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We investigate the signatures of fractionalization in quantum spin liquids by studying different
phases of the Kitaev honeycomb model in the presence of an out-of-plane magnetic field through
which the model becomes non-integrable. Using the infinite Projected Entangled Pair States (iPEPS)
ansatz, along with analytical calculations and exact diagonalization, we calculate dynamical signatures
of fractionalized particles through spin-spin and dimer-dimer correlations. Our analysis demonstrates
the ability of these correlations to discern distinct fractionalized quantum sectors, namely Majorana
fermions and the emergent Z2 fluxes, in both the chiral spin liquid (CSL) phase under weak field and
the emergent intermediate gapless phase (IGP) under moderate field. Importantly, our calculation
reveals the nature of IGP observed at moderate fields, a region of ongoing debate, indicating that
this phase is a Majorana metal induced by strong flux fluctuations.

Fractionalization can arise from strong frustration be-
tween localized spins, representing a hallmark of quantum
emergent phenomena [1–4]. A classic illustration of this
is found in two-dimensional Mott insulators where spins
become frustrated due to the spin-orbit coupling. In this
scenario, each spin experiences conflicting exchange inter-
actions from its neighboring spins [5], preventing the for-
mation of conventional spontaneous symmetry-breaking
order. The ground state thus exhibits a quantum spin
liquid (QSL) phase characterized by fractionalized de-
grees of freedom, with other intriguing properties such
as braiding statistics and long-range entanglement [6–15].
Despite significant efforts dedicated to finding candidate
QSL materials such as α−RuCl3 [16–24], the quest to ex-
plicate fractionalization and its observable consequences,
especially when the system is outside the scope of exact so-
lution of integrable models [8, 9], remains one of the most
formidable challenges in both theory and experiment.

In this Letter, we propose experimentally testable signa-
tures of fractionalization through dynamical higher-order
spin correlations. Specifically, we focus on the Kitaev
honeycomb model [8] in a magnetic field applied out of
the plane. In experiments on QSL candidate materials,
often an external magnetic field is required to suppress
magnetic order at low temperatures due to non-Kitaev
exchange interactions [21, 23, 25–29]. We implement the
infinite Projected Entangled Pair States (iPEPS) ansatz
[30–35] to investigate both single-spin flip or spin-spin
dynamical correlation function S1(k, ω) and two-spin flips
or dimer-dimer correlation function S2(k, ω). Our main
results are the sharp signatures of fractionalization that
form our main predictions for Inelastic Neutron Scatter-
ing (INS) and Resonant Inelastic X-ray Scattering (RIXS)
experiments [36, 37]. We demonstrate that dynamical
dimer-dimer correlations S2(k, ω) show more definitive
signatures of fractionalization compared to S1(k, ω).

In the CSL phase we find (i) whereas single spin flip
spectra mixes features of Majorana fermions and fluxes
and shows fuzzy features [38], the two spin-flip spectra
can separate out the fractionalized quantum sectors of free
Majorana fermions from the emergent Z2 fluxes. (ii) The
dimer-dimer spectra along certain axis shows definitive
dispersive modes, attributable to the Majorana sector.
Our iPEPS spectra agree with analytical calculations
within perturbation theory.

In the heavily debated intermediate gapless phase (IGP)
under moderate field [39–57], we find (i) both S1(k, ω)
and S2(k, ω) obtained by iPEPS confirm its gapless spec-
trum down to the very low energy scale which is lower
than all putative gaps obtained by previous parton mean
field theories [52, 53]. (ii) Signatures of fractionalization
are seen in S1(k, ω) which yields a very broad continuum
signal. (iii) S2(k, ω) though also broad consistent with
fractionalization, remarkably shows, in addition, consid-
erably sharper features at low energies. (iv) Supported
by data from iPEPS and exact diagonalization (ED), we
present arguments that this IGP is a gapless Majorana
metal phase induced by fluctuations of the Z2 gauge field,
which exhibits a log divergence in the Majorana density
of states at low energy.
Phase diagram by iPEPS .— The Kitaev honeycomb

model under an out-of-plane field along the [111] direction
is depicted by the Hamiltonian:

H =
∑

⟨ij⟩,α
Kασ

α
i σ

α
j − h

∑

i,α

σα
i , (1)

where α = x, y, z refers to the three bonds of the hon-
eycomb lattice. In this letter, we focus on the isotropic
antiferromagnetic compass exchange and set Kα = 1. We
employ iPEPS as the variational ansatz for the eigen-
states of Eq. (1) and obtain the phase diagram. The
ground state is obtained by minimizing the energy on the

ar
X

iv
:2

40
3.

12
14

1v
2 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.s

tr
-e

l]
  2

0 
M

ar
 2

02
4



2

0.0

0.2

0.4
M

(a) CSL IGP PP

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

h

0.0

0.5

1.0

W
p

(b)

CSL IGP PP

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

χ

−20

−10

0

d
W
p
/d
h

FIG. 1. Phase diagram measured by (a) ground-state magne-
tization M , (b) Expectation of flux Wp, and their derivatives
with respect to the field h perpendicular to the plane. Kinks
at hc1 ≃ 0.45 and hc2 ≃ 0.70 marks the transition from the
chiral spin liquid (CSL) to the intermediate gapless phase
(IGP), and from IGP to the polarized phase (PP). All data
are obtained by iPEPS with bond dimension D = 5.

effective square Bravais lattice through automatic differen-
tiation techniques [58]. Excited states are obtained using
the variational ansatz in the momentum representation
|Ψk⟩ =

∑
r e

ikr |Ψr⟩, where |Ψr⟩ is the state with site r
being excited (See details of iPEPS in Supplemental Ma-
terials [59]). We fix the bond dimension to D = 5 and the
boundary bond dimension to λ = 100. The phase diagram
is illustrated in Fig. 1. We utilize the total magnetization
M and the flux operator Wp = σx

1σ
y
2σ

z
3σ

x
4σ

y
5σ

z
6 to char-

acterize the phase transition. The magnetization can be
optimized down to 10−4 and Wp up to 0.99 for the pure
Kitaev model, in agreement with known results [58, 60–
63]. The magnetic susceptibility χ and the derivative
of Wp diverge at hc1 ≃ 0.45 and hc2 ≃ 0.70, indicating
two phase transitions, one between CSL and IGP, and
the other between IGP and the polarized phase (PP).
Specifically, upon applying a small magnetic field, the
Majorana fermions develop a gap and acquire a non-zero
Chern number, and meanwhile, the gauge fluctuation re-
duces Wp. When hc1 < h < hc2, the perturbative picture
breaks down due to the strong gauge fluctuations, andWp

shows a sharp decrease, marking the system’s entry into
the IGP. Eventually, when h > hc2, the system becomes
polarized. The critical points at hc1 and hc2 are in close
agreement with those reported in previous studies based
on finite-size numerics [44, 46–48].

Dynamical Spectra in CSL .— In this section we de-
scribe and analyse iPEPS results for the single- and two-

spin flip structure factors in the low-field case. The single-
spin flip structure factor is defined by

Sα
1 (k, ω) =

∑

m ̸=0

⟨0|σα
k |m⟩ ⟨m|σα

−k|0⟩ δ(ω−Em+E0) (2)

where α ∈ {x, y, z}, Em stands for the energy of the m-th
excited state |m⟩; and, by a similar token, the two-spin
flip structure factor is defined by

Sα
2 (k, ω) =

∑

m ̸=0

⟨0|Dα
k |m⟩ ⟨m|Dα

−k|0⟩ δ(ω−Em+E0) (3)

where we introduce the notation Dα
j ≡ σα

j σ
α
j+z for the two-

spin dimer operators, and Dα
k is the Dα

j transformed into
momentum space. These are useful probes for studying
Kitaev materials via INS and RIXS experiments, with
the latter able to capture high-order processes like two-
spin-flip, i.e., four-spinon excitations [36, 37]. One of our
important results computed by the state-of-the-art iPEPS
algorithm is that in the CSL phase S2(k, ω) distinctly
isolates Majorana fermion features that can be separated
from the flux excitations. Our results are obtained by
iPEPS, with insights from analytical calculations.
The behavior of S1(k, ω) =

∑
α S

α
1 (k, ω) in the CSL

phase obtained by the iPEPS ansatz is shown in Fig. 2(a),
where the fuzzy continuum signature reflects the fraction-
alized nature of the CSL, and the gap ∼ 0.2 (measured in
the unit of Kitaev exchange Kα ≡ 1) corresponds to the
energy gap induced by the two-flux excitation. Note that
upon adding h the model is no longer exactly solvable,
however, data obtained by iPEPS still are consistent with
the leading order perturbative calculation of [38].

Having validated the iPEPS algorithm using S1, now we
focus our attention on the total dimer-dimer correlations
S2(k, ω) =

∑
α S

α
2 (k, ω) and its z component Sz

2 (k, ω)
shown in Fig. 2(b,c), which are relevant for high-order
processes such as two-spin-flip [36, 37]. The most notable
feature of S2(k, ω) in Fig. 2(b) is the sharp flat inten-
sity at ω ∼ 0.52 which spans the whole Brillouin zone.
This resembles that of the flux dynamics in the Abelian
phase of the Kitaev model, where the lowest-lying peak
is attributed to gapped flux excitations [38]. Indeed, as
we will elaborate later, the low-energy peak Fig. 2(b) is
attributed to the four-flux excitation. In contrast to the
total S2(k, ω), the z component of the dimer dynamics
Sz
2 (k, ω) exhibits a fractional continuum covering the en-

tire Brillouin zone, as shown in Fig. 2(c). This continuum
is marked by prominent intensity peaks at the K point,
particularly around ω ≃ 7, as marked in the black dashed
circle in Fig. 2(c), which is also visible in the total S2(k, ω)
shown in Fig. 2(b); and the discernible dome-like region
at lower energies, as marked by black dashed curve in
Fig. 2(c) where the intensity of Sz

2 (k, ω) becomes weak
within the two dome-like envelops. The marked contrast
between Sz

2 (k, ω) and S2(k, ω) in the CSL arises because,

while the contribution from S
x(y)
2 (k, ω) to S2(k, ω) con-

tains flux excitations, the z component Sz
2 (k, ω), as will be
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discussed in detail later, is virtually only sensitive to the
fractionalized majorana fermions under weak magnetic
field, separating out the fractionalized matter sector from
the gauge sector. Therefore, we note that these discernible
features, including the dichotomy between Sz

2 (k, ω) and
S2(k, ω), serve as definitive signatures of the CSL of the
Kitaev model accessible in scattering experiments.

Given the aforementioned data accessed by our iPEPS
calculation, we are now able to give an analytical ac-
count for the dimer-dimer spectra which can be computed
exactly within perturbation theory. Despite the model
losing its integrability at a finite h, significant insights
can still be extracted from iPEPS through perturbative
approximations. To the leading order perturbation, the

dynamical behaviors of Dx(y)
j and Dz

j in the CSL phase
are distinct. Under the perturbation picture in [8], we can
formally separate the ground state into its gauge sector
where excitations are Z2 fluxes, and the Majorana sector
that is equivalent to a p+ ip superconductor (SC) [64, 65].

Specifically, Dx(y)
j induces four fluxes accompanied by the

creation of a local Majorana pair cjcj+z [59]:

Dx(y)
j

∣∣∣∣M0;

〉
= icjcj+z

∣∣∣∣M0;

〉
(4)

The ket combines information about the Majorana and the
gauge sector; the free Majorana sector M0 is conditioned
on a zero-flux configuration in the gauge sector, the white
(gray) plaquette denotes the absence (presence) of a π
flux, and the z bond is denoted by the horizontal link.

Given that these fluxes are static excitations in zero or
a perturbative magnetic field aligned in the [111] direction,
the resultant spectrum is characterized by a flat band of
static flux composites. The strongest signal appears at an
energy approximately equal to 0.52, corresponding to the
energy gap induced by the excitation of four fluxes. Con-
sequently, as illustrated in Fig. 2(b), the composite dimer-
dimer dynamics S2(k, ω) =

∑
α S

α
2 (k, ω) combines the

flat bands attributable to four-flux excitations, with the
fractional continuum emanating from amplitude modes
in the free Majorana sector [59].

In contrast, Dz
j does not excite flux, thus the dynamics

are solely governed by the Majorana sector:

Dz
j

∣∣∣∣M0;

〉
= icjcj+z

∣∣∣∣M0;

〉
(5)

This is true in both the non-Abelian (weak pairing) and
the Abelian (strong pairing) phases of the Kitaev hon-
eycomb model. The z-component of the dimer-dimer
correlation Sz

2 (k, ω), being exclusively associated with
the Majorana sector and independent of the gauge com-
ponent, allows for an analytical computation within the
framework of a non-interacting p + ip superconducting
model within leading order perturbation theory. Focusing
on the zero-flux sector, the spectrum of Sz

2 can be readily

FIG. 2. Dynamical structure factors of the antiferromagnetic
Kitaev model in the weak-field-induced CSL phase. (a) Total
spin-spin spectrum S1(k, ω) =

∑
α Sα

1 (k, ω), (b) total dimer-
dimer spectrum S2(k, ω) =

∑
α Sα

2 (k, ω), and (c) the dimer-
dimer spectrum along z axis Sz

2 (k, ω). Spectra are obtained
using iPEPS with the bond dimension D = 5 and a Lorentzian
broadening factor η = 0.05. (d) Analytical result obtained by
the leading order time-reversal-breaking perturbation g = 0.08,
as defined in Qk after Eq. (7). The black dashed curves in (c,d)
and the black dashed circles in (b-d) are eye-guiding lines for
the well-defined lower-bounded envelope of Sz

2 (k, ω) continuum
and the sharpest peak around ω ≃ 7. The momentum cut
connects high-symmetry points Γ,M,K,Γ, see also [59]. All
data are normalized by their maximum value.

calculated in the Lehmann representation [59]:

Sz
2 (k, ω) =

√
3

16π2

∫

BZ

G(k− q)δ(ω − εk,q)d
2q (6)

where the energy of a complex-fermion pair is given by
εk,q ≡ Ek−q + Eq, and the spectral weight G(k − q) is
calculated analytically:

G(k− q) =
1

4

E2
k−q

E2
k−q −Q2

k−q

(7)

We used Ek to denote the positive fermion band in
the flux-free Hamiltonian, and Qk ≡ 4g[sin(k · n2) −
sin(k · n1)− sin(k · (n2 − n1))] is due to the next nearest
neighbor hopping amplitude g, i.e. the learding order time-
reversal (TR)-breaking perturbation in the zero-flux sector
[8]. Our analytical results are shown in Fig. 2(d), which
agrees qualitatively with the iPEPS result in Fig. 2(c).
Specifically, the sharp spot at ω ≃ 7 and the low-energy
envelop in Sz

2 (k, ω) directly reflect the band structure of
itinerant Majorana fermions, hence can be particularly
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useful in the RIXS for singling out the fractionalized Ma-
jorana degree of freedom in relevant candidate materials.
Also note that the weak iPEPS signals below the dashed
black curves in Fig. 2(c), which is absent in the analytical
result in Fig. 2(d). This is due to induced fluxes for weak
fields that are ignored within perturbation theory, where
only majoranas are responsible for the dynamics.
Correlations in IGP .— The most notable findings

in IGP at the intermediate field are illustrated in Fig. 3.
Two essential signatures of IGP in the single-spin-flip
dynamics are observed in Fig. 3(a,b). Noticeably, the
spectrum immediately above zero energy is very broad,
reflecting its highly fractionalized nature in contrast to
those of CSL and PP [59]. At low energy, the spectrum is
gapless at the M point at a lower field (h = 0.5), and with
increasing field at both M and K points with K having a
stronger signal (h = 0.6). Such shifting of gapless modes
in IGP by h is qualitatively consistent with the previous
investigation by classical-shadow tomography where a
tunable Friedel-type oscillation was found in the same
phase [51], reflecting its gapless fermionic nature.

The dimer dynamics shown in Fig. 3(c,d) further reveal
distinguishable gapless signals at low energy, located pri-
marily at Γ, with noticeable but weaker signal at K, and
weak or negligible signal near M. This is in sharp contrast
to the single-flip dynamics of IGP, as well as to the dimer
dynamics in the CSL phase. These observations provide
robust evidence for the gapless nature of the IGP. Notably,
the data derived from iPEPS are free from the constraints
of finite size, a limitation often encountered in previous
studies utilizing ED and DMRG methods [46–48]. This
advantage effectively eliminates the concern of spurious
gaplessness that might arise in finite-geometry clusters.
IGP induced by flux fluctuations.— Given the iPEPS

evidence for IGP, we next want to understand the mecha-
nism for its emergence. We argue that the the gapless spec-
trum in the IGP have to be accompanied by fluctuations of
fluxes which close the gap of itinerant Majorana fermions,
as evidenced in the iPEPS results. As a test, we first
validate its contrapositional statement: that if flux fluctu-
ations are energetically suppressed, IGP would be conse-
quently removed. We therefore modify the original Hamil-
tonian to include an additional energy penalty for flux ex-
citations: H ′ =

∑
⟨ij⟩,αKασ

α
i σ

α
j − µ

∑
pWp − h

∑
i,α σ

α
i .

In this formulation, the term −µ∑pWp with µ > 0
renders flux excitations energetically unfavorable. The
summation

∑
pWp commutes with the pure Kitaev hon-

eycomb model, consequently, it penalizes flux excitations
without influencing the dynamics of the itinerant Majo-
rana fermions. This allows for a direct examination of the
role of flux fluctuations in the emergence and character-
istics of IGP. Figure 4 shows the magnetic susceptibility
of H ′ obtained by 24-site ED under PBC. For µ ≃ 0
obtained by ED, the intermediate phase, corresponding
to IGP [47] emerges under a finite magnetic field and
persists for a finite range of h before the confinement

FIG. 3. Single- and two-spin flip spectra in IGP presented on a
logarithmic color scale along the momentum path ΓMKΓ. (a)
Total spin-spin spectrum S1(k, ω) at h = 0.5. (b) S1(k, ω) at
h = 0.6. (c) Total dimer-dimer spectrum S2(k, ω) at h = 0.5.
(d) S2(k, ω) at h = 0.6. Data are obtained by iPEPS with
bond dimension D = 5 and a broadening factor η = 0.05.

transition into PP. However, as demonstrated in Fig. 4,
at larger µ whereby the flux fluctuation is suppressed,
the IGP spans a smaller range of h until vanishing at
µ ≳ 0.6. This showcases the important role played by the
finite flux density in the formation of IGP; and suggests
that a faithful effective theory thereof must consist of
two dominant fields: itinerant Majorana fermions and
localized fluxes, which cannot be captured by solving
quadratic parton self-consistent equations [52, 53], since
a flux excitation is a many-body entangled state of the
Z2 field, or equivalently, of the bond fermions [66, 67].

To further establish the connection of the IGP and Ma-
joranas, we note that the Majorana fermion sector of the
Kitaev model is depicted as a Majorana-hopping model
of class D, which are known to have three phases: a topo-
logical insulator, a trivial insulator, and a gapless metal
phase [68–71]. In the Kitaev model under a magnetic
field, the topological insulator phase corresponds to CSL,
and the gapless metal phase can arise from the fluctuating
flux configurations induced by magnetic field [72].

We propose that the IGP is such a Majorana metal
phase in a mean-field picture, which exhibits a logE scal-
ing of density of states (DOS) near zero [68, 70]. At the
microscopic level, such scaling of DOS can be tested by
the spectrum of S1(ω), whose low-energy dynamics are
primarily attributed to metallic Majorana fermions. This
is because fluxes are virtually unseen by the two-point
correlation, i.e. that the two local flips of flux do not sig-
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FIG. 4. (a) The role of proliferating fluxes in the emer-
gence of the Majorana metal, as evidenced by susceptibil-
ity measurements χ(µ, h) = N−1∂2E0/∂h

2. The IGP grad-
ually disappears as flux excitation becomes more energeti-
cally penalized. Data was obtained by exactly diagonalizing
H ′ in a 24-site cluster (3 × 4 unit cells) under PBC. (b) C1

and C2 cuts in (a). (c) The normalized integrated spectra
S1(ω) =

∫
BZ

dkS1(k, ω)/
∫
BZ

dk
∫∞
0

dωS1(k, ω) obtained by
iPEPS with varying broadening factor η across the second
Brillouin zone at h = 0.6.

nificantly affect the averaged Majorana band conditioned
on an exponentially large ensemble of proliferating flux
configurations. Interestingly, such a scaling behavior is
robustly validated by iPEPS results in Fig. 4(c). The low-
energy data exhibits a logE scaling despite variations in
the broadening factor η. Notably, with the smallest η we
still find no observable gap nor the trend of opening a gap
in S1(ω) at the energy scale 0.01, which is comparable to
or lower than previous putative gaps obtained by parton
mean field theories [52, 53]. Furthermore, the oscillation
pattern under the finest energy resolution (smallest η)
shown in Fig. 4(c), and the plateau at the lowest energies,
are in good agreement with the metal phase of the class D
predicted by random matrix theory [70, 73], supporting
the emergence of a Majorana metal under moderate fields.

Conclusion and Outlook .— In this work, we have elu-
cidated the signatures of fractionalization in Kitaev QSLs
as a function of a [111] magnetic field with a focus on
the chiral spin liquid (CSL) and the intermediate gapless
Majorana metal phase (IGP). Utilizing iPEPS and analyt-
ical methods, we have identified dynamical signatures of
fractionalized quasi-particles through spin-spin and dimer-
dimer correlations. As the community awaits definitive
fingerprints of QSLs, there is a need to develop new classes
of experiments closely guided by theory. We believe our

predictions here can provide the necessary impetus for
measuring higher-order dynamical spin correlations using
INS, RIXS and pump-probe spectroscopy.
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S1. IPEPS ALGORITHM

Tensor Network serves as a highly effective numerical
tool for investigating strongly correlated systems, evolv-
ing from the well-known density matrix renormalization
group (DMRG) algorithm [1]. Over the past decades, var-
ious ground state ansatz have been proposed, including
Matrix Product State (MPS) [2], Projected Entangled
Pair States (PEPS) [3], and projected entangled simplex
states (PESS) [4]. The first and latter two ansatz adhere
to the area law of entanglement in one and two dimensions
[5], respectively. Beyond the description of ground state
properties, numerous algorithms based on tensor networks
have been developed to explore dynamical information.
The fundamental approach for calculating the dynami-
cal spectrum involves time evolution, employing methods
such as Time-Evolving Block Decimation (TEBD) [6–8]
or Time-Dependent Variational Principle (TDVP) [9–14].
However, real-time evolution often faces challenges associ-
ated with the volume law, limiting the duration of evolu-
tion and resulting in the loss of low-frequency information.
Other algorithms, such as Lanczos and Chebyshev meth-
ods [15–19], directly address this issue in the frequency
domain. These approaches rely on multiple DMRG cal-
culations and typically perform well for finite systems.
However, the the strong finite size effects thereof can give
rise to spurious modes which vanish in the infinite limit.

∗ These authors contributed equally to this work.
† trivedi.15@osu.edu
‡ txiang@iphy.ac.cn

In addition to the aforementioned approach, an alter-
native method involves adopting the single-mode approx-
imation [20], which is originally proposed to elucidate
the low-lying excitations of superfluids. Ostlund and
Rommer [2, 21] introduced this ansatz within the matrix
product state framework, and Vanderstraeten et al. [22]
extended it to the PEPS context in tensor network meth-
ods. This method can be applied to infinite system and
has been proven to be highly effective in computing the
dynamical spectrum both in magnetic order [23–26] and
spin liquid systems [27].

The Kitaev model discussed in the main text is defined
on the honeycomb lattice with different interactions on
three bonds, as illustrated in Fig. S1 (a). There are two
sites and three bonds in one unit cell. To facilitate network
contraction, we initially merge the A and B sites, trans-
forming the lattice into a square lattice. Subsequently, we
define the local tensor of iPEPS on the square lattice, as
depicted in Fig. S1 (c). This allows us to implement the
corner transfer matrix renormalization group (CTMRG)
method for network contraction and measurement of ob-
servables. We employ the fixed-point approach for the
implementation of CTMRG [25, 28], avoiding the need
for singular value decomposition (SVD) and enabling ac-
celeration on GPU. The maximum bond dimension of
the environment is controlled by λ. The iPEPS ansatz is
initially optimized using the simple update method [29],
followed by further optimization through energy mini-
mization using automatic differentiation techniques [28].

To characterize the excited states, we employ the single-
mode approximation [20], which is originally proposed to
elucidate the low-lying excitations of superfluids, yields a
variational ansatz for the excited state

|Ψk⟩ =
∑

r

e−ik·r |Ψr⟩ (S1)

where k denotes momentum and |Ψr⟩ is the state with
an excitation at site r. In these methods, r is represented
by substituting the local tensor A of the ground state at
site r with a pertubated local tensor B. The single-mode
ansatz is illustrated in Fig. S1(d).
The excited states must fulfill the orthogonality con-

straint concerning the ground state |ψ0⟩:
⟨ψ0|Ψk(B)⟩ = 0

For k = 0, the constraint is automatically satisfied due
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(c) (d)

Γ M
K

(a) (b)

FIG. S1. (a) Kitaev model on honeycomb lattice and trans-
formation to the square lattice by merging two sites. (b) The
first Brillouin zone and the momentum path Γ−M−K−Γ. (c)
Ground state iPEPS Ansatz defined on the square lattice, the
local physical bond dimension is 4. (d) Excited state Ansatz.

to momentum conservation. However, when k ̸= 0, the
variational space should exclude the ground state:

⟨ψ0|Ψk=0⟩ = N ⟨ψ0|Ψr⟩ =M ·B = 0 (S2)

whereM denotes the contracted tensor of the entire tensor
network excluding the B tensor, obtained through the
CTMRG method. In this context, the overlap can be
expressed as the contraction of two layers of the tensor
network. Importantly, B must be confined within the
tangent space of M . By converting it into a vector, we
can derive dD4 basis solutions from the linear equations,
later denoted as Bα.
In addition to the aforementioned constraint, it is im-

perative to establish a fixed gauge for the PEPS. The
excited state ansatz exhibits invariance under the gauge
transformation:

B → B + e−ikAX −XA

This transformation is visually depicted as We define

B GB G B

B B

G B

G

B

B

FIG. S2. Gauge transformation along the x and y axis.

BX = eikxAX − XA and BY = eikyAX − XA. If we
were to set B = BX or BY , this would yield a null state.

Therefore, to ensure physically viable states, we must
confine the variational space to exclude the BX and BY

tensor spaces. Combining these restrictions, the physical
allowed B tensors must satisfy

(M,BX , BY ) ·B = 0 (S3)

It is worth noting that the rank of both BX and BY is D2.
Consequently, the overall rank of the matrix is at most
2D2 +1. As a result, there exist at most 2D2 +1 linearly
independent vectorized B tensors that need to be excluded
in the tangent space. Given that the dimension of B is
dD4, we can infer that there are at least dD4 − 2D2 − 1
solutions, denoted as B̂n (n = 1, . . . , NB).

B GB G B

B

G B

G

CEC

E
A

E

CEC

· = 0

FIG. S3. Graphical representation of the orthogonality con-
ditions. C and E are corner and edge tensor in CTMRG
algorithm respectively.

To target excited states, we need to minimize the cost
function

L =
⟨Ψk(B)|H − Egs |Ψk(B)⟩

⟨Ψk(B)|Ψk(B)⟩ (S4)

to obatin B tensor. The minimization equals to solving
the equation

∂

∂B
⟨Ψk(B)|H − Egs |Ψk(B)⟩ = Ek

∂

∂B
⟨Ψk(B)|Ψk(B)⟩

(S5)
where Ek is the excitation energy. The dimension of B
tensor is dD4. We can parameterize B with the vectorized
basis obtained above

B =
∑

n

bnB̂n (n = 1, . . . , NB) (S6)

Then we define the effective Hamiltonian and the norm
matrix

⟨Ψk(B)|H |Ψk(B)⟩ = B†HkB

⟨Ψk(B)|Ψk(B)⟩ = B†NkB
(S7)

Substituting into Eq. (S5), the equation becomes

Hkb = EkNkb (S8)
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where b = (b1, . . . , bNB
)T . By solving this general eigen

equation, the local tensor B can be determined.

The zero-temperature dynamical spectral function is
defined as

Sαβ(k, ω) = ⟨ψ0|Oα
kδ(ω −H + Egs)O

β
−k |ψ0⟩

=
∑

m

⟨ψ0|Oα
k |Ψm

k ⟩ ⟨Ψm
k |Oβ

−k |ψ0⟩δ(ω − Em
k + Egs)

(S9)
where α, β = x, y, z. |ψm⟩ denotes the eigenstate of hamil-
tonian H with energy Em. The corresponding spectral
weight can be obtained by contracting the double layer
tensor

⟨Ψm
k |Oα

k |ψ0⟩ =
1√
N

∑

rr′

e−ik·(r−r′) ⟨Ψm
r′ |Oα

r |ψ0⟩ . (S10)

The contraction can be obatained using the CTM summa-
tion. The delta function in Eq. (S9) can be approximated
using the Lorentzian expansion with a broadening factor
η.

In the main text, we have focused on the spectrum of
two kinds excitations: one spin flip σα

i and two spin flip
σα
i σ

α
i+z(α = x, y, z). We calculated the spectrum function

in momentum space

Sα
1 (k, ω) =

1

N

∑

ij

e−ik·(Ri−Rj)[Sα
aa(i, j, ω) + Sα

bb(i, j, ω)

+ e−ikrabSα
ab(i, j, ω) + eikrabSα

ba(i, j, ω)]

Sα
2 (k, ω) =

1

N

∑

ij

e−ik·(Ri−Rj)Sα
2 (i, j, ω)

(S11)

where Ri and Ri represent the sites of unit cells, and
rab is the distance between sites a and b within one unit
cell. Sα

a/b,a/b(i, j, ω) and Sα
2 (i, j, ω) denote the spectral

function in real space. In the Lehmann representation,
we have:

Sα
a/b,a/b(i, j, ω) =

∑

m

⟨ψ0| σ̂α
i,a/b |Ψm

k ⟩ ⟨Ψm
k | σ̂α

j,a/b |ψ0⟩

× δ(ω − Em
k + Egs)

(S12)

and

Sα
2 (i, j, ω) =

∑

m

⟨ψ0| σ̂α
i,aσ̂

α
i,b |Ψm

k ⟩ ⟨Ψm
k | σ̂α

j,aσ̂
α
j,b |ψ0⟩

× δ(ω − Em
k + Egs)

(S13)

where σ̂α
i,a/b = σα

i,a/b − ⟨ψ0|σα
i,a/b |ψ0⟩ and σ̂α

i,aσ̂
α
i,b =

σα
i,aσ

α
i,b − ⟨ψ0|σα

i,aσ
α
i,b |ψ0⟩. By representing the excited

state as a summation, we can utilize CTM summation to
calculate spectral weight as discussed in Eq. (S10).

S2. SPIN-SPIN CORRELATION

The spin-spin correlation in the pure Kitaev QSL or
CSL under perturbation can be made explicit if we sepa-
rate an eigenstate into gauge and matter sectors [30, 31].
For a fixed gauge configuration, the ground state wave-
function can be written as |ψ⟩ = |MG ,G⟩ with G denoting
the Z2 gauge configuration and MG the matter majorana
fermions on the gauge background. In such representa-
tion spin are fractionalized into majoranas σa

j = icjb
a
j ,

and the Hamiltonian in a particular |G⟩ sector becomes
quadratic and integrable as H = i

∑
⟨ij⟩a Ja u⟨ij⟩acicj ,

where u⟨ij⟩a = ±1 are good quantum numbers that de-

termine |G⟩ by pinning down a particular configuration
of gauge fluxes Wp = ±1. In order to explicate useful
properties of correlation between spins, we define bond
fermions η⟨ij⟩a = 1

2 (b
a
i + ibaj ) for i ∈ A and j ∈ B sublat-

tice respectively, such that

σa
i = ici(η⟨ij⟩a + η†⟨ij⟩a

), σa
j = cj(η⟨ij⟩a − η†⟨ij⟩a

) (S14)

Local spin operators involve only two-point pauli matri-
ces that share a link, each of which can be written as
σa
j ∝ cj π̂1,⟨jk⟩a π̂2,⟨jk⟩a using bond fermions representa-

tion defined in Eq. (S14), where π̂1,⟨jk⟩a and π̂2,⟨jk⟩a flip
a pair of adjacent fluxes, denoted by subscripts 1, 2, that
share the same link ⟨jk⟩a. It is then readily to see that
Pauli spin operators change the matter and gauge sectors
of an eigen state |n⟩ according to:

σx
j

∣∣∣∣M0;

〉
∝ cj

∣∣∣∣M0;

〉
(S15)

σy
j

∣∣∣∣M0;

〉
∝ cj

∣∣∣∣M0;

〉
(S16)

σz
j

∣∣∣∣M0;

〉
∝ cj

∣∣∣∣M0;

〉
(S17)

where we have separated the majorana fermion cj from
the Z2 gauge field. Here M0 denotes the free Majorana
sector conditioned on the zero-flux gauge sector. In the
gauge sector, flipped fluxes ∆π = −1 are denoted by
hexagons in light gray, in contrast to the rest of hexagons
in white that denote the original flux configuration of |n⟩,
and Bravais lattice label j denotes the primitive cell on
the central horizontal link. By the orthogonality between
flux configurations, it become readily to see that the
two-point correlation in the ground state sector of the
isotropic Kitaev model is determined by ⟨σα

j σ
α
j+β⟩δα,β ≃

−0.52 [31, 32]. This remains true for all flux bias µ
defined in the main text, since the magnitude of the two-
spin correlation only involves the Majorana sector which
remains untouched by µWp.

S3. DIMER-DIMER CORRELATION

Here we use the Majorana formalism to calculate the
correlation between two z-dimers in the pure Kitaev QSL
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or the CSL phase of the Kitaev honeycomb model. In the
flux-free sector we write the pure Majorana Hamiltonian:

H0 =
1

2

∑

q

(
a−q b−q

)( Q(q) if(q)
−if∗(q) −Q(q)

)(
aq
bq

)
(S18)

where a and b are momentum representation of Majorana
operators ci,A(B) on sublattice A(B):

aq =
∑

j

e−ik·rjcj,A, bq =
∑

j

e−ik·rjci,B (S19)

The time-reversal (TR) symmetry is broken due to

Q(k) = 4g[sin(k · n2)− sin(k · n1)− sin(k · n3)] (S20)

where n3 = n2 − n1. The off-diagonal elements for each
mode is related to f(q) = Kxe

iq·n1 +Kye
iq·n2 +Kz ≡

Kxe
iqx + Kye

iqy + Kz where we’ve defined qx ≡ q · n1

and qy ≡ q · n2. For the convenience of derivation, we
split its real and imaginary parts into [32]:

f(q) = Eq + i∆q (S21)

Eq = 2(Kx cos qx +Ky cos qy +Kz), (S22)

∆q = 2(Kx sin qx +Ky sin qy) (S23)

We investigate the dimer dynamics in the TR-breaking
case. In the diagonal basis of the complex fermions C we
have

H0 =
∑

k

Ek

(
C†

k,1Ck,1 − C†
k,2Ck,2

)
(S24)

The energy is given by

Eq = ±
√
Q2

q + |fq|2 = ±
√
Q2

q +∆2
q + E2

q (S25)

with the ground state given by filling the negative band of

C2 fermion |gs⟩ = ∏
k C

†
k,2 |0⟩, where the complex fermion

modes created by C†
2 are related to majoranas by

aq =
∆q − iEq√
2(Eq −Qq)

(
Cq,2 − C†

−q,2

)
,

bq =
1√
2

(
Cq,2 + C†

−q,2

) (S26)

We used a−q and bq are Majorana fermions modes of A
and B sublattices. Working in the zero-flux sector, it

would be convenient to identify the effect of Dz
j ≡ σz

jσ
z
j+z

on the pure Majorana sector. For clarity, we first apply
Fourier transformation on Dz

j = σz
i,Aσ

z
i,B without the

parton decomposition, where we label σz
j and σz

j+z using
their respective sublattice indices in the Bravais lattice,

Dz
k = F.T.{σz

i,Aσ
z
i,B} =

∑

i

e−ik·riσz
i,Aσ

z
i,B

=
∑

q

σz
k−q,Aσ

z
q,B

(S27)

Furthermore, since Dz
k does not affect the gauge sector,

that is, as discussed in the main text

Dz
j

∣∣∣∣M0;

〉
= icj,Acj,B

∣∣∣∣M0;

〉
, (S28)

where the i attached to the Majorana bilinear comes
from the definition in Eq. (S14). This leaves the gauge
sector untouched, and its dynamical structure factor is
completely determined by the Majorana sector. Therefore,
we can define the D̃z

k operator that only describes the
effect of Dz

k on M0 in a fixed uniform Z2 gauge where all
links are chosen to be +1. Hence, using the notation in
Eq. (S19), we have

D̃z
k = F.T.{icjcj+z} = i

∑

q

ak−qbq (S29)

which is in keeping with Eq. (S27). In order to calculate
the dynamical spectrum, we write it in terms of Cq,2,
which according to Eq. (S26) takes the form:

D̃z
k = i

∑

q

F (k− q)
(
Ck−q,2Cq,2 + C†

−q,2C
†
−k+q,2

)

(S30)

where we have defined

F (k− q) ≡ 1

2

∆k−q − iEk−q

Ek−q −Qk−q
(S31)

and we have ignored terms like Ck−qC
†
−q that do not

contribute to dynamics (e.g. C†
−q |gs⟩ = 0). Hence, us-

ing Eq. (S26) and Eq. (S29), the dynamical correlation
becomes

Sz
2 (k, ω) =

∑

m ̸=0

⟨0|Dα
k |m⟩ ⟨m|Dα

−k|0⟩ δ(ω − Em + Egs) = −
∑

m ̸=0

⟨gs|D̃z
k|m⟩ ⟨m|D̃z

−k|gs⟩ δ(ω − Em + Egs)

= −
∑

m ̸=0

∑

q,p

F (k− q)F (−k− p) ⟨gs|C†
−q,2C

†
−k+q,2 |m⟩ ⟨m|C−k−p,2Cp,2 |gs⟩ δ(ω − Em + Egs)

= −
∑

q

F (k− q)F (−k+ q)δ[ω − (E−k+q + E−q)] ≡
∑

q

G(k− q)δ[ω − (E−k+q + E−q)]

(S32)
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(a) (c) (e)

(f)(d)(b)

Kz=1
g=0.0

Kz=2
g=0.0

Kz=2
g=0.14

Kz=3
g=0.14

Kz=3
g=0.0

Kz=1
g=0.14

FIG. S4. Szz
2 (k, ω) of two spin flip for AFM Kitaev model under varying magnetic field h and different anisotropies. (a,b)

Kitaev spin liquid at the isotropic limit, with and without the three-spin time-reversal-breaking perturbation g. (c,d) The same
calculation done at the non-Abelian to Abelian transition Kz/K = 2, where K ≡ Kx = Ky = 1; and (e,f) inside the Abelian
phase.

where |m⟩ ≡ |m(k,q)⟩ are excited states associated with
quasi-particles with momentum k and q; and we have
defined G using Eq. (S31)

G(k− q) ≡ −F (k− q)F (−k+ q) =
1

4

E2
k−q

E2
k−q −Q2

k−q

(S33)
which is even under inversion as expected. Setting it in
the infinite-lattice limit N → ∞ and choosing the unit

vectors of the lattice to be n1 = ( 12 ,
√
3
2 ), n2 = (− 1

2 ,
√
3
2 ),

the continuous limit of Eq. (S32) thus takes on the form

Sz
2 (k, ω) =

√
3

16π2

∫

BZ

G(k− q)δ(ω − εk,q)d
2q (S34)

where εk,q ≡ E−k+q + E−q, as is used in the main text.
At zero or infinitesimally small field, the distribution of
Sz
2 (k, ω) is a direct consequence of two-particle density of

states. Noting that, with zero or very small TR-breaking
perturbation, G(k) in Eq. (S33) would approximately
become a constant ≃ 1

4 , and the distribution of Sz
2 in

k, ω become determined only by the density of states of
two-particle excitations. For example, Sz

2 (k = Γ, ω ≃ 4)
is a bright peak for k = 0 cut, as shown in Fig. S4.
This is because, under zero or small perturbation, the
largest two-particle density of states is at ω ≃ 2Ek=0,
with Ek=0 ≃ 2. Hence for pure Kitaev QSL or CSL
with very small perturbation, we expect a bright spot at
k = Γ, ω ≃ 4, as consistent in the iPEPS result in Fig. 2
of the main text. Similar argument can be used for other

features. Importantly, as shown in Fig. S4(b,c) the bright
spot at (ω ≃ 7, k ≃ K) persists despite the perturbation,
making it a sharp and robust feature that reflects the
fractionalized quantum sector of Majorana fermions.

Here in addition to the Sz
2 (k, ω) presented in the main

text at the isotropic limit of Kitaev couplings, we now
list Sz

2 (k, ω) for both the isotropic and anisotropic Kitaev
coupling strengths, with and without the TR-breaking per-
turbation. Results are shown in Fig. S4. These includes
both the non-Abelian (weak pairing) and the Abelian
(strong pairing) phases as well as the topological phase
transition at Kz/K = 2, K ≡ Kx = Ky = 1. We note
that the Sz

2 (k, ω) of the pure Kitaev QSL at the isotropic
limit is the most susceptible to the TR-breaking pertur-
bation. As shown in Fig. S4(a,b), the signal immediately
above K point is abruptly pushed to higher energy upon
introducing the next-nearest-neighbor hopping pertur-
bation; while for the Abelian phase (Kz/K > 2) and
the topological phase transition point (Kz/K = 2), the
next-nearest-neighbor hopping does not induce noticeable
difference. This can be attributed to the fact that Majo-
rana fermions are high gapped in the anisotropic Abelian
phase of Kitaev honeycomb model; and the perturbation
at the transition point does not gap out the Majorana
fermion but simply alters the semi-Dirac point at M into
a Dirac point at M [33], leaving no significant impact in
energy levels of Majorana excitations.
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FIG. S5. Dynamical structure factor S1(k, ω) =
∑

α Sα
1 (k, ω) of two spin flip for AFM Kitaev model under varying magnetic

field h. The spectra are presented on a logarithmic color scale along the momentum path ΓMKΓ through the BZ.

FIG. S6. Dynamical structure factor S2(k, ω) =
∑

α Sα
2 (k, ω) of two spin flip for AFM Kitaev model under varying magnetic

field h. The spectra are presented on a logarithmic color scale along the momentum path ΓMKΓ through the BZ.

S4. ADDITIONAL RESULTS

Here we provide the spectra for additional parameters,
as shown in Fig. S5 for the one-spin flip spectra S1(k, ω)
and Fig. S6 for the two-spin flip spectra S2(k, ω). The
spectra at the Γ, M, and K points are shown in Fig. S7
and Fig. S8. To demonstrate the intermediate phase is
gapless, we show in Fig. S9 the approximate density of
states (DOS) and integrated spectra along the ΓMKΓ

path, defined as follows:

ρ(ω) =

∫
ΓMKΓ

dk
∑

m δ(ω − Em
k + Egs)∫∞

0
dω

∫
ΓMKΓ

dk
∑

m δ(ω − Em
k + Egs)

(S35)

S1(ω) =

∫
ΓMKΓ

dkS1(k, ω)∫∞
0
dω

∫
ΓMKΓ

dkS1(k, ω)
(S36)

S2(ω) =

∫
ΓMKΓ

dkS2(k, ω)∫∞
0
dω

∫
ΓMKΓ

dkS2(k, ω)
. (S37)



7

0 2 4 6 8
0

20

40

60

S
1
(k

;!
)

h = 0:00

!
M
K

0 2 4 6 8
0

10

20

30
h = 0:30

!
M
K

0 2 4 6 8
0

10

20
h = 0:50

!
M
K

0 2 4 6 8

!

0

5

10

15

S
1
(k

;!
)

h = 0:60

!
M
K

0 2 4 6 8

!

0

5

10

15
h = 0:65

!
M
K

0 2 4 6 8

!

0

10

20

30
h = 0:90

!
M
K

FIG. S7. S1(k, ω) at Γ,M,K points. The broadening factor is η = 0.05.
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FIG. S8. S2(k, ω) at Γ,M,K points. The broadening factor is η = 0.05.
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FIG. S9. iPEPS results for (a)(d) the density of states ρ(ω), (b)(e) the intergrated single spin flip spectra S1(ω), and (c)(f) the
intergrated single spin flip spectra S2(ω). The broadening factor is η = 0.05 for the upper three figures and η = 0.02 for the
lower three figures. Notably, at η = 0.02 (as well as η = 0.01 shown in Fig. 4(c) in the main text), we still find no observable gap
nor the trend of opening a gap in S1(ω), S2(ω) and ρ(ω) at the lowest energies which are comparable to or lower than previous
putative gaps, ranging from 0.01 to 0.05, obtained by parton mean field theories [34, 35]. This suggests that although quadratic
parton mean-field theories are capable of qualitatively capturing phase transitions, the apparent gap in the non-perturbative
regime can be spurious due the missing many-body entanglement between bond fermions which nevertheless remains intact in
iPEPS calculations.
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schelde, and F. Verstraete, Time-dependent variational
principle for quantum lattices, Phys. Rev. Lett. 107,
070601 (2011).

[10] J. Haegeman, T. J. Osborne, and F. Verstraete, Post-
matrix product state methods: To tangent space and
beyond, Phys. Rev. B 88, 075133 (2013).

[11] M. Gohlke, R. Moessner, and F. Pollmann, Dynamical
and topological properties of the Kitaev model in a [111]
magnetic field, Phys. Rev. B 98, 014418 (2018).

[12] Y. Tian and S. R. White, Matrix product state recursion
methods for computing spectral functions of strongly
correlated quantum systems, Phys. Rev. B 103, 125142
(2021).

[13] J.-W. Li, A. Gleis, and J. von Delft, Time-dependent
variational principle with controlled bond expansion for
matrix product states (2022), arXiv:2208.10972 [cond-
mat.str-el].

[14] H.-X. Wang, Y.-M. Wu, Y.-F. Jiang, and H. Yao, Spectral
properties of a one-dimensional extended hubbard model
from bosonization and time-dependent variational princi-
ple: Applications to one-dimensional cuprates, Phys. Rev.
B 109, 045102 (2024).

[15] K. A. Hallberg, Density-matrix algorithm for the calcula-
tion of dynamical properties of low-dimensional systems,
Phys. Rev. B 52, R9827 (1995).

[16] T. D. Kühner and S. R. White, Dynamical correlation
functions using the density matrix renormalization group,
Phys. Rev. B 60, 335 (1999).

[17] A. Holzner, A. Weichselbaum, I. P. McCulloch,
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