of these spinon Hamiltonians possess gapless
nodal lines along the four equivalent (111) directions of
the Brillouin zone, dubbed “nodal star” spin liquid. The
bare spinon contribution to low temperatures specific
heat for these ”nodal star” spin liquids was shown to be
C ∼ T 3/2. In contrast, for bosonic Z2 spinons, there are
16 different QSL phases, of these six are with 0 flux with
bare spinon contribution to specific heat as a power law
with C ∼ T x where x = 1, 3/2, 2, 3.
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Another recent study discusses the complete PSG clas-
sification with bosonic spinons for spin models on DO
pyrochlore[40]. At the nearest-neighbor coupling, there
are the same 16 Z2 QSLs and 4 U(1) QSLs. The
U(1) QSLs are predicted to have C ∼ T 3 temperature
dependence of heat capacity; the Z2 case is expected
to have a thermally activated exponential form. More
recently[41] a XYZ Hamiltonian of dipolar-octupolar py-
rochlore magnets is studied with the pseudofermion func-
tional renormalization group (PFFRG), which suggests a
stable phase with fermionic spinons.

B. Summery of results

In this work, we studied the U(1) fermionic spin liquid
with dipolar-octupolar symmetry on a pyrochlore lattice.
Using the PSG formalism, we calculated the symmetry
allowed nearest neighbor mean-field processes for each of
the 16 time-reversal symmetric PSG classes and solved
them variationally. We found that no mean-field solu-
tions exist for four of the PSG classes. For six of the
PSG classes, the unit cell is that of a regular pyrochlore
lattice, and for the other six, the unit cell is four times
larger than the pyrochlore lattice unit cell.

Importantly, out of the 12 PSG classes with finite
mean-field solutions, four PSG classes bind a monopole
flux state in each pyrochlore tetrahedra. In the case of ef-
fective spin 1/2 moments, the monopole flux state breaks
the TR symmetry and hence is not allowed under time-
reversal symmetric PSG. However, it is allowed in a time-
reversal symmetric PSG because of the dipolar-octupolar
symmetry of the underlying spin states.

Moreover, we also studied the temperature dependence
of specific heat and the dynamical spin structure fac-
tor. For cases 3, 4, 7, 12, and 16, we found the low-
temperature specific heat has a linear temperature de-
pendence. Cases 1 and 13 show gapless excitation in
structure factor at all momenta.

C. Conclusion and future directions

Our study points out the features of a dipolar-
octupolar spin liquid using U(1) fermionic parton ansatz
that can be captured in specific heat measurements and
neutron scattering experiments. We propose several
threads of study that will be of immediate relevance
to our work. Our calculation involves nearest neighbor
mean-field theory; adding at least one next-neighbor is
an immediate next step to understand further possible
phases in U(1) fermionic parton ansatz. Furthermore, the
stability of our mean-field solutions needs to be under-
stood in the presence of beyond mean-field fluctuations,
such as implementing the filling constraint (eqn. 5) at
each site using Gutzwiller projection. Another important
direction will be to compare the energies of the bosonic
and fermionic spinon ansatz in different exchange param-

µ 0 1 2 3

x̂µ
−1√
6
(−2, 1, 1) −1√

6
(1, 2,−1) −1√

6
(−1, 1, 2) 1√

6
(1, 1, 2)

ŷµ
1√
2
(0,−1, 1) 1√

2
(1, 0, 1) 1√

2
(1, 1, 0) 1√

2
(1,−1, 0)

ẑµ
1√
3
(1, 1, 1) 1√

3
(−1, 1, 1) 1√

3
(1,−1, 1) 1√

3
(1, 1,−1)

TABLE IV. This table lists the local basis vectors for each of
the sublattices.

eter values of the XYZ model to predict possible, stable
mean-field solutions at different regimes of the phase di-
agrams. In any solid-state experiments, the effects of
phonon coupling are ubiquitous. Hence, it will be worth-
while to understand the stability of these spinon solutions
in the presence of phonon-spinon coupling.
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Appendix A: Local and global axes of spin
quantization

The global coordinate axes are given by
x̂ = (1, 0, 0), ŷ = (0, 1, 0), ẑ = (0, 0, 1). The following
table lists the Local coordinate system at each sublattice
µ. The transformation for the spin operators from lo-
cal (Srµ) to global(S̃rµ) spin quantization axis is in IV. ]

R0 =


√

2
3 − 1√

6
− 1√

6

0 − 1√
2

1√
2

− 1√
3

− 1√
3

− 1√
3

 R1 =

− 1√
6

−
√

2
3

1√
6

1√
2

0 1√
2

− 1√
3

1√
3

1√
3


R2 =

 1√
6

− 1√
6

−
√

2
3JIJ

1√
2

1√
2

0
1√
3

− 1√
3

1√
3

 R3 =

 1√
6

1√
6

√
2
3

1√
2

− 1√
2

0
1√
3

1√
3

− 1√
3


The Hamiltonian in the local frame with an external
magnetic field h⃗ is given by:

HL =
∑

⟨rµ,r′ν⟩

JxxS
x
rµS

x
r′ν

+ JyyS
y
rµS

y
r′ν

+ JzzS
z
rµS

z
r′ν

+ Jxz(S
x
rµS

z
r′ν

+ SzrµS
x
r′ν
)

−
∑
rµ

(ẑµ .⃗h)(gxS
x
rµ + gzS

z
rµ).

In the global frame the Hamiltonian is given by,

HG =
∑

⟨rµ,r′ν⟩

∑
ab

Jabµν S̃rµ S̃′rν −
∑
rµ

∑
ab

hagabµ S̃rµ ,
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where aϵ{x, y, z} and µ, νϵ{0, 1, 2, 3}. The coupling ma-
trices Jµν are

J01 =

 J1 J2 −J1
J3 −J1 J4
−J4 −J1 −J3

 J02 =

−J1 J1 J2
J4 J3 −J1
−J3 −J4 −J1


J03 =

−J1 −J1 −J2
J4 −J3 J1
−J3 J4 J1

 J12 =

−J3 −J4 −J1
J1 −J1 −J2
−J3 −J4 J1


J13 =

−J3 J4 J1
J1 J1 J2
−J4 J3 −J1

 J23 =

−J4 J4 −J1
−J3 J4 J1
J1 J1 J2

 ,

where

J1 =
1

6
(−2Jxx + 2Jzz −

√
2Jxz)

J2 =
1

3
(−2Jxx − Jzz + 2

√
2Jxz)

J3 =
1

6
(Jxx − 3Jyy + 2Jzz + 2

√
2Jxz)

J4 =
1

6
(−Jxx − 3Jyy − 2Jzz − 2

√
2Jxz).

And

g0 =

−g− g+ g+
−g− g+ g+
−g− g+ g+

 g1 =

 g+ g− −g+
−g+ −g− g+
−g+ −g− g+


g2 =

 g+ −g+ −g−
−g+ g+ g−
g+ −g+ −g−

 g1 =

 g+ g+ g−
g+ g+ g−
−g+ −g+ −g−

 ,

where g+ = 1
3 (

gx√
2
+ gz),g− = 1

3 (
√
2gx − gz).

Appendix B: dipolar-octupolar Symmetry

The pyrochlore lattice has D3d site symmetry, com-
posed of a C3 rotation, three C2 rotations, inversion, and
various combinations. The frustration in rare-earth py-
rochlore comes from its tetrahedral geometry and highly
anisotropic spin-orbit coupling interactions in the sys-
tem. In this system, we can use the total angular mo-
mentum quantum number J to label the ground-state
manifold of the single ion. However, the ground state
manifold degeneracy is lifted by the surrounding crystal
electric field (CFT) and the lowest-lying states form a
doublet(|±⟩). The pseudo spin operators are defined as,

Sz = |+⟩⟨+|−|−⟩⟨−|
2 and S± = |±⟩ ⟨∓|. The irreducible

representation of D3d group further classifies these dou-
blets. We focus on dipolar-octupolar doublet, which
transforms as Γ5 ⊕ Γ6.

The pseudo spin operators transform under the space
group symmetry operations. The symmetry operation
mixes the sublattices, which in turn requires changing
the local coordinate system. Therefore, the pseudo spin
transformation includes a unitary operation accounting

for the symmetry operation and another unitary opera-
tion that keeps track of the change of the local coordinate
system due to sublattice mixing.
The C̄6 and S operation on |±⟩ is achieved with

RC̄6,µ = e−i
2π
3 n̂C̄6,µ.J⃗ , RS,µ = e−iπn̂S,µ.J⃗ .

Where, the n̂O,µ denotes the axes of rotation in lo-
cal frame at µth sublattice. In global frame, n̂C̄6

=
1√
3
(1, 1, 1) and n̂S = 1√

2
(1, 1, 0).

The change in the local coordinate system is accounted
by

Rµ→ν = e−iθαJze−iθβJye−iθγJz .

Where θα, θβ , θγ are the euler angles that takes from µth
to νth local-coordinate system.
The full transformation is given by

UO,µ = PRµ→O(µ)RC̄6,µP

Where P is the projection operator which project into
|±⟩. The explicit calculation of the above expression
leads to the following form of the UO operators for DO
spin:

UTi = 12×2, UC̄6
= 12×2, US = −iσy, UT = iσy.

Note the UO operators are all sublattice independent
which is a characteristic feature of DO spins.

Appendix C: Generic mean-field decomposition

In this section we will give an outline for writing the
spin Hamiltonian in terms of different fermionic mean-
field channels. We start with the spin Hamiltonian,

H =
∑
⟨i,j⟩

JijSi.Sj (C1)

Doing the parton construction,

Si =
1

2
f†
iασαβfiβ (C2)

The spin Hamiltonian changes to a Hamiltonian with
four-fermi terms. The goal here is to write this quartic
fermionic Hamiltonian in terms of all possible symmetry-
preserving quadratic mean-field channels given in Eq 19.
We start by expressing spin Hamiltonian ( Eq. C1) in
terms of the fermionic operators in normal order:

JxS
x
i S

x
j = −Jx

4
(f†
i↓f

†
j↓fi↑fj↑ + f†

i↓f
†
j↑fi↑fj↓

+ f†
i↑f

†
j↓fi↓fj↑ + f†

i↑f
†
j↑fi↓fj↓)

JyS
y
i S

y
j =

Jy
4
(f†
i↓f

†
j↓fi↑fj↑ − f†

i↓f
†
j↑fi↑fj↓

− f†
i↑f

†
j↓fi↓fj↑ + f†

i↑f
†
j↑fi↓fj↓)

JzS
z
i S

z
j =

Jz
4
(−f†

i↑f
†
j↑fi↑fj↑ + f†

i↑f
†
j↓fi↑fj↓

+ f†
i↓f

†
j↑fi↓fj↑ − f†

i↓f
†
j↓fi↓fj↓).

(C3)



12

Consider the following generic expression where opera-
tors are the mean-field channels and write them in the
same order in which the spin operators are written in C3.

A1χ̂
†
ijχ̂ij +A2∆̂

†
ij∆̂ij +A3Ê

x†
ij Ê

x
ij +A4Ê

y†
ij Ê

y
ij

+A5Ê
z†
ij Ê

z
ij +A6D̂

x†
ij D̂

x
ij +A7D̂

y†
ij D̂

y
ij

+A8D̂
z†
ij D̂

z
ij +A9n̂in̂j +A10n̂j

= n̂j(A1 +A3 +A4 +A5 +A10)

+ (f†
i↑f

†
j↑fi↑fj↑ + f†

i↓f
†
j↓fi↓fj↓)(A1 +A5 −A6 −A7 −A9)

+ (f†
i↓f

†
j↑fi↑fj↓ + f†

i↑f
†
j↓fi↓fj↑)(A1 +A2 −A5 −A8)

+ (f†
i↓f

†
j↑fi↓fj↑ + f†

i↑f
†
j↓fi↑fj↓)(−A2 +A3 +A4 −A8 −A9)

+ (f†
i↑f

†
j↑fi↓fj↓ + f†

i↓f
†
j↓fi↑fj↑)(A3 −A4 +A6 −A7)

(C4)

AFM coupling i.e. Jx,Jy,Jz > 0

In order to decompose the spin-spin interaction terms
into the fermionic mean-field operator, the coefficients of
the four-fermi terms in Eq. (C3) are compared with the
coefficients of four-fermi terms in Eq. (C4).

Aa10 = −(Aa1 +Aa3 +Aa4 +Aa5)

Aa9 = −1

4
−Aa1 − 2Aa2 +Aa3 +Aa4 +Aa5

Aa8 =
1

4
(1− δa,z) +Aa1 +Aa2 −Aa5

Aa7 =
1

4
(1− δa,y) +Aa1 +Aa2 −Aa4

Aa6 =
1

4
(1− δa,x) +Aa1 +Aa2 −Aa3

(C5)

Where the superscript a ∈ {x, y, z} to the coefficients A
are put to distinguish the coefficients coming from Sxi S

x
j ,

Syi S
y
j , S

z
i S

z
j . Using above we can write

JxS
x
i S

x
j + JyS

y
i S

y
j + JzS

z
i S

z
j

= χ†
ijχij(JxA

x
1 + JyA

y
1 + JzA

z
1)

+ ∆†
ij∆ij(JxA

x
2 + JyA

y
2 + JzA

z
2)

+ Ex
ij

†Ex
ij(JxA

x
3 + JyA

y
3 + JzA

z
3)

+ Ey
ij

†
Ey
ij(JxA

x
4 + JyA

y
4 + JzA

z
4)

+ Ez
ij

†Ez
ij(JxA

x
5 + JyA

y
5 + JzA

z
5)

+Dx
ij

†Dx
ij [Jx(A

x
1 +Ax2 −Ax3)

+ Jy(
1

4
+Ay1 +Ay2 −Ay3) + Jz(

1

4
+Az1 +Az2 −Az3)]

+Dy
ij

†
Dy
ij [Jx(

1

4
+Ax1 +Ax2 −Ax4)

+ Jy(A
y
1 +Ay2 −Ay4) + Jz(

1

4
+Az1 +Az2 −Az4)]

+Dz
ij

†Dz
ij [Jx(

1

4
+Ax1 +Ax2 −Ax5)

+ Jy(
1

4
+Ay1 +Ay2 −Ay5) + Jz(A

z
1 +Az2 −Az5)]

+ ninj [Jx(−
1

4
−Ax1 − 2Ax2 +Ax3 +Ax4 +Ax5)

+ Jy(−
1

4
−Ay1 − 2Ay2 +Ay3 +Ay4 +Ay5)

+ Jz(−
1

4
−Az1 − 2Az2 +Az3 +Az4 +Az5)]

− nj [Jx(A
x
1 +Ax3 +Ax4 +Ax5)

+ Jy(A
y
1 +Ay3 +Ay4 +Ay5)

+ Jz(A
z
1 +Az3 +Az4 +Az5)]

(C6)

Equation (C5) is the most general mean-field decompo-
sition along different mean-field channels.
In the Jx = Jy = Jz limit, we have a huge choice over

the mean-field decomposition since the coefficients Aij ,
where j ϵ {1, 2, 3, 4, 5}, i ϵ {x, y, z}, can take any value.
Here we are making one particular choice of decoupling
Aij = − 1

4 . This ensures that the mean-field energy is
bounded from below and that the mean-field Hamiltonian
will have all the possible mean-field channels. With the
above choice, the Hamiltonian will become,

H =− 3

4
J
∑
⟨i,j⟩

[{χ̂†
ijχ̂ij + ∆̂†

ij∆̂ij + Êx†
ij Ê

x
ij + Êy†

ij Ê
y
ij

+ Êz†
ij Ê

z
ij +

1

3
(D̂ijx

†D̂x
ij + D̂y†

ij D̂
y
ij + D̂ijz

†D̂z
ij)}

− 3

4
n̂in̂j + 3n̂j ]

(C7)

Upon enforcing the half-filling, i.e.

f†
iαfiα = 1

the last two terms will become constants and can be



13

dropped, as this will shift the energy spectrum by a con-
stant amount. Which gives,

HMF = −3

4
J
∑
⟨i,j⟩

[{χ∗
ijχ̂ij +∆∗

ij∆̂ij + Ex
ij

∗Êx
ij + Ey

ij
∗
Êy
ij

+ Ez
ij

∗Êz
ij +

1

3
(Dx

ij
∗D̂x

ij +Dy
ij

∗
D̂y
ij +Dz

ij
∗D̂z

ij) + h.c.}

− {|χij |2 + |∆ij |2 +
∣∣Ex

ij

∣∣2 + ∣∣Ey
ij

∣∣2 + ∣∣Ez
ij

∣∣2
+

1

3
(
∣∣Dx

ij

∣∣2 + ∣∣Dy
ij

∣∣2 + ∣∣Dz
ij

∣∣2)}]
(C8)

Appendix D: Symmetry relations between
mean-field parameters

This section finds the symmetry relations between the
mean-field parameters in the Eq. 25(in the main text),
where each bond in the pyrochlore unit cell has four com-
plex mean-field parameters χ̂ and Êa. Each symmetry
operation maps one bond to the other. A detailed list
of bond transformation and constraints on mean fields
due to the corresponding symmetry operation is given in
table V and VI.

FIG. 4. Pyrochlore unit cell with four sublattices indexed
with 0, 1, 2, 3 and 12 bonds depticed the figure. The sublat-
tices denoted with 1̄, 2̄, and 3̄, although do not belong to the
unit cell, are considered to label the bonds and to show the
bond transformation upon symmetry operation.

Given a bond ⟨ij⟩, first we consider the Hamiltonian
on that bond:

Tr[σαΨriu
α
rirjΨ

†
rj ].

Then, we perform the PSG operation corresponding to
the symmetry operation, say ’A’, and we get,

Tr[σαU†
AΨA(ri)W

†
A(A(ri))u

α
rirjWA(A(rj))Ψ

†
A(rj)

UA]

We already know how the bonds are going to be mapped
under A, i.e., A(i,j)=(i′, j′)(table V and VI). The above
term can be simplified as,

Tr[σαU†
AΨr′iW

†
A(r

′
i)u

α
rirjWA(r

′
j)Ψ

†
r′j
UA]

We can compare this to the Hamiltonian on the bond
⟨ij⟩ as,

Tr[σαΨr′iu
α
r′ir

′
j
Ψ†
r′j
] = Tr[σαU†

AΨr′iW
†
A(r

′
i)u

α
rirjWA(r

′
j)Ψ

†
r′j
UA]

which establishes the relation between,urirj and ur′ir′j .

We find these relations for each symmetry operation
listed in table V and VI, on the bonds for each of the 16
PSG classes. This will put forth the constraints on the
mean-field parameters, which are given in table V and VI
and also is decorated as the +/- signs and arrows over the
bonds of the unit cell of pyrochlore in Fig(5). Moreover,
we can use the translation PSG to establish the relation
between mean-field in different unit cells. Note that when
χ1 = 0, the mean-fields are equal in every unit cell, i.e.,

uαTi(rµ,r′ν)
= uαrµ,rν , i = 1, 2, 3

However, for χ1 = π,

T1 : uαrµ,r′ν = uαT1(rµ),T1(r′ν)

T2 : uαT2(rµ),T2(r′ν)
= (−1)r1+r

′
1uαrµ,r′ν

T3 : uαT3(rµ),T3(r′ν)
= (−1)r1+r

′
1(−1)r2+r

′
2uαrµ,r′ν

Since, T1(r1, r2, r3)µ = (r1 + 1, r2, r3)µ, T2(r1, r2, r3)µ =
(r1, r2 + 1, r3)µ, T3(r1, r2, r3)µ = (r1, r2, r3 + 1)µ, doing
a translation along T2 does not change r1, r3. Hence do-
ing two consecutive translations along T2 restores u

α
rµ,r′ν

.

Similarly, doing a T3 operation does not affect r1, r2 and
resulting in restoring the uαrµ,r′ν upon two successive T3

operation. The extended pyrochlore unit cell consists of
four down-pointing tetrahedra, denoted as bottom, left,
right, and top. There are 16 sub-lattices, four from each
down-pointing tetrahedra, labeled as B0, B1, B2, B3, L0,
L1, L2, L3, R0, R1, R2, R3, T0, T1, T2, T3. In PSG
cases 1, 2, 13, and 14 the mean-field Hamiltonian is

HMF = −3

4
J

 ∑
⟨rµ,r′ν⟩

χrµ,r′ν χ̂rµ,r′ν + h.c.

+
9

4
JNχ2

Similarly, for PSG cases 3, 4, 15 and 16

HMF = −3

4
J

∑
⟨i,j⟩

Ex
ij

∗Êx
ij + Ez

ij
∗Êz

ij + h.c.


+

3

4
JN(|Ex|2 + |Ez|2)]

For PSG cases 7, 8, 11, and 12 the mean-field Hamil-
tonian will be,

HMF = −3

4
J

∑
⟨i,j⟩

Ey
ij

∗
Êy
ij + h.c.

+
9

4
JN |Ey|2
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Symmetry Bond Case 1 Case 2 Case 3 Case 4 Case 7 Case 8

Operations Transformation

(23) (01) → (01) ux
01 = 0 ux

01 = 0 u0
01 = 0 u0

01 = 0 ux
01 = 0 ux

01 = 0

uz
01 = 0 uz

01 = 0 uy
01 = 0 uy

01 = 0 uz
01 = 0 uz

01 = 0

(14) (01) → (10) uy
01 = 0 uy

01 = 0 u
x(z)
01 = −u

x(z)
10 u

x(z)
01 = −u

x(z)
10 σ1uy

01σ
1 = uy

10 σ1uy
01σ

1 = uy
10

(14)(23) (01) → (10) uα
01 = uα

10 uy
01 = 0 uα

01 = −uα
10 uα

01 = −uα
10 u0

01 = 0 u0
01 = 0

C3 = C̄−2
6 (01) → (02) uα

01 = uα
02 u0

01 = −u0
02 u

x(z)
01 = u

x(z)
02 u

x(z)
01 = −u

x(z)
02 uy

01 = uy
02 uy

01 = −uy
02

(01̄) → (02̄) uα
01̄ = uα

02̄ u0
01̄ = −u0

02̄ u
x(z)

01̄
= u

x(z)

02̄
u
x(z)

01̄
= −u

x(z)

02̄
uy
01̄

= uy
02̄

uy
01̄

= −uy
02̄

(12) → (23) uα
12 = uα

23 u0
12 = −u0

23 u
x(z)
12 = u

x(z)
23 u

x(z)
12 = −u

x(z)
23 uy

12 = uy
23 uy

12 = −uy
23

(1̄2̄) → (2̄3̄) uα
1̄2̄ = uα

2̄3̄ u0
1̄2̄ = −u0

2̄3̄ u
x(z)

1̄2̄
= u

x(z)

2̄3̄
u
x(z)

1̄2̄
= −u

x(z)

2̄3̄
uy
1̄2̄

= uy
2̄3̄

uy
1̄2̄

= −uy
2̄3̄

C2
3 = C̄2

6 (01) → (03) uα
01 = uα

03 u0
01 = −u0

03 u
x(z)
01 = u

x(z)
03 u

x(z)
01 = −u

x(z)
03 uy

01 = uy
03 uy

01 = −uy
03

(01̄) → (03̄) uα
01̄ = uα

03̄ u0
01̄ = −u0

03̄ u
x(z)

01̄
= u

x(z)

03̄
u
x(z)

01̄
= −u

x(z)

03̄
uy
01̄

= uy
03̄

uy
01̄

= −uy
03̄

(12) → (31) uα
12 = uα

31 u0
12 = u0

31 u
x(z)
12 = u

x(z)
31 u

x(z)
12 = u

x(z)
31 uy

12 = uy
31 uy

12 = uy
31

(1̄2̄) → (3̄1̄) uα
1̄2̄ = uα

3̄1̄ u0
1̄2̄ = u0

3̄1̄ u
x(z)

1̄2̄
= u

x(z)

3̄1̄
u
x(z)

1̄2̄
= u

x(z)

3̄1̄
uy
1̄2̄

= uy
3̄1̄

uy
1̄2̄

= uy
3̄1̄

I = C̄3
6 (01) → (01̄) uα

01 = uα
01̄ u0

01 = −u0
01̄ u

x(z)
01 = u

x(z)

01̄
u
x(z)
01 = −u

x(z)

01̄
uy
01 = uy

01̄
uy
01 = −uy

01̄

(12) → (1̄2̄) uα
12 = uα

1̄2̄ u0
12 = u0

12 u
x(z)
12 = u

x(z)

1̄2̄
u
x(z)
12 = u

x(z)

1̄2̄
uy
12 = uy

1̄2̄
uy
12 = uy

1̄2̄

Σ = S.I (01) → (31) uα
01 = uα

31 u0
01 = u0

31 u
x(z)
01 = u

x(z)
31 u

x(z)
01 = u

x(z)
31 uy

31 = −σ1uy
01σ

1 uy
31 = −σ1uy

01σ
1

TABLE V. The constraints on mean-field are given for PSG cases 1 to 8. The PSG cases 5 and 6 are not mentioned as all the
mean fields are zero.

Symmetry Bond Case 11 Case 12 Case 13 Case 14 Case 15 Case 16

Operations Transformation

(23) (01) → (01) ux
01 = 0 ux

01 = 0 ux
01 = 0 ux

01 = 0 u0
01 = 0 u0

01 = 0

uz
01 = 0 uz

01 = 0 uz
01 = 0 uz

01 = 0 uy
01 = 0 uy

01 = 0

(14) (01) → (10) σ1uy
01σ

1 = uy
10 σ1uy

01σ
1 = uy

10 uy
01 = 0 uy

01 = 0 u
x(z)
01 = −u

x(z)
10 u

x(z)
01 = −u

x(z)
10

(14)(23) (01) → (10) u0
01 = 0 u0

01 = 0 uα
01 = uα

10 uα
01 = uα

10 uα
01 = −uα

10 uα
01 = −uα

10

C3 = C̄−2
6 (01) → (02) uy

01 = uy
02 uy

01 = −uy
02 u0

01 = u0
02 u0

01 = −u0
02 u

x(z)
01 = u

x(z)
02 u

x(z)
01 = −u

x(z)
02

(01̄) → (02̄) uy
01̄

= uy
02̄

uy
01̄

= −uy
02̄

u0
01̄ = u0

02̄ u0
01̄ = −u0

02̄ u
x(z)

01̄
= u

x(z)

02̄
u
x(z)

01̄
= −u

x(z)

02̄

(12) → (23) uy
12 = uy

23 uy
12 = −uy

23 u0
12 = u0

23 u0
12 = −u0

23 u
x(z)
12 = u

x(z)
23 u

x(z)
12 = −u

x(z)
23

(1̄2̄) → (2̄3̄) uy
1̄2̄

= uy
2̄3̄

uy
1̄2̄

= −uy
2̄3̄

u0
1̄2̄ = u0

2̄3̄ u0
1̄2̄ = −u0

2̄3̄ u
x(z)

1̄2̄
= u

x(z)

2̄3̄
u
x(z)

1̄2̄
= −u

x(z)

2̄3̄

C2
3 = C̄2

6 (01) → (03) uy
01 = uy

03 uy
01 = −uy

03 u0
01 = u0

03 u0
01 = −u0

03 u
x(z)
01 = u

x(z)
03 u

x(z)
01 = −u

x(z)
03

(01̄) → (03̄) uy
01̄

= uy
03̄

uy
01̄

= −uy
03̄

u0
01̄ = u0

03̄ u0
01̄ = −u0

03̄ u
x(z)

01̄
= u

x(z)

03̄
u
x(z)

01̄
= −u

x(z)

03̄

(12) → (31) uy
12 = uy

31 uy
12 = uy

31 u0
12 = u0

31 u0
12 = u0

31 u
x(z)
12 = u

x(z)
31 u

x(z)
12 = u

x(z)
31

(1̄2̄) → (3̄1̄) uy
1̄2̄

= uy
3̄1̄

uy
1̄2̄

= uy
3̄1̄

u0
1̄2̄ = u0

3̄1̄ u0
1̄2̄ = u0

3̄1̄ u
x(z)

1̄2̄
= u

x(z)

3̄1̄
u
x(z)

1̄2̄
= u

x(z)

3̄1̄

I = C̄3
6 (01) → (01̄) uy

01 = −uy
01̄

uy
01 = uy

01̄
u0
01 = −u0

01̄ u0
01 = u0

01̄ u
x(z)
01 = −u

x(z)

01̄
u
x(z)
01 = u

x(z)

01̄

(12) → (1̄2̄) uy
12 = −uy

1̄2̄
uy
12 = −uy

1̄2̄
u0
12 = −u0

1̄2̄ u0
12 = −u0

12 u
x(z)
12 = −u

x(z)

1̄2̄
u
x(z)
12 = −u

x(z)

1̄2̄

Σ = S.I (01) → (31) uy
31 = −σ1uy

01σ
1 uy

31 = −σ1uy
01σ

1 u0
01 = u0

31 u0
01 = u0

31 u
x(z)
01 = −u

x(z)
31 u

x(z)
01 = u

x(z)
31

TABLE VI. The constraints on mean-field are given for PSG cases 11 to 16. The PSG cases 9 and 10 are not mentioned as all
the mean-field are zero.
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A. Stunault, and H. M. Rønnow, Nature Physics 9, 435
(2013).

[3] H. L. Stormer, Rev. Mod. Phys. 71, 875 (1999).
[4] E. Lieb, T. Schultz, and D. Mattis, Annals of Physics 16,

407 (1961).
[5] M. Oshikawa, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, 1535 (2000).
[6] M. B. Hastings, Phys. Rev. B 69, 104431 (2004).
[7] X. Chen, Z.-C. Gu, and X.-G. Wen, Phys. Rev. B 83,

035107 (2011).
[8] S. A. Parameswaran, A. M. Turner, D. P. Arovas, and

A. Vishwanath, Nature Physics 9, 299 (2013).
[9] S. Sanyal, K. Dhochak, and S. Bhattacharjee, Phys. Rev.

B 99, 134425 (2019).
[10] L. E. Chern and Y. B. Kim, Scientific Reports 9, 10974

(2019).
[11] H.-C. Jiang, Z. Wang, and L. Balents, Nature Physics 8,

902 (2012).
[12] S. Yan, D. A. Huse, and S. R.

White, Science 332, 1173 (2011),
https://www.science.org/doi/pdf/10.1126/science.1201080.
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