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Classical magnets exhibit exotic ground state properties such as spin liquids and fractionalization,
promising a manifestation of superposition and projective symmetry construction in classical theory.
While system-specific spin-ice or soft-spin models exist, a formal theory for general classical magnets
remains elusive. Here, we introduce a generic symmetry group construction built from a vector
field in a plaquette of classical spins, demonstrating how classical spins superpose in irreducible
representations (irreps) of the symmetry group. The corresponding probability amplitudes serve
as order parameters and local spins as fragmented excitations. The formalism offers a many-body
vector field representation of diverse ground states, including spin liquids and fragmented phases
described as degenerate ensembles of irreps. We apply the theory to a frustrated square Kagome
lattice, where spin-ice or soft spin rules are inapt, to describe spin liquids and fragmented phases,
all validated through irreps ensembles and unbiased Monte Carlo simulation. Our generic theory
sheds light on previously unknown aspects of spin-liquid phases and fragmentation and broadens
their applications to other branches of field theory.

Classical spin models can potentially capture exotic
phenomena like spin liquid [1–6], spin ice [7–9], and frag-
mentation [2, 10–13], order by disorder [14–19], prether-
mal discrete time crystals[20], and exciting progress lies
in designing novel and generic frameworks [6, 21–29].
While quantum theory allows the ground state of a spin
liquid to be a superposition state, this concept does not
have a classical analog. Classically, two main approaches
so far describe the spin liquid phase. The spin-ice ap-
plies to specific spin Hamiltonians that can be expressed
in terms of |Sc|2, where the total spin in a cluster c:
Sc =

∑
i∈c ηiSi with ηi being suitably chosen rational

numbers[6]. This way the Sc = 0 configuration describes
a degenerate ground state.[2, 3, 6, 11, 23, 24] However,
this rule doesn’t hold for models with Dzyaloshinskii-
Moriya (DM) interactions. Recently, a Luttinger-Tisza
approximation, also known as the spherical or soft-spin
approximation, has been employed to analyze the degen-
erate energy state in momentum space in terms of ex-
tended states of classical spin.[23–27] A flat band in this
model indicates the degeneracy characteristic of spin liq-
uids. The drawback of this model is that it relaxes the
local |Si| = 1 constraint, imposing it at the global spin
value. Both approaches are suited for specific Hamiltoni-
ans and have so far been applied only to spin-ice models.

Magnetic fragmentation is another exotic phenomenon
in the classical spin systems that draws recent
attention.[10–13, 30, 31] In this phase, a local classical
field (such as spin or magnetization) fragments into com-
ponents with one (or more) components exhibiting order
while others remain disordered or liquid-like. This phe-
nomenon has so far been studied using Landau’s coarse-
grained magnetization fields, with or without local spin
constraints. Despite progress in understanding specific
models with ground state degeneracy or fragmentation,
a comprehensive analytical framework, which would ide-

ally encompass all lattice symmetries, frustration, DM
interactions, local spin constraints, and hence do not nec-
essarily follow the spin-ice rule, remains elusive.

Research on frustrated lattices, like pyrochlore,[6, 32–
35] triangular,[36–38] Kagome,[39–41] and others[4, 15,
18, 42] has been a major focus in exploring spin liquids
and related phenomena. Recently, the square Kagome
lattice has sparked excitement due to experimental hints
of spin liquid phases[43–45] and supporting theoretical
investigations [46–50]. However, these materials likely
possess a strong DM interaction[43–45] which the spin-
ice and soft-spin models do not incorporate. Addition-
ally, the square Kagome lattice boasts multiple sublat-
tices, offering a richer platform with potentially larger
degenerate manifolds and more fragmentation possibili-
ties.

Here, we introduce a generic framework for studying
ground state degeneracy and fragmentation in classical
spin systems using a group theory approach. We apply
this theory to a two-dimensional square Kagome lattice.
Our approach transcends a prior approach[35, 41], used
primarily for ordered phases, to encompass spin liquids
and fragmented phases. We define a vector space repre-
senting the spins within a lattice plaquette, designed to
be invariant under the lattice’s point-group symmetry.
The plaquette spin vector can be expressed as a super-
position of the irreducible representations (irreps) of the
symmetry group. The expansion parameters of this su-
perposition vector act as Landau-like order parameters.
However, unlike traditional order parameters, they trans-
form under ‘discrete’ spatial rotations and acquire con-
tinuous symmetry through degeneracy and irreps mul-
tiplets. Interestingly, these order parameters serve as
spin’s ‘probability amplitudes’ and ‘occupation densities’
to irreps state and energy levels, respectively. This ap-
proach, with its resemblance to quantum concepts, paves
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FIG. 1. (a) A plaquette of a 2D square-Kagome lattice, be-
longing to the D4 group, is shown with sublattices enumerated
as i = 0− 7. (b) Among five irreps with different multiplets,
we show a few representative irreps here, while others are
shown in SM [51]. Each irrep consists of either S⊥

i (horizontal
arrow) or Sz

i (open and filled dots for up and down spins)
components, with the sizes of the arrows or dots dictate their
magnitudes.

the way for a novel construction of classical spin liquids
and fragmentation states.

We apply the theory to a model consisting of XXZ
and DM interactions in a 2D square Kagome lattice. We
also employ unbiased classical Monte Carlo (MC) simu-
lation to validate our group theory approach and repro-
duce the phase diagram. We find that DM interaction
promotes a uniform or staggered ordering of specific ir-
rep, containing vortex or anti-vortex. Near the critical
boundaries between these ordered phases, we observe the
emergence of classical spin liquid (CSL) states. Within
the CSL phase, local spins remain fully disordered if the
ground state consists of a randomly distributed irrep en-
semble. Alternatively, the ground state can scramble or-
dered and disordered irreps to fragment the local spin
vector into coexisting extended/collective and point-like
excitations. Additionally, the spin-spin correlation func-
tion is analyzed in each phase to distinguish between
magnetic Bragg peaks for the collective excitations in
the ordered phase and the ‘pinch-point’ excitations in
the liquid phases.

Mathematical foundation: We define a local vector field
in a plaquette network p to be invariant under the lat-
tice’s point-group symmetry G:

Sp =
⊕
i∈p

Si. (1)

Si = (Sx
i Sy

i Sz
i )

T ∈ Oi(3) at the ith site, and Sp ∈
Op(3n) where n is the number of sublattices in p. (Oi(n),
Op(n) distinguish the orthogonal symmetry of the vec-
tor at the i-site and p - plaquette, respectively). Each
plaquette, like a conventional unit cell, includes redun-
dant sites than the primitive unit cell. This is adjusted
by introducing a normalization factor in the dual vector
definition to fix the length of Sp.[52]

The transformation from the spin space to the irreps
space of group G involves an orthogonal matrix, whose

column vectors Vα form the orthonormal basis of the ir-
reps representation. Expressing Sp in this irreps space
yields

Sp =

3n∑
α=1

mαVα. (2)

Here mα ∈ R is the coefficient of the expansions. We keep
the plaquette index in m and V implicit for simplicity
in notation. Interestingly, mα conforms to Landau’s or-
der parameter as the coarse-grain average of local fields,
except, here, it is invariant under a discrete symmetry
group in a plaquette and is interpreted as the probabil-
ity amplitude of vector field: mα = VT

α Sp.[52] The local
spins are defined by a rectangular projection matrix Pi∈p

as Si∈p = Pi∈pSp =
∑

α mαPi∈pVα.
Reformulating the order parameters in terms of the

irreps conveniently decouples them in a symmetry in-
variant Hamiltonian, albeit the irreps’ multiples can
mix among themselves. To account for the multi-
plets’ submanifold and emergent symmetry, it is conve-
nient to introduce an Op(dα) ‘spinor’-like field mα :=

(m
(1)
α ... m

(dα)
α )T for the α irrep with dα multiplet.

Then, the eigenmodes are obtained by orthogonal rota-
tion m̃α = eiLα·ϕαmα, where Lα are the corresponding
generators for the angle ϕα. ϕα lives on the Hamilto-
nian’s parameter space and assumes fixed values for the
energy eigenmodes. The orthonormal basis states ensure
the constraint |Sp|2 = ST

p Sp =
∑

α dα|mα|2 = nS2, ∀p,
where |Si| = S, ∀i is an additional hardcore constraint
on the classical spins[52]. Not all irreps necessarily ad-
here to the local constraint, requiring them to collab-
orate with others for existence. Such irreps ensembles
may lead to non-analyticity and fragmentation into an
order-disorder mixed phase. Additionally, the collapse of
the eigenmodes m̃α into its constituent irrep mα causes
distinct fragmented excitation.

We have a 3nN -dimensional vector space S =
⊕

p Sp

for a generic N -unit cell lattice, commencing a 3nN ×
3nN -matrix valued quadratic-in-spin Hamiltonian (see
SM[51] for further details). However, thanks to nearest-
neighbor interaction and discrete-translation-invariance
of the lattice, the Hamiltonian can be brought to a block-
diagonal form in terms of the plaquette Hamiltonian Hp:

Hp =
1

2
ST
p HpSp. (3)

Here Hp is an orthogonal matrix-valued Hamiltonian,
analogous to the second quantized Hamiltonian, whose
components consist of all possible interactions between
Si and Sj for ⟨ij⟩ ∈ p. However, lattice symmetries re-
strict the allowed finite components in Hp, which we now
consider for a square kagome lattice.

Realizations in a square-Kagome lattice: The square-
Kagome lattice belongs to the Dihedral (D4) group with
n = 8 sublattice spins, giving a 24-dimensional vector
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representation. Denoting the group element g ∈ D4 in the
Sp−representation by the matrix-valued operators D(g),
we impose the symmetry criterion that under a local sym-
metry transformation Sp → D(g)Sp, the local Hamil-
tonian Hp is invariant if [D(g),Hp] = 0, ∀p, g. Since
local Oi(3) and sublattice symmetries are abandoned,
the plaquette symmetry allows us to have bond- and
spin-dependent interactions Jµν

ij with six exchange and
three DM interactions (see SM for the details), leading
to a bond-dependent XYZ-Heisenberg model with XY-
DM interaction. However, imposing bond-independent
interactions, we consider an XXZ model with DM inter-
action as more appropriate for realistic materials [43–45],
H =

∑
⟨ij⟩,µν J

µνSµ
i S

ν
j . This can, for future convenience,

be expressed as:

H = J
∑

⟨ij⟩,τ=±

(
Dτeiτ(Θi+Θj)S⊥

i S⊥
j +∆Sz

i S
z
j

)
. (4)

Here Jµν = Jδµν + JDϵµν for µ = x, y, and Jzz = J∆,
δµν is the Kronecker delta and ϵµν is the Levi-Civita ten-
sor. J is the exchange term, ∆ is the z-axis anisotropy
ratio, and JD is the XY DM interaction strength. By
diagonalizing the tensor Jµν , we define two ‘circularly
polarized’ fields: Sτ

i = |S⊥
i |eiτΘi ∈ Oi(2) ∼= Ui(1), where

S⊥
i =

√
S2 − (Sz

i )
2 is the coplanar spin magnitude and

Θi is the azimuthal angle in the spin space, which interact
via a complex (dimensionless) interaction Dτ = 1+ iτD.

Irreps in square-Kagome lattice: There are five
conjugacy classes in this non-Abelian group, giv-
ing five irreps: mα ≡ A

(dα)
1,2 , B

(dα)
1,2 , and one two-

dimensional irrep E(dα), where the superscript de-
notes their multiplicity (dα) = (2, 4, 3, 3, 6), respec-
tively. Representative irreps configurations are shown in
Fig. 1(b). We organize these irreps into a coplanar set
m⊥ := {A(a,b)

1,2 ,B
(a,b)
1,2 ,E(ax,y,bx,y,cx,y,dx,y)}, and an out-of-

plane/colinear set m|| := {A(c,d)
2 ,B

(c)
1,2,E

(ex,y,fx,y)}.
In the coplanar irreps basis A

(a,b)
1,2 , B

(a,b)
1,2 , even/odd

under C4, the local spins Sτ
i are arranged in a topo-

logical texture following Θi∈p = Qpθi + γp, where Θi

and θi are the azimuthal angles in the spin and posi-
tion manifolds, respectively. γp ∈ [0, π) is the helicity
angle, and Qp ∈ π1(S1) ∼= Z is the topological charge.
As shown in Fig. 1(b), this leads to (anti-/) vorties for
A
(a,b)
1,2 , B(a,b)

1,2 irreps. In fact, each (anti-/) vortex consists
of two concentric (anti-/) vortices in the outer and inner
squares, which are not related by symmetry but inter-
act with each other by the interaction term Dτ . A

(a,b)
1

consist of concentric vortices with the same/opposite he-
licities (γp = ±π/2), while A

(a,b)
2 , odd under reflection,

have γp = ±π. B
(a,b)
1,2 irreps (odd under C4) are simi-

lar, except they contain anti-vortices. The out-of-plane
A
(c,d)
2 are colinear FM/AFM irreps, while B

(c)
1,2 are colin-

ear AFM irreps. Finally, among the six-fold multiplets
of 2D E irreps, E(a−d) are coplaner FM/ nematic/AFM

order parameters, while E(e,f) are colinear irreps. No-
tably, the colinear irreps B

(c)
1,2 and E(e,f) violate the local

constraints, and hence their low-energy configurations vi-
tiate any long-range order.

Eigen energies: The final task is to diagonalize the
multiples of the irreps. In our case, the irreps’ multiplets
split as either Op(dα) = Op(2)⊕Op(2)⊕ ..., or Op(dα) =
Op(2)⊕Z2⊕..., in which all Op(2) operators have the same
generator Lα = iσy. ϕα depends only on arg(Dτ ) in the
eigenstates of Hp. The resultant diagonal Hamiltonian
per plaquette is

Hp =

3n∑
ν=1

Eν |m̃ν |2. (5)

Here |m̃ν |2 serves as ‘occupation density’ to the νth en-
ergy level Eν . Henceforth, we omit the tilde symbol for
simplicity, and all irreps are considered eigenmodes un-
less mentioned otherwise. The functional form of Eν in
terms of J , D, and ∆ is given in the SM[51]. Constrained
by symmetry, Eν∈m⊥ depends solely on Dτ , while Eν∈m||

is proportional to ∆ [53]. One or more irrep (s) can
form an ordered phase with a global energy minimum at
NEν if they satisfy the constraint and frustration; oth-
erwise, they blend with other irreps to form a degenerate
ensemble, giving disorder, liquid, and mixed phases. A
zero-temperature phase transition occurs at the Eν = 0
line.

Phase diagrams and correlation functions: We solve
the Hamiltonian in Eq. (4) both numerically using clas-
sical MC simulations and the group theory analysis. The
details of the MC simulation are given in the SM[51]. The
corresponding phase diagram is summarized in Table 1
and shown in Fig. 2. Note that the same phase diagram
is also reproduced by the lowest energy eigenvalue Eν ,
and the values of mν are obtained from the MC result
as shown in the lower panel in Fig. (2) agrees with the
group theory result.

Remarkably, we find that all the phases can be under-
stood in terms of an analytical definition of the many-
body ground state vector field as:

SGS =
⊕
p

∑
{νp}

mνp
Vνp

. (6)

The ordered phase harbors a summated state of a fixed
irrep ν̄ ∈ {νp} (with mν̄ = m̄, mν ̸=ν̄ = 0, ∀p); while
the staggered phase features two alternating but fixed
irreps ν̄p and ν̄q in neighboring plaquettes. The CSL
state, on the other hand, combines an ensemble of irreps
{νp} within each plaquette p. Within this ensemble, the
probability amplitude mνp

may vary randomly, subject
to local constraints, corresponding to the same plaquette
energy. The random distribution of mνp

differs between
plaquettes, resulting in an extensively degenerate ground
state.
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FIG. 2. Computed phase diagrams within the MC simulation (also group theory analysis) are shown for (a) for AFM (J = +1)
and (b) for the FM (J = −1) couplings. We highlight spin textures in a randomly chosen four-plaquette setting for representative
phases (upper panel) and respective ensembles of irreps in four plaquettes (lower panel). (c) CSL at (J,∆, D) = (1, 1, 0) showing
disordered values of mν from both in-plane and out-of-plane ensambles. (d) AO at (1, 0,−3) with degenerate irreps B

(a)
1,2 are

staggered. (e) FAA phase at (1, 4,−1) where B
(a)
1,2 being ordered but B

(c)
1 is disordered. (f) FFM phase at (−1,−2.5, 0) where

2D irrep E(a) is ferromagnetically ordered in-plane, but out-of-plane irreps are disordered. Note that all disordered values take
random numbers between different plaquettes, while we display only four representative plaquettes here.

Phase Acronym Irreps {νp} Parameters Color code
Classical Spin Liquid CSL m⊥ ∪m|| J = 1, ∆ > 0, D = 0 Cyan

Vortex Order VO Ā
(a)
1,2 J = 1, ∆ < 2D, D > 0 Magenta

Anti-vortex Order AO B̄
(a)
1,2 J = 1, ∆ < 2D, D < 0 Red

Fragmented AFM-vortex FAV Ā
(a)
1,2 ∪ B

(c)
1 J = 1, ∆ > 2D, D > 0 Black

Fragmented AFM-Anti-vortex FAA B̄
(a)
1,2 ∪ B

(c)
1 J = 1, ∆ > 2D, D < 0 Black

Fragmented Ferromagnet FFM Ē(a) ∪m|| J = −1, ∆ > 2|D|, ±D Black
Colinear Ferromagnet Order ||-FM Ā

(c)
2 ∆J < 0, |∆| > 2|D| Green

Coplanar Ferromagnet Order ⊥-FM Ē(a) J = −1, |∆| < 2|D| Blue

TABLE I. We tabulate all the phases and the contributing irreps obtained consistently with the MC simulation and the group
theory analysis. The irrep with a bar in the third column reflects it to be ordered; otherwise, it’s a disorder irrep.

In addition, we also compare our results with a soft-
spin approximation in the Fourier space [4, 6, 34, 54–
56], and the resulting dispersion relation is shown in
SM [51]. Given that we have experimental access to
the correlation function of local spins Si∈p, we report
its correlation function. We project the structure factor
χ(k) = 1/N

∑
i,j⟨Si · Sj⟩ exp (ik · (ri − rj)) to the irreps

space as

⟨Si · Sj⟩ =
∑
νpνq

mνpmνq ⟨VT
νp
PT
i PjVνq ⟩, (7)

with ri is the ith spin’s position in p and j ∈ q plaquette.
The phase diagram in Fig. 2 reveals a predominance

of (uniform or staggered) order phases in both J < 0
(frustration inactive) and J > 0 (frustration active) re-
gions. A CSL phase emerges only at the critical line
of D → 0, which turns into distinct mixed/fragmented
phases for 2|D|/∆ < 1. For D → 0, J > 0, three distinct
CSL phases emerge with increasing ∆ in Fig. 2(a) (cyan
color). As ∆ → 0, we have an XX model in Eq. (4),
and the contributing irreps arise from the degenerate

manifold of the coplanar irrep ensemble {mνp
} ⊆ m⊥.

This gives a CSL phase of Sτ
i ∈ Oi(2) spins. The

structure factor χ(k) displays a characteristic disorder
pattern without any magnetic Bragg peak but with a
prominent pinch-point around k = (±π,±3π). The
pinch-point characterizes a Coloumb phase with alge-
braic spin-spin correlation feature[2]. At ∆ = 1, the
Hamiltonian is subject to a full Oi(3) symmetry con-
straint per site, resulting in symmetry-allowed access
to the entire ensemble {mνp} ⊆ m⊥ ∪ m||. For ex-
ample, {mν} ∈ {m

A
(a,b,c,d)
1,2

,m
B
(a,b)
1,2

} are degenerate at
Eν = −2J and {mν′} ∈ {m

B
(c)
1,2

,mE(c,d)} at Eν′ = −4J ,
making a larger CSL ensemble degenerate at energy
Ep = m2

νEν + m2
ν′Eν′ = −4J for mν =

√
2mν′ . Con-

sequently, χ(k) displays pinch-point correlations among
both Sτ

i and Sz
i . Finally, as ∆ → ∞, the Hamiltonian

(last term in Eq. (4)) retains a residual local Z2 symme-
try constraint, and the disorder ground state solely stems
from the {mνp

} ⊆ m|| ensemble. χ(k) is contributed
solely by Sz

i with pinch-points at k = (±π,±3π). Based
on their distinct local constraints, it is convenient to re-
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(a) (b)

(d)

(c)

(e) (f)

FIG. 3. Simulated χ(k) is plotted in the momentum space for
the four phases discussed in Fig. 2. (a) CSL at (J,∆, D) =
(1, 1, 0), where red dots are plotted separately to signify ad-
ditional strong magnetic Bragg-like peaks that overwhelm
the spectral density of the disordered pattern. (b-c) FFA at
(1, 4,−1) where the plots for the ordered S⊥

i and disordered
Sz
i components are separated in (b) and (c), respectively. (d)

AO at (1, 0,−3) showing Bragg peaks similar to S⊥
i compo-

nents in (b). (e-f) FFM phase at (−1,−2.5, 0) with FM or-
dered S⊥

i and disorder Sz
i are separated in (e) and (f). Panels

(a) and (f) host pinch-points around (π, 3π) and it;s equiva-
lent points.

fer to these phases as O(2), O(3), and Z2 CSLs, respec-
tively, without implying a Landau-type phase boundary
between them.

Any finite D steers the CSL phase into either or-
der or fragmented (mixed) phases. Note that vortex
irreps A

(a,b)
1 and A

(a,b)
2 are degenerate at Eν = 2D ±

2
√

D2 + (1 +D)2, while the anti-vortex irreps B(a,b)
1 and

B
(a,b)
2 are degenerate at Eν = −2D± 2

√
D2 + (1−D)2.

This makes all the phases in Fig. 2(a),(b) symmetric for
D ↔ −D with vortices ↔ ant-vortices. Hence, we mainly
focus on the −D region with anti-vortices for the discus-
sions.

For weak out-of-plane anisotropy ∆ < 2|D|, we have
ordered phases of (anti-/) vortices for ∓D, which we call
(Anti-/)Vortex Order (AO/VO) phases (red/magenta re-
gions in Fig. 2). In AO phase, the degenerate irreps B(a)

1,2

are mixed in an O(2) order parameter and are staggered
between the neighboring plaquettes with a γp = π phase
shift. The extracted values of the order parameter m
from the MC data confirm the only finite and uniform
weight of the m̄

B
(a)
1,2

irreps in the AO phase, as shown in
Fig. 2(d) (lower panel). Interestingly, the CSL lies at the
phase transition line between the VO and AO phases.
The ordering is also evident in χ(k) with a magnetic
Bragg peak at k = (π, π).

However, for strong ∆ > 2|D| (with AFM anisotropy
J∆ > 0 ), the coplanar ordered irreps become scram-
bled with disordered out-of-plane irreps: {mνp

}mix ⊆
m̄A/B ∪ m||, in black region Fig. 2(a). In particular, the
outer (anti-/) vortex maintains co-planarity, while the
inner (anti-/) vortex mixes with the m

B
(c)
1

∈ m|| irrep.

The combination produces a novel AFM-vortex/AFM-
anti-vortex texture within the inner square where neigh-
boring spins possess opposite easy axes [57]. Conse-
quently, Si spin fragments into its Sz

i components be-
come non-interacting and fail to order or exhibit any
significant correlation, while the Sτ

i fields exhibit long-
range order with magnetic Bragg peaks in the structure
factor, see Figs. 3(b,c). We denote these phases as frag-
mented AFM-vortex (FAV) and fragmented AFM-Anti-
vortex (FAA) for ±D regions and confirm the same the
extracted values of mν from the MC result.

For strong ∆ > 2|D| with FM anisotropy ∆ < 0 and
J > 0 naturally select colinear FM order of the A

(c)
2 irrep

(green region Fig. 2(a)). We denote this phase as ||−FM.
The same phase reemerges for ∆ > 0 and J < 0 in Fig.
2(b).

The interplay between the FM interaction, J = −1,
and strong AFM anisotropy ∆ > 2|D| generates a dis-
tinct fragmented phase, see Fig. 1(b) (black region). The
extracted values of m from the MC data show that the in-
plane FM 2D irrep m̄E(a) is ordered while the out-of-plane
AFM irreps ∈ m|| are disordered, see Fig. 1(f). These
out-of-plane irreps violate the local constraint, leading to
an intriguing fragmented structure in χ(k), resulting in
an in-plane FM order in Sτ

i , but a pinch-point disorder
in Sz

i , see Fig. 3(e-f). We dub this a Fragmented FM
(FFM) phase.

Any finite D disfavors this mixed phase, causing a
phase transition at D > 2∆ to in-plane VO or AO orders
for ±D, as observed in the J = 1 phase diagram. The
remaining two phases are readily identifiable: a uniform
coplanar FM (namely, ⊥-FM) order with m̄E(a) irrep at
∆ → 0 (blue region in Fig. 2(b)), and an out-of-plane
||-FM order with m̄

A
(c)
2

for J∆ → ∞ (green region in
Fig. 2(b)).

Conclusions and outlook. Discussions on their exci-
tations and phase transition are merited. The VO/AO
order phases (red and magenta) exhibit novel collective
excitations. Gapless collective excitations emerge from
the long-wavelength fluctuation of the helicity angle γp
across the lattice, protected by the topology of the irreps
space through the charge Qp ∈ Z. These modes, termed
helicity phase modes or phasons, possess novel charac-
teristics. The two concentric vortices per plaquette are
coupled by interaction but not symmetry. Frustration
affects only the outer vortex, resulting in the fragmenta-
tion of the excitation spectrum into a collective mode for
the ordered fields and local excitations for the disordered
components. The Mermin-Wagner theorem dictates the
instability of ordered states to gapless magnons or phason
modes, while disorder phases tend to order via thermal
fluctuations according to the order-by-disorder paradigm
[14, 16–18]. Moreover, the VO/AO phases for ±D consist
of different irreps, i.e., distinct conjugacy classes, that
do not couple in the Hamiltonian. Hence, their phase
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boundary at D = 0 signifies a topological phase transi-
tion associated with a spin liquid phase at the critical
point, reminiscence of the deconfined critical point [58].
The CSL critical point can be extended by applying a
magnetic field in the z-direction (see SM [51]). Finally,
transitions between ordered and fragmented phases, or
within fragmented phases, offer intriguing avenues for
studying non-Landau-type phase transitions.
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

DETAILED DERIVATION OF THE SYMMETRY PROPERTIES

Here, we provide further details of the relevant mathematical constructions that are used in the main text. We start
with a system of N spins. Much like how one starts in the quantum case with a direct product state basis to construct
exotic entangled states, here we can also start with a many-body 3N -dimensional vector field as a direct sum basis:
S = ⊕N

i Si, where Si=1 ∈ O(3). Then, the most general two-spin interaction Hamiltonian is written as H = STHS,
where H is the 3N × 3N matrix-valued Hamiltonian. Short-range interaction and (discrete) translational symmetry
drastically simplifies this Hamiltonian, giving a block-diagonal one.

We assume that there exists a (conventional) unit cell with sublattices that are invariant under a point group
symmetry G. The spins sitting at the cell coordinates interact with the spins from the neighboring cells. This
interaction term is translated back to a periodically equivalent interaction between the spins within the cell. This
allows us to define a plaquette containing n sublattices (counting the sites fully that are shared with the neighboring
cells, and hence, the number of sublattices in a plaquette is larger than that in the primitive cell). In this prescription,
the Hamiltonian H becomes block diagonal into a 3n× 3n plaquette Hamiltonian Hp, and the many-body spin vector
field splits as S = ⊕N=N/n

p=1 Sp, where Sp the vector field in the plaquette.

Here, we focus on the square Kagome lattice, which has n = 8 sites in a plaquette, giving a 24-dimensional reducible
representation Sp, as shown in Fig.1 (a), while the primitive unit cell has 6 spins Therefore, the ’completeness’ property
of the plaquette spin turns out to be

∑N
p=1 ST

p Sp = 8N , whereas N = 6N is the total number of spin in the lattice of N
unit cell. To deal with this, we introduce a local weight factor ηp in the definition of the dual vector, say, ST

p = ST
p ηp,

where T corresponds to the transpose operator. Then, the length of the vector is defined as ST
p Sp′ = ST

p ηpSp′ = ηpδpp′ .
We approximate ηp = 6/8I in each plaquette. The Monte Carlo result confirms that the obtained order parameters
for phase phases are scaled with the group theory result by 6/8.

Our first job is to find the irreducible representation of the Dihedral group D4 group in this vector field represen-
tation. The group elements are denoted by D4 = {e,C4,C

2
4,C

3
4, σ

x
v , σ

y
v = C−1

4 σx
vC4, σ

xy
v , σyx

v = C−1
4 σxy

v C4}, where C4

is the four-fold rotation, σv are the reflection with respect to the verticle plane passing through the x, y− axis, or
diagonal (xy/yx), as shown in Fig. 1(a). In this Sp-representation, we can split each of the D4 group elements as
successive transformations on how the onsite spin Si ∈ O(3) undergoes an internal spin rotation, followed by how
each component Sµ

i=1−8 of the 8 sublattices reorders in the plaquette vector Sp. Noticeably further, the inner and
outer squares of the square kagome lattice are decoupled from each other in terms of the D4 symmetries and give
a trivial transformation between the two concentric squares of four sublattices. In what follows, if we denote the
Sp-representation of the group elements g ∈ D4 as D(g), then it can be decomposed into a direct product of three
symmetries: D(g) = RI(g)⊗RL(g)⊗RS(g), where RS(g) are the 3× 3 rotational matrices of the local Oi(3) spin,
RL(g) are the 4 × 4 rotational matrices of the four sublattices, and RI(g) is the 2 × 2 transformation between the
inner and outer squares.

D(C4) =
[
τ0 ⊗R(1)

L (C4) + τx ⊗R(2)
L (C4)

]
⊗RS(C4),

D(C2
4) = τx ⊗ I4×4 ⊗RS(C

2
4),

D(C3
4) =

[
τ0 ⊗R(2)

L (C4) + τx ⊗R(1)
L (C4)

]
⊗RS(C

3
4),

D(σx
v ) =

[
τ0 ⊗R(1)

L (σx
v ) + τx ⊗R(2)

L (σx
v )
]
⊗RS(σ

x
v ),

D(σy
v) =

[
τ0 ⊗R(2)

L (σx
v ) + τx ⊗R(1)

L (σx
v )
]
⊗RS(σ

y
v),

D(σxy
v ) =

[
τ0 ⊗R(1)

L (σxy
v ) + τx ⊗R(2)

L (σxy
v )
]
⊗RS(σ

xy
v ),

D(σyx
v ) =

[
τ0 ⊗R(2)

L (σxy
v ) + τx ⊗R(1)

L (σxy
v )
]
⊗RS(σ

yx
v ). (8)
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Here τ0, τx are Pauli matrices defining the internal symmetry D4(g), and

R(1)
L (C4) =


0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0

 ,R(2)
L (C4) =


0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

 ,R(1)
L (σx

v ) =


0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1

 ,R(2)
L (σx

v ) =


0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

 ,

R(1)
L (σxy

v ) =


1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

 ,R(2)
L (σxy

v ) =


0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0

 .

Under C4, the continuous Oi(3) symmetry simply becomes a discrete angle of rotation by 2π/4 with Lz being the
angular momentum, while under the mirror, spin is rotated as an axial vector. This gives

RS(C4) =

0 −1 0
1 0 0
0 0 1

 , RS(σ
x
v ) =

1 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 −1

 , RS(σ
xy
v ) =

 0 −1 0
−1 0 0
0 0 −1

 , (9)

and RS(C
2
4) = (RS(C4))

2, RS(C
3
4) = (RS(C4))

3, RS(σ
y
v) = RS(C4)

−1RS(σ
x
v )RS(C4), and RS(σ

yx
v ) =

RS(C4)
−1RS(σ

xy
v )RS(C4).

Symmetry of the Hamiltonian

The generic plaquette Hamiltonian is expressed in the main text as Hp = 1
2S

T
p HpSp, where Hp is the 24 × 24

symmetric matrix containing all possible nearest neighbor interactions. The symmetry constraints make many terms
vanish or be identical to other terms. Under a symmetry, the vector field transforms to S ′

p = D(g)S, ∀g ∈ D4, and if
the Hamiltonian to Hp is invariant, then the Hamiltonian matrix transforms as DT (g)HpD(g) = Hp, ∀p.

Under these conditions, we find that the interaction terms among the four triangles are related to each other by
symmetry, while those within a triangle are independent of each other; see Fig. 1 (a). Consider the one independent
triangle at sites i = {0, 1, 2} in Fig. 1 (a), and we obtain three distinct 3× 3 matrices between sites i and j :

(Hp)01 =

Jxx Dxy 0
Dyx Jyy 0
0 0 Jzz

 , (Hp)12 =

 Jxx −Dyx 0
−Dxy Jyy 0

0 0 Jzz

 , and (Hp)20 =

 J ′xx D′xy 0
−D′xy J ′yy 0

0 0 J ′zz

 . (10)

Therefore, we have nine independent parameters: three exchange interactions Jµµ, J ′µµ. and three DM interactions
Dxy, Dyx, and D′xy. Due to in-plane inversion symmetry, no in-plane DM interaction is allowed. We take a simpler
XXZ + DM interaction model in which Jµµ = J ′µµ, Jxx = Jyy = Jzz/∆ = J , and Dxy = −Dyx = D′xy = JD. This
gives us three independent parameters, among which the global energy scaling by J is removed, except its sign ± is
considered in the main text.

Irreducible spin configurations

Finally, we find the irreducible representation of the Sp vector. There are five classes in the group D4 denoted by
E = {e}, C4 = {C4,C

3
4}, C2 = {C2

4}, C ′
2 = {σxy

v , σyx
v }, C ′′

2 = {σx
v , σ

y
v}. The character table for this symmetry group is

given in Table S1.
We have five irreps, which we denote by mα for α = 1− 5. Then the vector representation of the irreps is a direct

sum of the irreps M =
⊕

α dαmα with dα giving the number of times the α-th irrep appears in the sum. dα is
calculated from orthogonality relation with the characters: χmα

(Ck), χM(Ck) of the 24-dimensional representations
mα(Ck),M(Ck) respectively, for each conjugacy class Ck, where k runs over the five conjugacy classes:

dα =
1

h

∑
k

Nkχmα
(Ck)χ̄M(Ck) (11)

where h = 8 is the order of the group D4, and Nk is the number of elements in Ck conjugacy class. The values of dα
are given in the second column in Table S1.
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D4 dα E 2C4 2C′′
2 C2 2C′

2

A1 2 1 1 1 1 1
A2 4 1 1 -1 1 -1
B1 3 1 -1 1 1 -1
B2 3 1 -1 -1 1 1
E 6 2 0 0 -2 0
Sp 24 0 -2 0 -2

TABLE S1. Character table of the group D4. The last row corresponds to the characters of the reducible representation Sp for
each class. NkCk notion is used in the first row. Nk is the number of elements in each conjugacy class, Ck.

The final task in this section is to find the basis functions Vα of each irrep. We denote the basis vectors as |Vµ
α⟩,

where α = 1 for one-dimensional irreps, and µ = 1, 2 (which are relabelled as x, y in Fig. S1) for the two-dimensional
irrep E. The basis vectors follow a relation : D(g)|Vµ

α⟩ =
∑

µ′(Uα(g))µµ′ |Vµ′

α ⟩, ∀g. (Uα(g))µµ′ are the µ × µ-matrix
for the µ-dimensional irrep α defined for the group element g. For the one-dimensional irreps A1,2 and B1,2, Uα(g)
simply gives the character of the group, and then |Vµ

α⟩ are the simultaneous eigenvectors of the group elements with
the character being the eigenvalue. They can be solved easily and the corresponding basis functions for the one-
dimensional irreps are shown in Fig. S1(a-d). For the two-dimensional E irrep, the orthogonal condition of the basis
vector simplifies the above equation to (Uα(g))µµ′ = ⟨Vµ

α |D(g)|Vµ′

α ⟩. We solve this matrix for the E irrep for each
group elements, which comes out to be UE(e) = I2×2, UE(C4) = −iτy, UE(C

2
4) = −I2×2, UE(C

3
4) = iτy, UE(σ

x
v ) = τz,

UE(σ
y
v) = −tauz, UE(σ

xy
v ) = τx, UE(σ

yx
v ) = −τx. τµ are the 2× 2 Pauli matrices.

We have the multiplets as dα = 2, 4, 3, 3 for the four one-dimensional irreps A1, A2, B1, B2, giving 12 basis vectors,
while the two-dimensional irrep with multiplicity dE = 6 gives another 12 basis vectors, as shown in Fig. S1(e). Among
them, sixteen are in-plane, defined in the set m⊥, and eight are out-of-plane, defined in the set mz in the main text.
Among them, six out-of-plane irreps do not satisfy the local constraint of S = 1 per site.

XXZ and DM interactions

In the plaquette Hamiltonian, after substituting Sp =
∑3n

α=1 mαVα, we obtain a Hamiltonian that is block diagonal
between the irreps but contains cross-terms along the multiplicity within an irrep. So we define a dα-dimensional
spinor field for each irrep as mα := (m

(1)
α ... m

(dα)
α )T ∈ Op(dα), in which the plaquette Hamiltonian splits as

Hp =

5∑
α=1

mT
αHαmα, (12)

where we have suppressed the plaquette index on the right-hand side. Hα is a dα×dα matrix. The Op(dα) symmetry
of each irrep breaks into Op(2) and Z2 symmetry as follows.

For α = 1, the A1 irrep with d1 = 2 multiplets follows an Op(2) symmetry.
For α = 2, the A2 irrep with d2 = 4, we have an emergent Op(2) × Op(2) symmetry among the multiplets, giving

HA2
= H

A
(a,b)
2

⊕H
A
(c,d)
2

. This is obvious because A
(a,b)
2 consists of coplanar spins while A

(c,d)
2 are the two out-of-plane

spins.
For both α = 3, d, the B1,2 irreps with d3,4 = 3, we have an emergent Op(2) × Z2 symmetry with HB1,2

=

H
B
(a,b)
1,2

⊕H
B
(c)
1,2

. Here, the B
(a,b)
1,2 multiplets are coplanar spins forming O(2) symmetry, while B

(c)
1,2 consists of out-of-

plane spins that do not obey local constraints.
For α = 5, the two-dimensional E irrep with d5 = 6, each component of each multiplicity gives emergent Op(2)

rotation as HE = HE(a,b) ⊕HE(c,d) ⊕HE(e,f) .
All the Op(2) invariant 2× 2 Hamiltonian matrices for all irreps have this general form

(Hα)k,k′ = ϵ(k+)
α σ0 + ϵ(k−)

α σz + λ(kk′)
α σx, (13)

where k, k′ = 1, 2 ∈ (a,b) or (c,d) or (e,f), and ϵk±α = [ϵ
(k)
α ± ϵ

(k′)
α ]/2 and ϵ

(k)
α is the onsite energy for the kth

multiplet of the α-irrep, and λ
(kk′)
α is the ‘hopping energy’ between the k and k′ multiples. The onsite energies of

the two vortices with different helicities are ϵ
A
(a)
1

= ϵ
A
(a)
2

= 2
√
2 + 2(

√
2 − 1)D, ϵ

A
(b)
1

= ϵ
A
(b)
2

= −2
√
2 − 2(

√
2 + 1)D,
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(d)

(e)
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1
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1
(b)

A
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(a)

A
2
(b) A

2
(c) A

2
(d)

B
2
(a) B

2
(b)

B
1
(a) B

1
(b)

E
(bx)E

(ay) E
(by)

E
(ax)

E
(cy)E

(cx) E
(dx) E

(dy)

B
1
(c)

B
2
(c)

E
(ex) E

(ey)

E
(fy)E

(fx)

FIG. S1. We plot all the irreps’ basis functions. The verticle dashed line demarcates the out-of-plane irreps mz on the right-
hand side, among which only the top row satisfies the local constraint while the others do not. The horizontal arrows dive the
spin direction for S⊥

i , while the filled and open dots correspond to Sz
i . The size of the dots corresponds to |Sz

i |. For A
(c,d)
2 , the

size of the dots is adjusted for |Sz
i | = 1, while for B

(c)
1,2, sites with symbols give |Sz

i | =
√
2, while sites without symbols have

|Si| = 1. Similar consideration is used for the E irreps that do not meet the local constraint.

while the energy cost to change the helicity angle is λ
A
(a,b)
1

= λ
A
(a,b)
2

= −4D. The same for the two anti-vortices are:

ϵ
B
(a)
1

= ϵ
B
(a)
2

= −2
√
2+2(

√
2+1)D, ϵ

B
(b)
1

= ϵ
B
(b)
2

= 2
√
2−2(

√
2−1)D, λ

B
(a,b)
1

= λ
B
(a,b)
2

= −4D. The out-of-plane irreps
with parallel and anti-parallel spins and spin-flip energies between them as ϵ

A
(c)
2

= 6∆, ϵ
A
(d)
2

= −2∆, λ
A
(c,d)
2

= 4∆.
The two irreps with only inner and out-square out-of-plane spins have the onsite energy: ϵ

B
(c)
1

= ϵ
B
(c)
2

= −4∆. Each
two-dimensional irreps is degenerate. The in-plane FM E irreps have the energies ϵE(a) = 6, ϵE(b) = −2, and their
hopping energy ϵE(a,b) = 4. The in-plane AFM E irreps have the energies ϵE(c) = 4D − 2, ϵE(d) = −4D − 2, and
ϵE(c,d) = −4. The two out-of-plane E irreps that do not mix have the energies ϵE(e) = 2

√
2, ϵE(b) = −2

√
2. All energies

are multiplied with J .
The explicit form of Hamiltonian in terms of the matrix elements in the basis of the irrep order parameter is

Hp =
∑

α=A1,2,B1,2

∑
k,k′

(Hα)k,k′m(k)
α m(k′)

α +
∑
k,k′

(HE)k,k′m
(k)
E ·m(k′)

E +
∑

α=B1,2,k=c

(HE)k,k(m
k
α)

2. (14)

where k, k′ =a,b for all irreps, and in addition, we have k, k′ =c,d for A2 and k, k′ =c,d, and k, k′ =e,f for E.
Then, for all Op(2) order parameters, diagonalize the corresponding 2× 2 Hα matrices by the orthogonal transfor-

mation:



12

(
m̃

(k)
α

m̃
(k′)
α

)
=
[
σ0 cosϕ

(k,k′)
α − iσy sinϕ

(k,k′)
α

](m
(k)
α

m
(k′)
α

)

where ϕ
(k,k′)
α is a fixed angle of rotation that diagonalizes the corresponding irrep multiplets. Eventually, we obtain

a fully diagonal Hamiltonian as

Hp =
∑

ν=(α,k=1,dα)

Eν |m̃ν |2. (15)

We have abandoned the α and k symbols for the irreps and multiplicity and combined them into a single symbol ν

which runs from 1 to 3n in the eigenmodes, for simplicity. Here Eν = ϵ+α ±
√
(ϵ−α )2 + λ2

α for each Op(2) multipltes of
α-irreps. Their explicit forms are

Eν=1,2 = −2D ± 2
√
D2 + (1 +D)2, for α = A

(a,b)
1 ,

Eν=3,4 = Eν=1,2, for α = A
(a,b)
2 ,

Eν=5,6 = 2∆(1±
√
5), for α = A

(c,d)
2 ,

Eν=7,8 = 2D ± 2
√

D2 + 2(1−D)2, for α = B
(a,b)
1 ,

Eν=9 = −4∆, for α = B
(c)
1 ,

Eν=10−12 = Eν=7−9 for α = B
(a,b,c)
2 ,

Eν=13,14 = 2± 2
√
5, for α = E(a,b),

Eν=15,16 = −2± 2
√

1 + 4D2, for α = E(c,d),

Eν=17,18 = ±2
√
2∆ for α = E(e,f). (16)

All the energies are defined with respect to J . The values of the angle ϕ are:

ϕ
A
(a,b)
1

=
1

2
tan−1

(
D√

2(1 +D)

)
, ϕ

A
(a,b)
2

= ϕ
A
(a,b)
1

, ϕ
A
(c,d)
1

= −1

2
tan−1

(
1

2

)
,

ϕ
B
(a,b)
1

=
1

2
tan−1

(
D√

2(1−D)

)
, ϕ

B
(a,b)
2

=
1

2
tan−1

(
−D√

2(1−D)

)
,

ϕE(a,b) = −1

2
tan−1

(
1

2

)
, ϕE(c,d) =

1

2
tan−1

(
1

2D

)
. (17)

DETAILS OF CLASSICAL MONTE CARLO

In the classical Monte Carlo calculation, the final temperature is achieved by annealing from the high temperature
at each step with 8× 105 Monte Carlo steps. The expectation values of the observables are calculated by taking the
average over the last 7×105 configurations of a total 8×105 Monte Carlo steps with system size N = 6L2 considering
periodic boundary conditions, with L number of unit cells. All the static structure factor averages are performed over
system size, L = 20 at temperature 10−3. The position vectors of each sublattice (denoted with indices 0,1, ... in
Fig. 1(a) of main text) are taken as considering the origin at the center of the square,

δ0 =

(
−1

4
,
−1

4

)
, δ1 =

(
1

4
,
−1

4

)
, δ2 =

(
1

4
,
1

4

)
, δ3 =

(
−1

4
,
1

4

)
, δ4 =

(
0,

−1

2

)
, δ5 =

(
1

2
, 0

)
(18)
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E
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-3
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-2

FIG. S2. We plot the total energy per site vs the system size along one axis, L. The number of sites in the lattice is N=6*L*L.
Left: The ordered state with D=-3.0 and ∆ = 0.0; Right: The spin liquid phase at D=0.0 and ∆ = 4.00.

STRUCTURE FACTOR PLOTS

In this section, we list the real space spin configurations of all the phases and their respective structure factors. As
defined in the main text, the different structure factors are

χ(k) = 1/N
∑
i,j

⟨Si · Sj⟩ exp (ik · (ri − rj))

χ⊥(k) = 1/N
∑
i,j

⟨S⊥
i S⊥

j ⟩ exp (ik · (ri − rj))

χz(k) = 1/N
∑
i,j

⟨Sz
iS

z
j ⟩ exp (ik · (ri − rj)) (19)
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D = 3, Δ = 0

χ(kx,ky)

D = 1, Δ = 4

χᚆ(kx,ky) χz(kx,ky)

D = -1, Δ = 4

χᚆ(kx,ky) χz(kx,ky)

D = -3, Δ = 0
χ(kx,ky)

D = 0, Δ = -4

χ(kx,ky)

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

(f)

1.00 0.50 0.00 0.50 1.00
Sz

χz(kx,ky)χᚆ(kx,ky)

D = 0, Δ = 4

VO

FAV

SL

FAA

AO

FIG. S3. The real spin configurations (left panel) and the corresponding structure factor (middle panel) are plotted for various
phases for the AFM coupling J = +1. The ensemble of order parameters, which are mentioned in the main text, for each phase
is presented in the right panel. (a) Order phase (red region in the phase diagram) with staggered anti-vortices between the
neighboring sites, showing Bragg-like peaks at a finite but preferential wavevector. (b) Mixed or fragmented phase where the
inner anti-vortices turn into an AFM-anti-vortex with opposite Sz

i components, while Sz
i = 0 for the outer anti-vortex. The

Sz
i values, however, take random values and show disorder features in the corresponding structure factor without any pinch-

point correlation. This is expected as the inner vortices become decoupled from each other, lacking any significant correlation
between them. (c) A CSL phase (close to the Z2 CSL phase) showing larger spectral weight the Sz

i correlation function with
pinch-points. (d) The mixed or fragmented phase for D < 0 is similar to the mixed phase for D > 0, except here, vortices
replace the anti-vortices. (e) Orderd phase for D<0, similar to the D > 0 case in (a), with vortices replacing anti-vortices. (f)
A collinear out-of-plane FM phase arising in the limit of strong our-of-plane anisotropy term ∆ → −∞.
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D = 1, Δ = -4

D = 0, Δ = -4

D = -1, Δ = 4

(a)

(b)

(c)

χᚆ(kx,ky) χz(kx,ky)

χᚆ(kx,ky) χz(kx,ky)

χᚆ(kx,ky) χz(kx,ky)

1.00 0.50 0.00 0.50 1.00
Sz

FFM

FFM

FFM

FIG. S4. Similar to Fig. S2, but for the FM interaction J = −1. All three phases shown here are the fragmented phases at
different values of D and ∆, showing pinch-point in the Sz

i correlation function, but FM ordering in the in-plane component.
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SOFT-SPIN APPROXIMATION

In this section, we analyze the Hamiltonian in Eq. 4 with ’soft spin’ approximation i.e. spin length constraint
(|Si|2 = 1) is softened from exact value of 1 per site to the global value of

∑N
i |Si|2 = NS. Because of the global

constraint, we have a uniform (fixed) chemical potential (Lagrangian multiplier) in the theory. Then, following Ref. 26,
we have diagonalized the Hamiltonian in the Fourier space of the spin. There, a spin vector is defined per unit cell, not
in the plaquette, which means we have six sublattices as Si=(Sx

0 , Sy
0, Sz

0, Sx
1 , ..., Sz

5). We Fourier transform the spin
vector as S(q) = 1√

N

∑
i Sie

−iq·ri , where r = an1 + bn2 with integers a, b and unit vectors n1 = (1, 0),n2 = (0, 1).
The Hamiltonian is then diagonal in the momentum space as

H =
∑
q

ST (q)TH(q)S(q), (20)

where H(q) is a 18× 18 matrix. We can now diagonalize the H(q) matrix, which gives the energy eigenvalues Eν(q).
The lowest energy state is the ground state, and then we plot a few low-energy excited states in Fig. S5.

We note that the analysis on the Fourier basis leads to a violation of the local constraint and hence, inconsistency
is expected between the real-space model and the Fourier space one, especially in the spin liquid phase. In the CSL
phase, we find an extremely flat band as the lowest energy state, suggesting extensive degeneracy as expected here.
We see the flat band in all the mixed phases as well. In addition, the spectrum is gapless in both phases, with gapless
points present at (±π,±π), (±π,±3π), and (±3π, )± 3π), as shown in Fig. S5. The band degeneracy, denoted with d
in the spectrum at each region is different: d=4(2) for ∆ < 1(> 1), d=6 at ∆ = 1 in the CSL phase where D=0; and
d=2 for mixed phases both for J = +1 and -1. Hence, there is no simple positive sum of the constrainer rule here;
the direct matching of singular/non-singular bands to emergent gauge fields/fragility is not possible.

d = 6

(a) (b)

d = 2

(c)

d = 2

(d)

d = 2

FIG. S5. Energy dispersion of the Hamiltonian H(q) at four with re)spective degeneracy of flat bands d, for (a) ∆ = 1.0, D = 0.0
(CSL), (b) ∆ = 4.0, D = 1.0 (Mixed phase) for J = +1 and (c) ∆ = −2.5, D = 0.0 (d) ∆ = 4.0, D = 1.0 (Mixed phases) for J
= -1

As discussed rigorously in the main text, the spin liquids (cyon(/black) colored phase for J=+1(/-1)) phase has
pinch points belonging to the algebraic class of CSLs with ’emergent’ low-energy gauge field excitations. The mixed
(black-colored phase for J=+1) phase has no pinch points and, hence, belongs to the fragile class of CSLs. All the
other ordered phase regions have dispersive bands.
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Finite Magnetic field

0 0.2 0.6 1.0 1.4 1.8
0

0.3

0.6

0.9

1.2

h

FIG. S6. Phase diagram at D=0, as a function of h and ∆. For ∆ < 1, the phase is a mixed phase and spin liquid for another
case. The mixed phase here is unstable for any finite value of D; the phase becomes ordered in and out-of-plane for non-zero
D value.

The external magnetic field is applied along the z-axis to the Hamiltonian, now written as

Hmag = HXXZ−DM − h
∑
i

Sz
i . (21)

The phase diagram as a function of h and ∆ is presented in Fig. S6 for D = 0. A mixed phase of disordered in-
plane spins with ordered out-of-plane components is observed at D = 0 for ∆ < 1 with increasing h. The in-plane
disordered spins exhibit a coexisting Bragg-like leak at (0, 4π), and pinch points at (±π,±3π). The ordering along
the z components is FM type. This phase is unstable for any finite value of D. A finite value of D gives an ordered
phase depending on the sign of the D value, where the in-plane spins form an ordered supercell structure and the
out-of-plane spins are ferromagnetically ordered. As ∆ > 1, the spins become disordered both in in-plane and out-
of-plane components. This phase also has pinch-points in the correlation function, indicating power-law correlations.
This phase survives at finite values of D. Therefore, we conclude that, by applying the external magnetic field, the
spin liquid phase can be stabilized in these materials.
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