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How electronic topology develops in strongly correlated systems represents a fundamental chal-
lenge in the field of quantum materials. Recent studies have advanced the characterization and
diagnosis of topology in Mott insulators whose underlying electronic structure is topologically non-
trivial, through “Green’s function zeros”. However, their counterparts in metallic systems have yet
to be explored. Here, we address this problem in an orbital-selective Mott phase (OSMP), which is
of extensive interest to a variety of strongly correlated systems with a short-range Coulomb repul-
sion. We demonstrate symmetry protected crossing of the zeros in an OSMP. Utilizing the concept
of Green’s function Berry curvature, we show that the zero crossing has a quantized Berry flux. The
resulting notion of Dirac zeros provides a window into the largely hidden landscape of topological
zeros in strongly correlated metallic systems and, moreover, opens up a means to diagnose strongly
correlated topology in new materials classes.

Introduction. Quantum fluctuations as promoted by
strong correlations drive novel electronic phases of matter
[1, 2], and this also applies when the underlying electronic
structure is topologically nontrivial [3–10]. One impor-
tant question is how to diagnose electronic topology in
the strongly correlated settings. In band theory of non-
interacting crystalline systems, lattice symmetries con-
strain the one-electron eigenstates–the Bloch states–and
serve as indicators for topology [11–16]; they uniquely de-
termine the representations [14] of the Bloch states and
justify the robustness of band degeneracies in the en-
ergy dispersion [17]. In interacting systems, a fundamen-
tal quantity is the single-particle Green’s function [18],
which describes the frequency and wavevector-resolved
propagation of an electron in the many-particle environ-
ment. The eigenvectors of the Green’s function form a
representation of the space group [19]. In addition, these
eigenvectors allow for the introduction of a Green’s func-
tion Berry curvature [20].

Mott insulators develop when the Coulomb repulsion
is strong (and the band filling is commensurate). They
have been known to feature Green’s function zeros [21–
23], contours in frequency-momentum space at which the
Green’s function vanishes. The roles of these zeros in the
topology of Mott insulators have recently gained consid-
erable interest [24, 25] in the presence of topological non-
interacting bands [26]. In particular, it was shown that
symmetry constraints based on Green’s function eigen-
vectors also act on the zeros [24]. Moreover, the notion
of Green’s function Berry flux quantization has been il-
lustrated in a Mott insulator derived from long-ranged
interactions [20]. The quantized flux of the zeros serves
as a means to search for topological Mott insulators.

In this work, we address whether and how Green’s
function zeros can play a role in the topology of corre-

lated metallic systems. To this end, we study an orbital-
selective Mott phase, arising in correlated multi-orbital
systems when a subset of the orbitals are (on the verge
of being) localized. OSMP and its proximate regimes are
increasingly being recognized as important to a variety of
strongly correlated materials platforms [2, 27–39]. Fur-
thermore, we consider a local Coulomb repulsion. We
show that symmetry protected zero crossings occur and
demonstrate the notion of Dirac zeros in terms of a quan-
tization of the Green’s function Berry flux. Given that
the orbital-selective Mott physics is prevalent across the
strongly correlated metallic systems, our work opens up
an important new avenue to realize strongly correlated
topological matter.

Model and Methods. We consider a four-orbital in-
teracting Hamiltonian defined on a cubic lattice, taking
the form of H = H0 +Hint.

The noninteracting part preserves a U(1)-spin rota-

tional symmetry along the z-axis; in accordance, H↑
0 =

[H↓
0]

†. The kinetic Hamiltonian for the spin-↑ electrons

is given by H↑
0 =

∑
k Ψ

†
k↑H

↑
0 (k)Ψk↑, where Ψk↑ =

[ψAh↑, ψBh↑ψAl↑, ψBl↑]
T , with subscripts τ = A/B and

o = h/l introduced to distinguish the sublattices and
heavy/light orbitals, respectively.

H↑
0 (k) =

(
H↑

0,hh(k) H↑
0,hl(k)

[H↑
0,hl(k)]

† H↑
0,ll(k)

)
, (1)

in which H↑
0,hh/ll(k) = 2th/tl(cos kx+cos ky+cos kz)τz+

2tsoch/l(sin kxτx + sin kyτy) and H↑
0,hl(k) = 2thl(cos kx +

cos ky + cos kz). τx/y/z are the Pauli matrices acting
on the sublattice space. Furthermore, th (tl) and tsoch
(tsocl ) denote the nearest neighbor direct hopping and
spin-orbit coupling between the heavy (light) orbitals, re-
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spectively, while thl represents the nearest neighbor hop-
ping between the heavy and light orbitals. We consider
|th| to be considerably smaller than |tl|, such that for the
same interaction strength, the heavy orbitals are much
more correlated than the light orbitals. Without a loss
of generality, we adopt the following parameters: th = 1,
tsoch = 0.6, tl = 4, tsocl = 2.4 and thl = 1.5.

We will consider the effect of an onsite Coulomb repul-
sion. Our focus will be on a range of interactions that are
small compared to the light bandwidth and, accordingly,
have a relatively weak effect on the light band. Thus, for
simplicity, we will study only the effect of an intraorbital
Hubbard interaction that acts on the heavy orbitals:

Hint =
∑
τ

U

2
(nτh↑ + nτh↓ − 1)

2
, (2)

where the index τ enumerates the two subalttices of the
heavy orbitals. The model contains a C4z rotational sym-
metry, which protects the gapless Dirac points in the
weak coupling region.

Dispersive zeros may arise only if the electron self-
energy is k-dependent. To capture such effects, we de-
velop a cluster version of the U(1)-slave-spin (SS) method
[40]. In the U(1)-SS approach, an electronic operator is

expressed as ψ†
iτoσ = S+

iτoσf
†
iτoσ, where the SS operator

S+ is introduced to carry the charge degree of freedom
and the auxiliary fermion f† the spin degree of freedom
in the form of a “spinon” operator. The enlarged Hilbert
space spanned by the SS and auxiliary fermion is lim-
ited to the physical ones when we impose the constraint
Sziτoσ+1/2 = f†iτoσfiτoσ. We treat the Hamiltonian in the
SS representation at the saddle-point level, which leads
to two decoupled effective Hamiltonians, each containing
only the SS or auxiliary fermions, respectively [See the
supplementary materials (SM)]. Furthermore, we exactly
diagonalize the SS Hamiltonian which is constrained on
a finite cluster that is embedded in an effective medium;
here, we consider a cluster size of two unit cells.

The Mott transition of an orbital is signaled by the
vanishing of its quasiparticle weight, which is deter-
mined from Ziτoσ = |⟨S+

iτoσ⟩|2. The spatial fluctua-

tions are captured by the bond operators χfiτoσ,jτ ′o′σ′ =

⟨S+
iτoσS

−
jτ ′o′σ′⟩. Further details of the method and its

context are given in the SM.
Orbital selective Mott phase. In the noninteracting

limit, the Hamiltonian describes two species of semimet-
als, each associated with one kind of orbital and each
having four gapless (Dirac) points sitting at the momenta
(π, 0,±π

2 ) and (0, π,±π
2 ). The system contains both the

time-reversal (T ) and inversion (I) symmetries. The dis-
crete rotation C4z symmetry protects the Dirac crossings
along the high symmetry lines paralleled to the z-axis.
The noninteracting band structure along the high sym-
metry line X − R is displayed in Fig. 1(b), showing a
symmetry protected Dirac node.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)
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FIG. 1. (a) Brillouin zone of a cubic lattice, with high sym-
metry points marked. (b) The non-interacting band structure
of the narrow (cyan) and wide (black) bands along a high
symmetry line (X − R), showing a Dirac node protected by
symmetry. (c) Quasiparticle weight of the heavy electrons as
a function of the onsite interaction U . (d) Red dashed lines:
Green’s function zeros in the OSMP phase, for U/th = 10,
dispersing along X − R. Cyan solid lines: Dispersion of the
bare narrower-band electrons, at U = 0.

We are now in position to discuss the correlation ef-
fect. As depicted in Fig. 1(c), the quasiparticle weight of
the heavy orbitals monotonically decreases as we increase
the strength of the intra-orbital on-site Hubbard interac-
tion. It eventually diminishes to zero at a critical value
Uc/th = 9.5. Notice that, the effective interorbital hy-
bridization between the heavy and light electrons equals
to

√
Zhthl, which also vanishes in the OSMP. In other

words, the heavy electrons are decoupled from the light
ones in the OSMP, leading to the notion of correlation-
driven dehybridization, which is analogous to the Kondo-
destroyed fixed point of heavy fermion systems [28–30].
Such a dehybridization fixed point is realized from the
competition between the hybridization and spatial corre-
lations, which protects the stability of the OSMP [41, 42].

Dirac nodes of Green’s function zeros. We
now turn to the single particle Green’s func-
tion. In the SS approach, it is represented by the
SS and auxiliary fermions as Gτoτ

′o′

σ (i − j, τ) =

−⟨TτS−
iτoσ(τ)S

+
jτ ′o′σ(0)fiτoσ(τ)f

†
jτ ′o′σ(0)⟩. At the

saddle-point level, the Green’s function is decomposed
into coherent and incoherent parts as follows:

Gτoτ
′o′(k, iωn) =

√
ZτoZτ ′o′G

τoτ ′o′

f (k, iωn)

+Gτoτ
′o′

incoh (k, iωn) .
(3)

In the coherent part, Gτoτ
′o′

f represents the Green’s func-
tion of the auxiliary fermion. In our case, the quasipar-
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ticle weights (Zτl) for the light orbitals are equal to 1
across the whole phase diagram. In the OSMP phase,
the heavy electrons completely lose their coherence and,
thus, the coherent part of the Green’s function is entirely
comprised of the light orbitals. On the other hand, the
incoherent part of the Green’s function is uniquely con-
tributed by the heavy orbitals. The momentum-resolved
incoherent Green’s function is obtained by a Fourier
transform of the real space counterpart. This leads to

Gτoτ
′o′

incoh (k, iωn) = Gτoτ
′o′

incoh (0, iωn)

+
∑
R ̸=0

eik·RGτoτ
′o′

incoh (R, iωn) ,
(4)

whereR enumerates through the separations between the
unit cells. The specific expressions of Gτoτ

′o′

incoh (0, iωn) and

Gτoτ
′o′

incoh (R, iωn) are shown in the SM.

We focus on the OSMP, which is illustrated with the
choice of the interaction strength U/th = 10. We cal-
culate the determinant of the retarded Green’s function
|detG(k, ω+ i0+)| for the heavy orbitals in order to look
for the zeros of the interacting single-particle Green’s
function.

To further elaborate on the electronic properties in the
OSMP, we show the spectrum function for the heavy or-
bitals in Fig. 2(a), which is calculated from ρh(k, ω) =
− 1
π

∑
τσ G

τhτh
σ (k, ω + i0+). The lower and upper Hub-

bard bands are separated by a Mott gap as marked by
the arrow shown in Fig. 2(a). We then turn to dis-
cussing the frequency resolved determinant of the Green’s
function. Its frequency dependence at k = (π, 0, 0) and
k = (π, 0, π2 ) is respectively displayed in Figs. 2(b,c) on a
logarithmic scale. The lower and upper Hubbard bands
correspond to the broad shoulder-like peaks at high fre-
quencies. Whereas the Green’s function zeros, marked
by the black arrows, reside within the Mott gap. Dif-
ferent from the case of momentum X, which is shown
in Fig. 2(b), only one dip is observed at momentum
k = (π, 0, π/2) [Fig. 2(c)], showing that the Green’s func-
tion zeros are merged at this momentum.

The collection of zeros at the different wavevectors is
depicted in Fig. 1(d). The red dashed lines show the dis-
persive zeros along the high symmetry line X −R. Fur-
thermore, two branches of Green’s function zeros merge
exactly at momentum for the Dirac node of the bare
heavy electrons in the noninteracting limit, which are de-
noted by the cyan solid lines in Fig. 1(d). (Here, “bare”
means both at U = 0 and without a hybridization be-
tween the heavy and light electrons.) This result demon-
strates the presence and robustness of the “gapless” node
coming from the Green’s function zeros in the strongly
correlated limit, and motivates us to use the eigenvectors
of the Green’s function zeros (instead of Green’s function
poles) to diagnose the topology in such strongly corre-
lated systems.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 2. (a) The energy distribution of the total spectral func-
tion along X − R, at U/th = 10. The Mott gap is marked.
(b) and (c), The variance of |detG(k, ω)| for the heavy or-
bitals versus ω, demonstrating the Green’s function zeros, at
k = (π, 0, 0) and k = (π, 0, π/2), respectively, (d) Eigenvalues
of G+(k, ω) at fixed frequency ω = 0, along the high symme-
try line X −R.

Quantization of Green’s function Berry flux. In the
noninteracting limit, the winding of the Bloch functions
in the momentum space is used to calculate the Berry flux
quantization. The question is how to define an appropri-
ate Berry phase for the strongly correlated case. Here,
we use a frequency-dependent Berry curvature from the
Green’s function eigenvectors, which has recently been
introduced [20].

We define a Hermitian combination:

G+(k, ω) = GR(k, ω) +GA(k, ω) , (5)

where GR,A are the retarded and advanced Green’s func-
tions. We focus on this combination (as opposed to,
say, G−1

+ ) because it is regular across the zeros in the
frequency-momentum space. The α-th eigenvalues and
eigenvectors of the new Green’s function are obtained by
the eigenvalue equation,

G+(k, ω)|ϕα(k, ω)⟩ = λα+|ϕα(k, ω)⟩ . (6)

Because of the Hermiticity, the eigenvalues λ+ are al-
ways real. The eigenvalues of G+ at ω = 0 is depicted
in Fig. 2(d). Similar to the noninteracting bands and
Green’s function zeros, along the same high symmetry
line, the “band”s show a nodal crossing at the middle
point of X −R.

Furthermore, from the “energy” (eigenvalues λ+) of
the “bands”, we are able to define the Berry curvature
associated with the eigenvectors at momentum k and fre-
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(a) (b)

(c)

FIG. 3. (a) and (b), The Green’s function Berry curvature,
B↑

z (k, ω), for frequency ω = 0, in the kz = 0 and kz = π
planes, respectively. (c) The spin Chern number obtained
from the Green’s function Berry curvature as a variance of kz
at the fixed frequency ω = 0, demonstrating the quantization
of the corresponding Berry flux around the Dirac node of
zeros.

qeuncy ω. It takes the form of

Bm(k, ω) =
∑
α,ij

ϵijm [⟨∂iϕα(k, ω)|∂jϕα(k, ω)⟩] , (7)

where α sums over the “bands” with eigenvalue λα+
smaller than 0, and ϵijm is the Levi-Civita symbol. For a
given kz and ω, a frequency dependent spin Chern num-
ber is then calculated by

Cs(ω, kz) =
i

2π

∑
σ

(−1)σ
∫
dk⊥B

σ
z (k⊥, kz, ω) . (8)

with k⊥ = (kx, ky), and σ = 0(1) for spin-↑(↓).
We focus on the case ω = 0. The Berry curvatures

(spin-↑) at kz = 0 and kz = π planes are displayed in
Figs. 3(a,b), which are seen to have different signs. Their
distribution in the kx − ky plane captures the dispersion
of the Green’s function “bands”. We find them to be
quantized in both planes after integrating the Berry cur-
vature over the whole Brillouin zone plane. We further
scan the Chern numbers Cs as a function of kz, which are
shown in Fig. 3(c). There is a sudden jump by a value
of 4, when the cutting plane crosses the nodal points at
kz = ±π/2. There are two nodes at each of the kz = π/2
and kz = −π/2 planes (as can be inferred from the SM,
Fig. 4). Accordingly, there is a jump of 2 across each
crossing.

The quantization of the Berry flux shows an enclosed
monopole charge at a touching point of the Green’s func-
tion bands. Given that the zero crossing has a four-fold
degeneracy and a quantized Green’s function monopole
charge, we will refer to it as a Dirac zero.

Discussion. Several remarks are in order. Firstly,

by using the Green’s function Berry flux, we have de-
fined the notion of Dirac zeros. We expect that this can
be readily extended to other settings, such as Weyl ze-
ros in correlated systems with broken inversion or time-
reversal symmetry. Secondly, our work provides a sys-
tematic approach to diagnose the electronic topology in
the correlation-driven orbital selective Mott phase. In
addition to heavy fermion metals, orbital-selective Mott
correlations have been extensively discussed in Fe-based
superconductors [32, 33] and are also being recognized in
both the moiré structures [34–37] and geometry-induced
flat band compounds [38, 39]. Many of these systems
contain topological electron bands. As such, the notion
of Dirac/Weyl zeros serves as a diagnostic tool to search
and obtain new types of strongly correlated topological
phases and materials. Finally, it has been increasingly
recognized that the Green’s function zeros contribute to
measurable physical quantities, such as the Luttinger vol-
ume [43, 44], Hall effect [44–47] and even quantum oscil-
lations [20, 48] in a consistent way [44]. Consequently,
the topological feature defined from Green’s function ze-
ros is expected to influence physical properties in a non-
trivial manner. This exciting prospect warrants further
exploration.

Conclusion. In a multiorbital model with topological
bandstructure, we have demonstrated a symmetry pro-
tected crossing of Green’s function zeros in its orbital-
selective Mott phase (OSMP). Through the concept of
Green’s function Berry curvature, we have found that
the four-fold zero crossing carries a quantized monopole
charge. Our results show that the Dirac zeros provide a
means to search for and realize new type of topological
phases in strongly correlated metallic materials. More
generally, our work illustrates the power of strong corre-
lations to enable novel topological phases of matter in a
broad range of quantum materials.

Note added: After the completion of this work, re-
cent works addressing different models with a focus on
edge zeros in strongly interacting topological insulators
became available [49, 50].
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

Noninteracting Hamiltonian and Dirac nodes

In this section, we present the further details on the kinetic part of the Hamitlonian. As described in the main text,
it preserves the U(1)-spin rotational symmetry and, therefore H↑

0 = [H↑
0]

†. In the basis of Ψ↑
k = [ψ↑

Ah, ψ
↑
Bh, ψ

↑
Al, ψ

↑
Bl],

the Hamiltonian is written as

H↑
0 (k) =


thϵk tsoch Vk thlϵk 0
tsoch V ∗

k −thϵk 0 thlϵk
thlϵk 0 tlϵk tsocl Vk
0 thlϵk tsocl V ∗

k −tlϵk

 . (9)

The parameters th/l, t
soc
h/l and thl are chosen to be real, and

ϵk = 2(cos kx + cos ky + cos kz) , (10)

Vk = 2(sin kx − i sin ky) (11)

are the form factors related to the nearest neighbor direct hopping and spin-orbit coupling, respectively. Altogether,
there are 8 Dirac nodes, with 4 each coming from the heavy (light) orbitals. They are sitting at the momenta
k∗ = (π, 0,±π/2) and k∗ = (0, π,±π/2), with the sign of the monopole charge (defined for spin-↑) as shown in Fig. 4.
The model we consider has a U(1) spin rotational symmetry (along with time-reversal and inversion symmetries); as
a result, the monopole charge of a Dirac point can be defined from a single spin species. Dirac points with other kinds
of symmetries can also be considered [51].

𝑘! 𝑘"

𝑘#

X

Γ

Z

M

FIG. 4. The position of the Dirac points in the noninteracting limit. The red (blue) indicates a positive (negative) sign of
monopole charge (defined for spin-↑ component).

Details of the cluster slave spin calculation

In this section, we describe the cluster SS method. As we consider only the interactions on the heavy orbitals,
the physical fermionic operators of the heavy orbitals are expressed in terms of the SS and spinon operators as
ψ†
τhσ = S+

τhσf
†
τhσ. The intra-orbital Hubbard interaction can be represented by the SS operators as:

Hint =
U

2

∑
i,τ

(∑
σ

Szτhσ

)2

. (12)
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This representation has a U(1) symmetry. Compared to the Z2 formulation [52], it has the advantage of allowing
the charge degrees of freedom to be expressed in terms of the SS operators alone. Finally, compared to the cluster
formulation [53, 54] of the slave rotor approach [55, 56], the small Hilbert space of a slave spin operator facilitates the
analysis of the cluster equations.

We then treat the full Hamiltonian at the saddle point level, which contains two decomposed effective Hamiltonian
with the SS and spinon operactors only. They are specified as follows,

Hf =
∑

ij,σ,ττ ′

thττ ′eiθ
ττ′
ij,hσ ⟨S+

iτhσS
−
jτ ′hσ⟩f

†
iτhσfjτ ′hσ + h.c.+

∑
ij,σ,ττ ′

thl⟨S+
iτhσ⟩f

†
iτhσψjτ ′lσ + h.c.

− λ
∑
iσ,τ

f†iτhσfiτhσ +H[ψAl, ψBl] ,
(13)

HS =
∑

ijσ,ττ ′

thττ ′⟨eiθ
ττ′
ij,hσf†iτhσfjτ ′hσ⟩S+

iτhσS
−
jτ ′hσ + h.c.+

∑
ijσ,ττ ′

thl⟨f†iτhσψjτ ′lσ⟩S+
iτhσ + h.c.

+ λ
∑
iσ,τ

(
Sziτhσ +

1

2

)
+Hint ,

(14)

where θττ
′

ij,hσ is the phase factor between the sublattices τ and τ ′ of the heavy orbitals in unit cells i and j for spin

σ, and thAA = −thBB = th, t
h
AB = thBA = tsoch . H[ψAl, ψBl] is the noninteracting Hamiltonian between the light

orbitals. A Lagrangian multiplier λ is introduced to fix the constraint Sziτhσ+1/2 = f†iτhσfiτhσ. Similar to the cluster
formulations of other auxiliary-particle approaches [53, 54], we treat the SS Hamiltonian by considering a cluster with
two unit cells embedded in an average medium. This leads to a cluster SS Hamiltonian

HS =
∑
τ

thττχ
ττ
S S+

τhσ,1S
−
τhσ,2 + h.c.+

∑
ττ ′,τ ̸=τ ′

thττ ′χττ
′

S S+
τhσ,1S

−
τ ′hσ,2 + h.c.

+
∑
τ

5thττχ
ττ
S ⟨S+

τhσ⟩
(
S−
τhσ,1 + S−

τhσ,2

)
+ h.c.+

∑
ττ ′,τ ̸=τ ′

3thττ ′χττ
′

S ⟨S+
τhσ⟩

(
S−
τ ′hσ,1 + S−

τ ′hσ,2

)
+ h.c.

+
∑
σ,ττ ′

6thlχ
fτψτ′
S

(
S+
τhσ,1 + S+

τhσ,2

)
+ h.c.+ λ

∑
σ,τ

(
Szτhσ,1 + Szτhσ,2 + 1

)
+Hint ,

(15)

where the subscripts 1, 2 label the two unit cells in the cluster, and

χττS =
1

12Nk

∑
k

ϵk⟨f†kτhσfkτhσ⟩ ,

χττ
′

S =
1

8Nk

∑
k

Vk⟨f†kτhσfkτ ′hσ⟩ ,

χ
fτψτ′
S =

1

12Nk

∑
k

ϵk⟨f†kτhσψkτ ′lσ⟩ .

(16)

The expectation values appearing in the Hf are then replaced by the expectation values obtained from HS of Eq. (15):

⟨S+
iτhσS

−
jτ ′hσ⟩ =

{
⟨S+
τhσ,1S

−
τ ′hσ,2⟩ i, j ∈ n.n.

0 otherwise
(17)

⟨S+
iτhσ⟩ = ⟨S+

τhσ,1⟩ = ⟨S+
τhσ,2⟩ =

√
Zτhσ . (18)
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The spinon Hamiltonian is then written as

Hf =
∑
ijσ,τ

thττχ
1
ff

†
iτhσfjτhσ + h.c.+

∑
ijσ,ττ ′,τ ̸=τ ′

thττ ′χ2
ff

†
iτhσfjτhσ + h.c.

+
∑

ijσ,ττ ′

thl
√
Ziτhσf

†
iτhσψjτ ′lσ + h.c.− λ

∑
iσ,τ

f†iτhσfiτhσ +H[ψAl, ψBl],
(19)

with χ1
f = ⟨S+

Ahσ,1S
−
Ahσ,2⟩ and χ2

f = ⟨S+
Ahσ,1S

−
Bhσ,2⟩. Combining the equations from Eq. (15)-(19), it is sufficient to

solve the interacting Hamiltonian self-consistently. The variance of χ1
f , χ

2
f and quasipartice weight is shown in Fig. 5.

Both χ1
f and χ2

f remain to be nonzero throughout, while Z = 0 in the OSMP. We note that the filling of each orbital
remains 1 throughout the phase diagram.

FIG. 5. The quasiparticle weight and the expectation values of the bond operators χ1
f and χ2

f versus the interaction strength.

Single-particle Green’s function in the cluster slave spin method

The cluster SS method gives rise to a translationally-invariant single-particle Green’s function of physical electrons.
It is obtained by

Gττ
′

ψ (k, ω) =
∑
R

e−ikRGττ
′

ψ (R, ω)

= Gττ
′

ψ (0, ω) +
∑
R ̸=0

e−ikRGττ
′

ψ (R, ω),
(20)

where the spin and orbital indices are abbreviated. At zero temperature, the first term is calculated by

Gττ
′

ψ (0, ω) =
∑
k

∑
α

∑
m

Λα,kττ ′

[
⟨0|S+

τ,1|m⟩⟨m|S−
τ ′,1|0⟩ (1−Θ(ϵαk))

ω − Em − ϵαk
+

⟨0|S−
τ ′,1|m⟩⟨m|S+

τ,1|0⟩Θ(ϵαk)

ω + Em − ϵαk

]
, (21)

where Λα,kττ ′ = ⟨αk|f†kτfkτ ′ |αk⟩, with ϵαk (|αk⟩) the α-th eigenvalues (eigenvectors) of the spinon Hamiltonian. Here, |m⟩
enumerates the eigenvectors of the cluster SS Hamiltonian (Eq. (15)) and Em denotes the corresponding eigen-energy.
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The second term can be obtained from:

Gττ
′

ψ (R, ω) =
∑
k

∑
α

∑
m

eikRΛα,kττ ′

[
⟨0|S+

τ,1|m⟩⟨m|S−
τ ′,2|0⟩ (1−Θ(ϵαk))

ω − Em − ϵαk
+

⟨0|S−
τ ′,2|m⟩⟨m|S+

τ,1|0⟩Θ(ϵαk)

ω + Em − ϵαk

]
, (22)

where the operator S±
τ,1 and S±

τ,2 are sitting on different unit cells in the SS cluster. The translational invariance of
the Green’s function is satisfied because all the sites and bonds pick up the SS contributions according to Eqs. (17)
and (18).

These two terms can be further separated into coherent and incoherent parts. The coherent part, associated directly
with the quasiparticles weights as described by the first term in Eq. (3), is obtained from Eq. (20)-(22) with m = 0.
The incoherent part, on the other hand, is obtained from Eq. (20)-(22) by summing up terms with m ̸= 0.
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