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Using unbiased Monte Carlo simulations and variational analysis, we present the ground state
and finite temperature phase diagrams of an exactly solvable spin-orbital model with Kitaev-type
interactions on a square lattice. We show that an array of new gapped and gapless vison crystals
– characterized by the periodic arrangement of Z2 flux excitations – can be stabilized as a function
of external magnetic field and exchange anisotropy. In particular, we discover a variety of ‘quarter
phases’ wherein new sixteen-site periodic patterns emerge, with only a quarter of the fluxes adopt-
ing 0-flux configurations. In contrast, the rest remain in π-flux configurations. Vison crystals break
translational symmetry and undergo finite temperature phase transitions. We investigate the finite
temperature properties of these phases and report the corresponding critical and crossover tempera-
tures. Our results reveal an array of novel phases in exactly solvable extensions of the Kitaev model,
wherein local and topological orders can coexist.

I. INTRODUCTION

Unlike conventional magnets where the magnetic mo-
ments align to create long-range magnetic order, in quan-
tum spin liquids (QSLs), the spins do not form long-range
ordered patterns even when absolute zero temperature is
approached[1–4]. On the contrary, QSLs exhibit long-
range entanglement, fractionalization of low-energy ex-
citations, and emergent gauge fields due to their topo-
logical properties, which have become the defining char-
acteristics of QSLs[5–7]. In the pursuit of the realiza-
tion of QSLs, the Kitaev model on honeycomb lattice[8]
plays a crucial role as it is the first exactly solvable model
featuring fractionalized abelian and non-abelian excita-
tions. These excitations are promising candidates for
quantum error correction protocols, vital for the realiza-
tion of quantum computers[9]. Despite the experimental
progress in identifying materials with strong Kitaev in-
teractions such as iridates [10], RuCl3 [11] and CrI3 [12],
a definitive confirmation of a Kitaev QSL state remains
elusive.
The exact solution of the Kitaev model has been critical
to uncover the detailed nature of Z2 QSLs. This solu-
tion involves non-interacting Majorana fermions that are
coupled to gauge invariant fluxes threading through the
plaquettes constructed from the bond-dependent gauge
fields. In specific lattices such as honeycomb and square
lattice, the ground state flux configuration follows the
Lieb’s theorem[13]. The thermodynamic properties of
the Kitaev model can be studied within Monte Carlo ap-
proaches in varying dimensions[14–16].
A key ingredient in the exact solution of the Kitaev
model is the anticommutation properties of Pauli ma-
trices, {σi, σj} = δij . Since there are only three Pauli
matrices, Kitaev model can only be applied to tricoordi-
nated lattices such as honeycomb, hyperhoneycomb and
hyperoctagon lattices. Additionally, this limits the per-
turbations that can be added to the Kitaev model, which
preserves its integrability. For instance, the exact solu-
tion is lost in the presence of an external magnetic field.

FIG. 1. Schematic of the model with Kitaev-type interactions
on a square lattice. We identify two inequivalent plaquettes,
p and p′. The Majorana fermion representation of the spin
and orbital degrees of freedom results in two flavors of free
Majorana fermions that are coupled to static Z2 fluxes.

However, the exact solution can be maintained in the
presence of certain extended Kitaev interactions. Ref. 17
showed that in this case, Lieb’s theorem does not apply,
and the ground state can shift from zero-flux configu-
ration to a variety of vison crystals. Vison crystals are
formed by the periodic arrangement of the flux excita-
tions. Since they break translational symmetry, they ex-
hibit local Ginzburg-Landau-Wilson type order parame-
ters. In that sense, they show a resemblance to Abrikosov
vortex lattices or skyrmion crystals. However, the former
are the periodic condensation of the topological defects
of order parameters, whereas visons crystals are the the
periodic arrangement of gapped flux excitations of Z2

gauge theories, in the absence of a local order parameter.

An alternative way to tune the ground state proper-
ties of Kitaev-type QSLs is to consider the Γ-matrix
generalizations[18] of the Kitaev model. For instance,
for a four-dimensional representation of the Γ matri-
ces, there are five anti-commuting operators, Γα, with
{Γα,Γβ} = δij . This allows to construct exactly-solvable
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models with coordination number, z, up to z = 5 [19]
or models that exhibits a higher symmetry[20–23]. Ad-
ditionally, the remaining Γα operators can be included
as local terms without destroying the integribility[24].
While variational analysis and Monte Carlo simulations
have been recently applied to uncover vison crystals in a
variety of models with Kitaev-type interactions[25–27], fi-
nite temperature properties of vison crystals models have
received limited attention [17].
Hence, we study the ground state and finite temperature
properties of an exactly solvable model with Kitaev-type
interactions on a square lattice via unbiased Monte Carlo
simulations and variational analysis. We discover a va-
riety of new vison crystals as a function of anisotropic
exchange and external magnetic field. In particular, we
uncover different quarter (Q) phases where new 16-site
periodicity emerge. We report the temperature depen-
dence of the static flux structure factors, crossover and
transition temperatures, and the construct the finite T
phase diagram as a function of external magnetic field
and exchange anisotropy.
The paper is organized as follows. We discuss the model
and the Monte Carlo approach in Sec. II, along with
the observable quantities computed. In Sec. III A, we
present the vison crystal phases for different kinds of
exchange anisotropies and magnetic fields at zero tem-
perature. We also present the properties of gapped and
gapless spin-orbital liquid phases as a function of mag-
netic field and anisotropy. In Sec. III B, we discuss the
temperature-field phase diagrams for various anisotropies
by studying the evolution of the gauge-invariant static
flux structure factor. In Sec. IV, we discuss the observ-
ables for identifying the signatures of flux crystals and
conclude with a summary.

II. MICROSCOPIC MODEL & METHOD

We consider an exactly solvable model with Kitaev-type
interactions in the presence of an external magnetic field,
originally introduced by Ref. 21. The Hamiltonian com-
prises of spin (σ) and orbital (τ) degrees of freedom on a
square lattice and nearest neighbor bond-dependent spin-
orbital exchanges Jγ , γ ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} as depicted in Fig.1.

H = −
∑
⟨ij⟩γ

Jγ(σ
x
i σ

x
j + σy

i σ
y
j )⊗ τγi τ

γ
j

−hz
∑
i

σz
i ⊗ 1. (1)

σ and τ are spin and orbital Pauli matrices, resulting
in a four-dimensional local Hilbert space. Note that the
Hamiltonian exhibits U(1) symmetry in the spin sector.
The exact solution of Eq. 1 relies on the anticommution
relations of the 4×4 Γ-matrices satisfying Clifford algebra
and the above model is realized with the identification
Γa = −σy ⊗ τa for (a = 1, 2, 3), Γ4 = σx ⊗ 1, Γ5 =

−σz ⊗ 1 [18, 24]. We label two inequivalent plaquette
operators Wp = σz

dσ
z
c ⊗ τxa τ

y
b τ

x
c τ

y
d and Wp′ = σz

dσ
z
c ⊗

τxc τ
y
d τ

x
e τ

y
f , each with ± 1 eigenvalues. Wp/p′ commute

with the Hamiltonian, including the external magnetic
field term. The Hilbert space is divided into sectors of
conserved fluxes. Next, we employ a Majorana fermion
representation, Γα

i = ibαi ci, and denote b5i → cxi and ci →
cyi for convenience and obtain

H =
∑
⟨ij⟩γ

Jγu
γ
ij(ic

x
i c

x
j + icyi c

y
j ) + hz

∑
i

icxi c
y
i (2)

where uγ
ij = −ibγi b

γ
j . Similar to the Kitaev model, the

bond operators commute with the Hamiltonian (H) in ex-
tended Hilbert space, and plaquette operators, Wp/p′ can
be expressed as a product of the uγ

ij around the plaquette.
The Hamiltonian is invariant under a Z2 gauge transfor-
mation {cxi , c

y
i } → −{cxi , c

y
i }; uij → −uij . The Hilbert

space of the Majorana fermions is overcomplete and sub-
ject to the constraint Di = icxi c

y
i b

1
i b

2
i b

3
i b

4
i = 1. The wave

function can be projected to the physical Hilbert space
by P =

∏
i(1 + Di)/2, as P |Ψ⟩ = |Ψ⟩Phys. The Majo-

rana fermion representation of the Hamiltonian in Eq. 2
entails two flavors of Majorana fermions hopping on a
square lattice that is coupled to static (bond-dependent)
Z2 gauge field, along with an external magnetic field that
couples the two flavors.
According to Lieb’s theorem, the ground state of Eq. 2
for hz = 0 lies in the π-flux sector[13]. However, for fi-
nite hz, Lieb’s theorem does not apply, and we perform
Monte Carlo simulations together with variational anal-
ysis to estimate the ground state and finite temperature
phase diagram. The Monte Carlo scheme consists of an
exact diagonalization (ED) of the Majorana fermions in
the background of the static Z2 gauge fields. The free
energy of the fermions is used to thermally anneal the
Z2 fluxes using the standard classical Monte Carlo (MC)
with a Metropolis algorithm. The ED+MC method is a
common technique to study models that consists of clas-
sical degrees of freedom that are coupled to free fermions
such as metallic magnets[28]. Previous work on vison
crystals[17] and finite temperature properties of Kitaev
model also utilize the ED+MC method[15, 16, 29]. In
our simulations, we consider 24 × 12 lattices and start
at a high temperature with random flux configurations.
Next, we gradually cool down the system and perform
4000 Monte Carlo sweeps for each temperature. We esti-
mate the ground state flux configuration at T = 10−3J .
We track the ground state and its thermal evolution with
M = Σi⟨σz

i ⟩, with i running over all lattice sites, and
static flux structure factor defined as

S(q) = ⟨ 1

N2

∑
p,p′

WpWp′e−iq·(rp−rp′ )⟩ (3)

where p, p′ denotes the position of the plaquette centers.
These observables are averaged over 300 configurations
for every temperature, leaving ten system sweeps to avoid
self-correlations. These observables allow us to track the
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FIG. 2. Ground state phase diagram for different types of anisotropic exchange and external magnetic field: (a) to (c) show
the vison crystal phases for one-bond (1A), two-bond colinear (2Ac) and two-bond non-colinear (2Anc) exchange anisotropies,
respectively. The schematic of the anisotropies is shown at the top of each phase diagram. The anisotropy grows with the
deviation of the ratio on the vertical axis from the isotropic value of 1 in all three cases. The phases at the isotropic point are
denoted by π, Hc (half-flux-checkerboard), and 0, with uniform flux values -1, staggered flux arrangement, and zero or flux-free,
respectively, in all three panels. D denotes the degenerate flux phase which is unstable to confinement. With deviation from
the isotropic limit, new quarter-flux phases are stabilized between the π and the Hc phases in all panels. These quarter-flux
vison crystals have distinct lattice periodicity and are denoted as Q-brick, Q-stair, and Q-wave in the panels. We also find a
new half-flux phase (H-wave) with periodicity distinct from the half-flux checkerboard phase Hc for two-bond colinear (2Ac).
In panels (a) and (b), the shaded regions depict the gapped phases, and all other phases are gapless.

thermal evolution of fermions as well as excitations of
the flux ground states. The energy difference among the
vison crystals can be quite small and vanishes at the first-
order phase transitions. Therefore, Monte Carlo simula-
tions suffer from phase separation. To overcome this is-
sue, we also construct variational states motivated by the
vison crystals obtained in the Monte Carlo simulations.
We use these variational states to obtain the ground state
phase diagram.
To characterize the flux-phases, we also define a flux-
polarization per unit cell as the ratio of the number of
plaquettes with positive flux threading it to the number
of plaquettes in the unit cell for a given flux phase. In the
discussion below, all half flux-phases are prefixed with ‘H’
and all quarter-flux phases by ‘Q.’

III. RESULTS

A. Ground state phase diagram

We begin our analysis with the ground state phase dia-
gram as a function of magnetic field (hz) and exchange
anisotropy. We consider three types of anisotropic bond
configurations: a single bond anisotropy (1A) where one
of the Jγ is different from the rest and two types of dou-
ble bond anisotropies 2Ac and 2Anc, with two colinear
{J1 = J2} ≠ {J3 = J4} and two perpendicular bonds
{J1 = J3} ≠ {J2 = J4} are anisotropic respectively.

A schematic of these anisotropic exchanges is shown in
Fig. 2. We define an anisotropy parameter J1A ≡ Ja/J ,
with J1 = J2 = J3 = J and J4 = Ja for 1A. Similarly
J2Ac = Ja/J with J1 = J2 = Ja and J3 = J4 = J and
J2Anc = Ja/J with J1 = J3 = Ja and J2 = J4 = J .
The isotropic cases correspond to J1A, J2Ac and J2Anc

equal to 1. Fig. 2 (a) to (c) show the ground state phase
diagram as a function of magnetic field for the one-bond
(1A), two-bond colinear (2Ac) and two-bond non-colinear
(2Anc) anisotropies respectively.

Our Monte Carlo simulations are in agreement with
the previously reported variational calculations in the
isotropic limit[24]. For hz = 0, the ground state is in the
π-flux sector as dictated by Lieb’s theorem, where the
flux through all the plaquettes takes the uniform value of
Wp = −1. We find that π-flux extends up to hz/J ≲ 1.1.
For 1.1 < hz/J ≲ 2 a checkerboard half-flux phase (Hc)
is stabilized followed by 0-flux phase for 2 < hz/J ≤ 4.
For hz > 4, all vison configurations become degenerate,
indicating gapless vison excitations for which the topo-
logical order is unstable to confinement[24]. We find that
all of the phases remain gapless in the isotropic limit up
to hz/J ≤ 4.

The Monte-Carlo calculations also reproduce the ex-
pected S(q = (0, 0)) structure factor peaks for the π
and 0 flux vison crystals and the q = (π, π) peak for the
checkerboard phase in the isotropic limit. In addition, we
also reproduce the first-order transitions between these
phases as a function of the magnetic field. Addition-
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FIG. 3. Snapshots of the ground state vison crystals and static flux structure factors: (a) and (b) show the flux values at the
plaquette centers of the square lattice for the quarter phases: Q-brick and Q-stairs. Blue and gray plaquettes indicate a flux
value -1 and +1 respectively. The plaquette centres are labelled in the panels. Panels (e) and (f) show the corresponding static
flux structure factors. Panels (c) and (d) show the new half-flux and quarter-flux Q-wave phases, respectively. Panels (g) and
(h) show the corresponding static flux structure factors S(q). The dashed red boundaries in the top panel depict the unit cells
for the respective cases.

ally, the magnetization for these phases grows monotoni-
cally with hz, with discontinuous jumps at the first order
boundaries, eventually saturating to the maximum value
of 1 at large hz > 4J in agreement with literature. As
per the flux-polarization nomenclature discussed in the
previous section, the checkerboard phase is denoted by
Hc, while the standard nomenclature of π and zero flux-
phases are retained.

Next, we discuss the effects of anisotropic exchange on
the vison crystal phase diagrams. The π flux phases be-
come more stable as anisotropy is increased beyond 1. As
a result, phase boundaries in all cases shift to a higher
magnetic field as shown in Fig. 2. In all three cases, we
discover new quarter flux phases (Q-brick, Q-wave, and
Q-stair) situated between the π and the half-flux vison
crystals where the periodicity of Q phases differ in each
case. The schematics of these phases and the correspond-
ing static flux structure factors are shown in Fig. 3. In
all of these phases, a quarter of plaquettes in the unit
cell exhibit 0-flux, whereas the rest have π-flux configu-
ration. For small anisotropy, the windows of these phases
widen with increasing magnitude of anisotropy. The field
dependence of these quarter-flux vison crystals, however,
is markedly different, with anisotropy greater than 1, re-
quiring a larger field to stabilize these phases for all three
cases. For anisotropy less than 1, for 1A in Fig. 2(a), we
observe that the Q-brick phase spreads uniformly about
the field value 1.1, the transition field value between π
and Hc in the isotropic limit. For the Q-wave and Q-stair
phases, the stability window is pushed progressively to

smaller fields with an anisotropy ratio approaching zero.
In addition, we find a new half-flux phase H-stripe for
2Ac beyond the critical anisotropy window as indicated
in panel (b).

The unit cell for the vison crystals Q-brick, Q-wave,
H-stripe, and Q-stair are marked in red in the upper
panels in Fig. 3 in panels (a) through (d), respectively.
The structure factor peaks characterizing the Q-brick,
Q-wave and Q-stairs are {(0, 0), (0, 2π/3), (π, π/3)},
{(0, 0), (π, π), (π/2, π/2), (0, π/2), (π, π/2)} and
{(0, 0), (π/2,−π/2), (π,−π)} respectively, shown in
panels (e), (f) and (h) respectively. The relative ratio
of the peak magnitudes is (1/6, 1/6, 1/3) for the Q-brick
phase, (1/4, 1/4, 1/8, 1/8) for the Q-wave phase, and
equal 1/4 weight for all four peaks for Q-stair phase.
The H-stripe phase in panel (g) has sharp peaks at
q = (0,−π)/(0/π) in the structure factor with equal
amplitudes.

Using the analytical expressions for Majorana fermion ex-
citation spectrum, we determine if the vison crystals are
gapped or gapless. We find that the majority of them are
gapless whereas the gapped visons crystals are shown in
the shaded regions of Fig. 2. The presence of a gap in the
Majorana fermion spectrum suppresses the magnetic sus-
ceptibility. As a result, the magnetization as a function
of hz show plateaus for the gapped phases as shown in
Fig. 4. On the contrary, magnetization increases linearly
with hz for the gapless phases. Even though Fig. 4 only
shows a fixed anisotropy parameter, 3.5, the conclusions
drawn from hold in general. The M(hz) is expected to
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FIG. 4. Evolution of magnetization with magnetic field in the ground state: (a - c) show the magnetization (M) for 1A, 2Ac

and 2Anc respectively for fixed magnitude of anisotropy 3.5. The gapped regimes of the vison crystals are indicated by the
region between pairs of arrows, while the full range of the vison crystal phases is marked. Inset in (a) shows the data in the
main panel over a wider magnetic field range and is discussed in the text.

grow with increasing magnetic field, which tends to po-
larize the spins. However, in gapped vison crystal phases,
the gap in the Majorana spectrum prevents the increase
of magnetization, resulting in a distinct magnetization
plateau of magnitude of 0.25 for the quarter and 0.5 for
the gapped vison crystals. In Fig. 4 (a), we see that the
magnetization exhibits plateaus for 0 < hz < 0.5 with
M=0 and for 2.5 < hz < 2.9 with M=0.25. These are
coincident with the gapped π and Q-brick vison crystals
in Fig. 2 (a). The inset of Fig. 4 (a) also shows the evolu-
tion of the magnetization over a wide range of magnetic
field values. In Fig. 4 (b), the Q-wave vison crystal has
both gapless and gapped regimes for anisotropy 3.5. In
Fig. 4 (b), we see that the magnetization increases mono-
tonically with the magnetic field in the gapless Q-wave
vison crystal regime but exhibits a distinct plateau with
M=0.25 in the gapped regime. In Fig. 4 (c), we find that
M increases in a strictly monotonic fashion with the field
as there are no gapped phases in Fig. 2 (c).

B. Temperature evolution

Next, we discuss the temperature-dependent properties
of the vison crystals. In particular, we report the static
flux structure factors characterizing the phases as a func-
tion of temperature. We particularly inquire if the tran-
sition is a continuous or a first-order phase transition for
the gapped and the gapless vison crystals. In Fig. 5 (a)
and (b), we show the S(q) as a function of temperature
for the Q-brick vison crystal for a gapped and gapless
parameter point. We find an abrupt transition from the
low-temperature ordered gapped Q-brick to a disordered
phase, indicating a first-order phase transition for the
gapped vison crystal. In sharp contrast, the gapless Q-
brick phase appears to be a continuous transition. Sim-
ilarly, the S(q) peaks for the Q-wave show a first-order
(second-order) transition for the gapless (gapped) phase

in Fig. 5 (c) and (d). The gapped phases for the H-stripe
and the Q-stairs phases also exhibit a first-order transi-
tion. Interestingly, we observe that for the Q-stair phase
in (f) there is an intermediate temperature regime where
only the (π/2, π/2) is suppressed to zero while the (π, π)
and the (0, 0) phase go to zero at a higher temperature.

Next, we construct the temperature-magnetic field phase
diagrams for the three anisotropy cases as depicted in
Fig. 6. We show these at an anisotropy magnitude of 2
in all three cases. At this anisotropy value, all phases are
gapless except the Q-wave phase for 2Ac. Consequently,
all phase transitions are first order, with only the Q-
wave phase in (b) showing a continuous transition. Since
the 0 and the π flux configurations do not break trans-
lation symmetry, they do not exhibit phase transitions.
Instead they show a crossover behavior with a charac-
teristic temperature scale, T ∗ [14–16]. We estimate the
crossover temperatures from S(0). The transition to the
ordered phase is characterized by reduced discrete trans-
lation symmetry. The corresponding Tc values are about
an order of magnitude smaller than the crossover tem-
peratures. However, for 2Anc, the Q-stair phase has
a crossover scale (dashed line in panel (c)) where only
q = (π/2, π/2) and q = (0, 0) peaks become finite, while
the fully ordered phase occurs below Tc where in addition
the q = (π, π) phase becomes finite. We observe that the
T ∗ scales for the zero and π phases show maxima at hz

values in the middle of the respective phases. However,
the Tc scales are largely field independent, within our
numerical accuracy.

IV. CONCLUSION & OUTLOOK

We employed a combination of unbiased Monte Carlo
simulations and variational analysis to uncover novel
gapped and gapless vison crystals for a spin-orbital model
with Kitaev-type interactions on a square lattice in the
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FIG. 5. Temperature evolution of structure factors for various gapped and gapless phases: (a) and (b) show the temperature
evolution of the structure factor for the Q-brick phase for a gapless (a) and gapped (b) vison crystal. (c) and (d) show the
structure factor evolution for gapped (c) and gapless (d) Q-wave phase vison crystal. (e) and (f) show the temperature evolution
of S(q) for the gapless H-stripe and Q-stair phases respectively.

FIG. 6. Temperature-magnetic field phase diagrams: (a-c) show the finite temperature phase phases for the three anisotropy
cases 1A, 2Ac and 2Anc respectively for the fixed magnitude of anisotropy 2. The T ∗ indicates crossover temperature scales,
while the Tc implies temperature-induced phase phase transition. The phases are labeled in the panels.

presence of magnetic field. We discovered a new type of
vison crystals, quarter phases, wherein a new 16 site pe-
riodicity emerge. Our results show gapped vison crystals
exhibit a magnetization plateau, while the magnetiza-
tion grows monotonically with the field for the gapless
phases. We have tracked the temperature evolution of
the structure factors for the novel phases and uncovered
that the gapped phases show an abrupt phase transi-

tion in the crystal phase with reducing temperature. In
contrast, the gapless vison crystals show a continuous
transition from the high-temperature disordered phase
to vison crystals. The magnetization plateau can be ob-
served easily in standard magnetization measurements,
in the presence of a magnetic field, and based on our
results, can indicate gapped and gapless phases. The
gapped and gapless flux crystals can also show a clear



7

signature in specific heat. Specific heat CV ∼ e−∆/KBT

(∆, be smaller of the gap in the Majorana and the energy
gap to vison excitation) for the gapped Cv is expected to
scale as T 2 and T , respectively. Further, neutron scat-
tering experiments can capture the spontaneous break-
ing of translation symmetry in the various vison crystals.
Finally, resonant inelastic spectroscopy can be used to

capture signatures of Majorana excitations.
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