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We predict that the gapless U(1) Dirac spin liquid naturally emerges in a two-dimensional array
of quantum dipoles. In particular, we demonstrate that the dipolar XY model—realized in both
Rydberg atom arrays and ultracold polar molecules—hosts a quantum spin liquid ground state on
the kagome lattice. Large-scale density matrix renormalization group calculations indicate that
this spin liquid exhibits signatures of gapless, linearly-dispersing spinons, consistent with the U(1)
Dirac spin liquid. We identify a route to adiabatic preparation via staggered on-site fields and
demonstrate that this approach can prepare cold spin liquids within experimentally realistic time-
scales. Finally, we propose a number of novel signatures of the Dirac spin liquid tailored to near-term
quantum simulators, including termination-dependent edge modes and the Friedel response to a local
perturbation.

Exotic phases of matter can emerge in deceptively sim-
ple quantum systems. For example, material electrons
subject to a strong magnetic field and Coulomb inter-
actions can fractionalize, forming quantum Hall liquids
whose quasiparticle excitations carry a fraction of the
original electron’s quantum numbers [1, 2]. When such
fractionalization occurs in an insulating spin system, the
resulting phase of matter is known as a quantum spin
liquid [3]. Although the theoretical viability of such
phases is well-established [4, 5], their definitive identifi-
cation and characterization remain a perennial challenge
for both quantum materials and quantum simulators [6–
8]. On the latter front, recent works have explored sev-
eral gapped quantum spin liquids and their topological
orders. For example, a Z2 spin liquid may naturally
arise from Rydberg blockade interactions [9, 10], while
digitally-operating quantum devices have probed wave-
functions with non-Abelian D4 topological order [11].

The spin liquids that emerge in conventional quantum
materials are of a rather different sort. In particular,
studies of geometrically-frustrated antiferromagnets (e.g.
on triangular, kagome, or pyrochlore lattices) often find
indications of gapless quantum spin liquids [12–27]. In
two-dimensional systems, the exemplar is the U(1) Dirac
spin liquid (DSL), whose low-energy excitations can
be understood as massless, linearly-dispersing fermionic
spinons coupled to an emergent U(1) gauge field [28–
32]. Its governing laws are those of a (2+1)-dimensional
version of quantum electrodynamics (QED3), which rep-
resents a potentially stable, quantum critical phase of
matter [33–42].

In this work, we predict a new route to realize the gap-
less U(1) Dirac spin liquid in synthetic quantum matter
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic depiction of a spin liquid emerging
from the dipolar XY Hamiltonian in a two-dimensional array
of easy-plane quantum dipoles. (b) Real-space spin-spin cor-
relations of the ground state of HdXY on the kagome lattice,
obtained via iDMRG on the YC12 cylinder. Bonds between
nearest- and next-nearest neighbors are colored according to
⟨σx

i σ
x
j ⟩. Circles depict ⟨σx

i σ
x
0 ⟩ correlations with a fixed site

(dark red circle). (c) Depicts spin-spin correlations on lattices
where the ground state exhibits collinear ordering. Dashed
red bonds mark ⟨σx

i σ
x
j ⟩ > 0. (d) Depicts correlations on lat-

tices where the ground state exhibits trivial local-singlets.

experiments. Our proposal centers on a generic Hamil-
tonian that describes the interactions between coplanar
quantum dipoles (Fig. 1a). In particular, we consider ef-
fective spin-1/2 degrees of freedom, possessing a large
transition dipole moment but no permanent moment.
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For a two-dimensional array of such objects, where the
spin is quantized out of plane (i.e. owing to a magnetic
field), resonant dipole-dipole interactions yield the dipo-
lar XY (dXY) Hamiltonian,

HdXY =
J

2

∑

i<j

σx
i σ

x
j + σy

i σ
y
j

r3ij
. (1)

Here, J is the interaction strength, σ⃗ are Pauli matrices,
and rij is the distance between spins i and j. This model
is naturally realized in a wide variety of quantum simu-
lators [43], including ultracold polar molecules [44, 45],
strongly-driven trapped ions [46, 47], and Rydberg atom
arrays [48].

Our main results are threefold. First, we conduct a
large-scale infinite density matrix renormalization group
(iDMRG) [49–53] investigation of HdXY with antifer-
romagnetic interactions on an extensive set of two-
dimensional lattices (Fig. 1). The majority exhibit ei-
ther symmetry breaking or trivial paramagnetic ground
states. However, on the kagome lattice, we observe a
symmetric, highly-entangled spin liquid. The appear-
ance of Dirac cones upon flux insertion suggests that this
state is the U(1) DSL. Second, we identify a path to adi-
abatically prepare the DSL by applying a staggered on-
site field, which effectively controls the mass of the Dirac
spinons. Dynamical simulations of our preparation pro-
tocol yield low-energy, liquid-like states within relatively
short time-scales, τ ∼ 10/J . Finally, we propose and
analyze a number of novel probes that can experimen-
tally distinguish the U(1) DSL from competing orders in
near-term quantum simulators: (i) negative spin suscep-
tibilities, (ii) termination-dependent spinon edge modes
and (iii) the Friedel response to a local perturbation.

Dipolar XY antiferromagnets.—We compute the
ground state of HdXY on each of the eleven Archimedean
tilings [54, 55] using iDMRG on infinitely long cylinders
with circumference W [56–59]. We study states at half-
filling of the conserved U(1) charge, Mz ≡ ∑

i σ
z
i = 0,

and include long-range couplings up to a maximum dis-
tance Rmax ≲ W/2 [60]. We find two main phases, and
two exceptions. One common state is collinear U(1) sym-
metry breaking order, evinced by long-range ⟨σx

i σ
x
j ⟩ cor-

relations with a clear Neél sign structure [60]. This oc-
curs when frustration is weak: on the square, hexago-
nal, truncated square, snub square, and truncated tri-
hexagonal lattices [Fig. 1(c)]. A second possibility arises
for more frustrated systems but with an even number
of spins per unit cell: the elongated triangular, trun-
cated hexagonal, rhombitrihexagonal, and snub trihexag-
onal lattices [Fig. 1(d)]. On these geometries, neighbor-
ing spins form local two- or six-spin singlet states, and
the full many-body wavefunction is a trivial paramag-
net (i.e. to good approximation, a tensor product of the
local singlets) [60]. The exceptional geometries are, per-
haps unsurprisingly, the triangular and kagome lattices.
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FIG. 2. (a) The spin structure factor, Sxx(k), exhibits dif-
fuse weight near the perimeter of the extended Brillouin zone
(dash-dot gray hexagon), with some excess at the ME points.
The inner Brillouin zone is shown as a black dashed hexagon.
(b) Analogous structure factor for Szz(k). (c) Adiabatically
inserting an external flux θ shifts the spinon momentum bands
towards the Dirac point (inset). The entanglement entropy
diverges as θ approaches π (YC8-2 cylinder, d = 7168). Gray
stars mark the region where adiabaticity is lost, and the teal
line is a fit to Eq. 2. (d) The transfer matrix spectrum exhibits
linearly dispersing modes. Teal points indicate eigenvalues
with wavevectors corresponding to internode scattering.

The former is somewhat sensitive to our numerical ap-
proximations and several phases closely compete in en-
ergy [61].

Kagome dipolar XY spin liquid.—On the kagome lat-
tice, we find a robust, highly-entangled liquid. We char-
acterize this state on cylinders up to width W = 12
(i.e. the so-called YC12 geometry) and Rmax ≈ 3.7, ob-
taining good convergence (truncation error ∼ 2 × 10−5)
at bond dimension d = 10240 [60]. The real-space ⟨σx

i σ
x
j ⟩

correlations are depicted in Fig. 1(b): their spatial unifor-
mity and rapid decay indicate the absence of both spatial-
and U(1)-symmetry-breaking order [62]. This carries
through to momentum space, where the equal-time spin
structure factor, Sxx(k) = 1

N

∑
i,j e

ik·(ri−rj)⟨σx
i σ

x
j ⟩, ex-

hibits diffuse weight around the extended Brillouin zone
perimeter with some excess at the edge-centered ME

points [Fig. 2(a)]. Interestingly, the σz-basis correla-
tions show similar structure [Fig. 2(b)], even though the
microscopic interactions are purely XY. For other ob-
servables (such as bond-bond correlations) and smaller
cylinder circumferences, we find analogous results: all
symmetries of HdXY are unbroken [60]. Unlike the triv-
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FIG. 3. (a) Depicts the phase diagram of HdXY − Ω
∑

i σ
x
i

on the YC8 cylinder. A series of different phases (background
color) are observed as quasi-plateaus in the average σx magne-
tization. (b) Depicts the entanglement entropy and the stag-
gered σz-polarization, Pz, as a function of δ for HdXY + δH ′

on the YC8 cylinder. There is a direct crossover from the
critical U(1) DSL at δ = 0 to the trivial paramagnet at large
δ. (Inset) The staggering pattern used on the YC8 cylin-
der. Red (blue) circles indicate ηi = +1 (ηi = −1); gray
lines connect neighboring sites with opposite η, which have
enhanced correlations at intermediate δ. Left, right: illus-
tration of the Dirac spinon band structure, which develops a
mass gap when δ ̸= 0. (c) Depicts a TDVP simulation of the
adiabatic preparation protocol: HdXY + δ(t)H ′ evolution of
an initial σz product state (inset) using an exponential ramp

δ(t) = δ(0)e−t/τ with δ(0) = 20 J and τ = 0.6 × 2π/J . Pz

exhibits a smooth decay to zero, while the interaction energy
approaches the DSL ground state energy, E0 (dotted magenta
line). The final ⟨σx

i σ
x
j ⟩ correlations are shown at right.

ial paramagnets seen on other lattices, the Lieb-Schulz-
Matthis-Oshikawa-Hastings theorems imply that our ob-
served liquid must be non-trivial owing to the three-site
unit cell of the kagome lattice [63–65]. The nature of this
non-trivial liquid is perhaps hinted at by the relatively
strong correlations at the ME points [66, 67]. Indeed,
within the theory of the U(1) DSL, such correlations in
both σx and σz are natural, corresponding to spin-triplet
monopole fluctuations of QED3 [36, 37].

To further probe this U(1) DSL hypothesis, we search
for signatures of gapless spinons. In the kagome DSL,
the spinon Dirac points are at Q± = ±MI/2, and physi-
cal spin excitations (i.e. two-spinon scattering processes)
are gapless at the Γ and MI points of the inner Bril-
louin zone [Fig 2(c), inset]. However, on a finite-width
cylinder, the allowed spinon momentum bands generi-

cally avoid the Dirac points, and all excitations develop
a 1/W gap [17, 68]. This can be overcome by simu-
lated flux insertion: starting with a well-converged state
on the YC8-2 cylinder, we slowly modify all couplings
by σ+

i σ
−
j → eiθijσ+

i σ
−
j and follow the changing ground

state [14, 17, 19]. Here, θij = (rij · rmod/r
2
mod) θ, with

rmod the periodic vector around the cylinder. This flux
insertion gradually shifts the spinon momenta by θ/2,
forcing them towards the Dirac points at θ = π; we reach
∼ 3π/4 before losing adiabatic continuity.
We track two key quantities as the flux is inserted.

The first is the half-system von Neumann entanglement
entropy, SvN, which appears to diverge [Fig. 2(c)] consis-
tent with the response expected from two Dirac cones,

SvN(θ) = A−B
∑

i=0,1

log

∣∣∣∣2 sin
θ − (−1)iπ

2

∣∣∣∣, (2)

where A,B are non-universal constants [19]. Second,
we compute the iDMRG transfer matrix eigenvalues τn:
their magnitudes correspond to correlation lengths, ξn =
−1/ log |τn|, which are inversely proportional to excita-
tion energies in critical systems with dynamical exponent
z = 1 [69–72]. The phases of τn correspond to wavevec-
tors for these excitations. As θ approaches π, we find
that the eigenvalues with wavevectors near MI trend lin-
early downwards [Fig. 2(d)], suggestive of the linearly-
dispersing gapless excitations characteristic of the DSL.
A few remarks are in order. First, our iDMRG re-

sults are reminiscent of the quantum spin liquid seen
in the paradigmatic nearest-neighbor kagome Heisenberg
model, Hnn = (J/2)

∑
⟨i,j⟩ σ⃗i · σ⃗j [17, 19, 73, 74]. In-

deed, we find that the ground state of HdXY can be adi-
abatically connected to that of Hnn, with no sign of any
intervening phase transition [60]. Our results are also
consistent with the observation of quantum spin liquids
in the dipolar Heisenberg model [75–77] and in short-
range kagome XXZ models [78–82]. Relatedly, we note
that although the symmetries of HdXY are reduced rel-
ative to Hnn, they are still sufficient to forbid relevant
perturbations to QED3 [60, 83].

Adiabatic preparation.—We now turn to the question
of how to prepare the Dirac spin liquid. Contemporary
quantum simulators are well-isolated systems, so corre-
lated states must generally be prepared in a dynamical
fashion [84]. The criticality of the U(1) DSL suggests a
conceptually simple adiabatic strategy: apply a relevant
perturbation [85]. In the ideal case, the ground state can
be smoothly followed between the low- and high-strength
limits of the perturbing field. As the applied field, δ, is
decreased towards the critical phase (at δ = 0), the cor-
relation length will diverge as ξ ∼ δ−ν until either adi-
abaticity is lost or ξ exceeds the linear system size. In
fact, adiabaticity can be maintained for all times if δ(t)
decreases asymptotically as t−p with p < 1/(νz) [85].

The problem is then to identify a relevant perturba-
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FIG. 4. (a) DMRG ground state on an N = 83 cluster for a short-range XY Hamiltonian [60] in the 120◦ order phase (left)
and for the HdXY DSL (right). Bonds indicate ⟨σx

i σ
x
j ⟩, and circles have size proportional to ⟨σz

i ⟩ (lavender for ⟨σz
i ⟩ > 0, green

for ⟨σz
i ⟩ < 0). In the 120◦ state, the bulk spins uniformly cant up, while the U(1) DSL exhibits strong oscillations. (b) Similar

oscillations can be induced by placing an interstitial spin at the center of a kagome hexagon. (Additionally, this spin binds its
twelve closest neighbors into a small collinear antiferromagnet). (c) Depicts edge physics of free Dirac spinons [60] for different
boundary terminations. Left panels show the spectrum on an infinitely long strip with finite width. Dark teal (light blue) lines
indicate states below (above) half-filling. The two modes closest to half-filling are highlighted with dark purple and light pink
lines. With the spiky, flat, and bowtie terminations, these zero-energy modes correspond to exponentially-localized edge states;
the local density |ψi|2 of the purple mode is shown on the right panels. By contrast, the special “hexagon” boundary hosts no
edge states: the center two modes are instead uniformly delocalized over the strip. (d) Left panel depicts free-spinon Friedel
oscillations in response to a local impurity potential δFσ

z
0 . Red circles denote ⟨σz

i ⟩ > 0, while blue circles denote ⟨σz
i ⟩ < 0,

with the size scaling as log |⟨σz
i ⟩|. Semi-transparent markers are placed for sites on sublattices different than r0. Right panel:

Fourier transform of ⟨σz
i ⟩, restricting to sites on the same sublattice as r0. The dominant weight is at MI .

tion that is experimentally feasible and does not lead to
intervening phases at intermediate field strengths. Per-
haps the most straightforward possibility is to apply a
uniform field, Ω

∑
σx
i , i.e. a resonant, global driving field;

this corresponds to a conserved SU(4) current of QED3

with scaling dimension ∆J = 2. However, in iDMRG we
find a long cascade of phase transitions between the U(1)
DSL and the large-field paramagnet [Fig. 3(a)], prohibit-
ing this as a route for adiabatic preparation.

Instead, we propose a spatially modulated transverse
field, H ′ = −∑

i ηiσ
z
i , where ηi = ±1 is a binary stag-

gering pattern [86–88]. We note that such a perturba-
tion was recently implemented in a Rydberg-based dipo-
lar XY experiment using light-shifts from local address-
ing [48, 89]. Theoretically, it corresponds to a mass term
for the Dirac fermions: a relevant operator with scal-
ing dimension ∆N ≈ 1.4, which is ordinarily forbidden
by spatial and spin-flip symmetries that H ′ explicitly
breaks [36, 60]. This mass gaps out the Dirac spinons,
in turn triggering a confinement transition of the com-
pact U(1) gauge field into a trivial gapped paramagnetic
phase [90, 91]. With the proper choice of ηi, we find that
the ground state phase diagram of HdXY + δH ′ indeed
exhibits a smooth crossover from the DSL to the high-

field paramagnet, as shown in Fig. 3(b) [92]. Indeed, the
entanglement entropy and the staggered σz-polarization,
Pz =

∑
i ηi⟨σz

i ⟩, smoothly interpolate between the δ = 0
[U(1) DSL] and the δ → ∞ (trivial paramagnet) lim-
its [60]. In principle, then, this is a promising route for
adiabatic preparation.

To test this, we utilize a time-dependent variational
principle calculation [93, 94] to directly simulate prepa-
ration dynamics on an open boundary kagome cluster
with N = 42 spins [Fig. 3(c)]. Beginning with the
product state shown in Fig. 3(c, inset), we evolve un-
der the Hamiltonian, H(t) = HdXY + δ(t)HηZ. Starting
with δ(0) = 20 J , we exponentially ramp down the field,
δ(t) = δ(0)e−t/τ with τ = 0.6×2π/J up to a final prepa-
ration time T . Even for short preparation time-scales,
T = 5× 2π/J , we observe that PZ smoothly reduces to-
wards zero and the final spin-spin correlation functions
are relatively uniform in the bulk [Fig. 3(c)]. Moreover,
by the end of the ramp, the energy of the state is within
a few percent of the DSL ground state value (0.984E0).

Signatures of the DSL in quantum simulators—We fi-
nally come to a common challenge for the experimental
detection of a spin liquid: how to tell? In principle, the
presence of gapless, fractionalized spinon excitations will
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influence most equilibrium and dynamical observables;
for instance, generic correlation functions should decay
as power-laws in space and time [36]. In this sense, the
U(1) DSL may actually be somewhat easier to probe than
a gapped quantum spin liquid. However, there are two
key challenges for small- and intermediate-size experi-
ments: (i) limited length scales to cleanly resolve power-
laws, and (ii) the presence of an edge. In particular, the
low-energy, spin-singlet modes of QED3 with finite mo-
mentum will generally condense into valence bond solids
at the boundary [36, 37, 95, 96]. These edge correlations
will decay into the liquid bulk as a power-law, r−∆, which
complicates the interpretation of many observables [97].

Nevertheless, there are positive signatures of the DSL
that we expect can be probed even on existing quan-
tum simulators (with N ∼ 100). In fact, the spin struc-
ture factor, Sxx(k), already provides some insight: the
monopole weight at the ME point can be seen on mod-
erately sized clusters, and its presence allows one to rule
out competing valence bond solids with different struc-
ture factors [60]. In what follows, we describe three addi-
tional DSL signatures. First, we note that the aforemen-
tionedME signal could just as well indicate coplanar 120◦

magnetic order—a natural and oft-seen competing phase
near the Dirac spin liquid [37]. One probe that cleanly
cuts between the DSL and the 120◦ state is as follows:
measure ⟨σz

i ⟩ in systems with an excess spin 1/2, i.e. on
odd-N clusters. A coplanar magnet will uniformly cant
its bulk spins upward, leading to ⟨σz

i ⟩ ∼ 1/N ; an ex-
ample of this behavior for a short-ranged XY model is
illustrated in Fig. 4(a) [60]. By contrast, we observe that
the local magnetization in the spin-doped DSL is highly
oscillatory, with many spins exhibiting a large, negative
response, ⟨σz

i ⟩ < 0 [Fig. 4(b)] [98, 99]. Relatedly, when
an interstitial spin is placed at the center of a kagome
hexagon, we again observe that the excess charge pro-
duces large local oscillations in ⟨σz

i ⟩ [Fig. 4(c)].
The other two signatures we propose to explore in near-

term experiments are both related to the presence of
fermionic spinons in the DSL. To start, in the standard,
mean-field spinon theory of the U(1) DSL [30, 32, 60],
we find that generic boundaries of the kagome lattice
will host localized edge modes at the Fermi level; the
exception is a special “hexagon” termination where the
zero-energy excitations instead uniformly spread over the
system [Fig. 4(d)]. This is reminiscent of the termination-
dependent edge modes seen in graphene [100, 101], and
is intimately related to the presence of Dirac cones [60,
102, 103]. The ability of optical tweezer arrays to real-
ize arbitrary geometries provides a natural testbed for
this physics; for instance, by exploring which types of
edges can coherently propagate a flipped spin [104]. Fi-
nally, applying a local static perturbation σz

0 should in-
duce MI -point Friedel oscillations from internode spinon
scattering [Fig. 4(e)], i.e., a particle-hole excitation be-
tween the DSL’s two different Dirac points separated by

MI . These manifest in the single-body ⟨σz
i ⟩ static re-

sponse, which is particularly apt for experiments with
single-site resolution.

Looking forward, there are a number of intriguing di-
rection to further investigate. First, it is important to
understand the stability of the DSL to positional disor-
der [105–108] and missing spins [98, 99, 109, 110], both
of which are present in near-term simulators. Second,
the dipolar XY Hamiltonian has no free parameters, but
can be tuned by modifying the lattice geometry; possible
applications of this geometric control could be to reduce
edge effects or to study line defects in the DSL [111–
114]. Finally, we note that the spinon-edge-state and
Friedel oscillation signatures are both mean-field spinon
predictions—understanding possible modifications from
the dynamical U(1) gauge field remains an important
open question [115–117].
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ence 374, 1242 (2021).

[11] M. Iqbal, N. Tantivasadakarn, R. Verresen, S. L. Camp-
bell, J. M. Dreiling, C. Figgatt, J. P. Gaebler, J. Jo-
hansen, M. Mills, S. A. Moses, J. M. Pino, A. Rans-
ford, M. Rowe, P. Siegfried, R. P. Stutz, M. Foss-Feig,
A. Vishwanath, and H. Dreyer, Nature 626, 505 (2024).

[12] N. E. Sherman, M. Dupont, and J. E. Moore, Physical
Review B 107, 165146 (2023).

[13] M. Drescher, L. Vanderstraeten, R. Moessner, and
F. Pollmann, Physical Review B 108, L220401 (2023).

[14] S. Hu, W. Zhu, S. Eggert, and Y.-C. He, Physical Re-
view Letters 123, 207203 (2019).

[15] S. Xu, R. Bag, N. E. Sherman, L. Yadav, A. I.
Kolesnikov, A. A. Podlesnyak, J. E. Moore, and S. Har-
avifard, Realization of U(1) Dirac Quantum Spin Liquid
in YbZn2GaO5 (2023), arxiv:2305.20040 [cond-mat].

[16] A. Wietek, S. Capponi, and A. M. Läuchli, Physical
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[111] M. Vekić and S. R. White, Physical Review Letters 71,
4283 (1993).

[112] H. Katsura, Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and
Theoretical 45, 115003 (2012).
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In this Supplemental Material, we provide additional methodological details, numerical results, and analytical
arguments that support the conclusions in the main text. In the first two sections, we discuss analytic aspects of
the U(1) DSL and its corresponding free-spinon mean-field theory. The next two sections give additional numerical
details and results for the HdXY model on the kagome lattice. The final sections discuss other lattice geometries and
some aspects of the adiabatic preparation, and are mostly independent of the preceding discussion.

SM1. THE U(1) DIRAC SPIN LIQUID: THEORETICAL ASPECTS

We first review some basic properties of the U(1) DSL and establish some notation. The U(1) DSL is a fractionalized,
quantum critical state of matter whose low-energy, long-wavelength excitations can be understood as massless Dirac
fermions, ψ, coupled to a compact U(1) gauge field, Aµ. Their dynamics are governed by the Lagrangian of (2+1)-
dimensional quantum electrodynamics (QED3),

LQED = Ψ̄ [−iγµ(∂µ + iAµ)] Ψ +
1

2e2

∑

µ

(ϵµνλ∂νAλ)
2
. (S1)

Here, we follow the conventions of Ref. [S1]: Ψ is a vector of Nf two-component Dirac fermions, ψ; γν = (τ3, τ2,−τ1)
for ν = 0, 1, 2, where τ are Pauli matrices acting on the two-component Dirac space; Ψ̄ = iΨ†τ3; and e is the coupling
constant. For a spin-1/2 lattice system with two Dirac cones, Nf = 4 and LQED possesses a global SU(4) symmetry
generated by T a =

{
σi, µi, σiµj

}
, where σ acts on the spin degree of freedom, and µ on the valley indices. The

essential physical consequence of this SU(4) symmetry is that microscopically very different operators can exhibit
exactly the same scaling dimensions [S2] (and, consequently, power-law decays). Lastly, LQED exhibits an emergent
global U(1) symmetry corresponding to the total magnetic flux through the plane; in a spin system, the U(1) gauge
field is compact, so this flux is only conserved modulo 2π [S2]. Field operators that change this flux (i.e. when acting
on the QED3 vacuum) by units of 2π are referred to as monopoles [S2, S3].

As an effective field theory, LQED should be supplemented with a series of all symmetry-allowed local terms. If all
such terms are irrelevant, LQED will flow in the infrared (IR) to a strongly-coupled conformal field theory (CFT),
and thus represents a stable critical phase (i.e. without fine tuning). The most important classes of perturbations
are fermion billinear (mass) terms, and monopole insertion operators. In the kagome Heisenberg antiferromagnet, all
fermion billinears and 2π-monopole operators are forbidden by the global symmetries of the microscopic model [S1, S3].
The stability of the phase then depends on the scaling dimension of the 4π-monopole operator: the most recent lattice
monte carlo estimate for Nf = 4 QED3 is ∆4π = 3.7(3), which is irrelevant and so implies that the U(1) DSL phase
is possibly stable [S4]. We note there is currently some tension between lattice monte carlo and conformal bootstrap
approaches [S5, S6].

The emergent long-wavelength fields can be related to microscopic physical observables through symmetry argu-
ments and the operator product expansion (OPE). Precisely, if a physical operator O has the same symmetries as
some emergent field ϕ with scaling dimension ∆, then it should generally exhibit two-point correlations that decay
spatially as r−2∆. If ϕ has nontrivial momentum then the decay will also oscillate at that wavevector. The microscopic
correspondences of several important kagome DSL fields have been worked out previously [S1, S3, S7, S8], and some
are illustrated in Fig. S1.

A. Stability of the DSL with dipolar XY interactions

There are two key ways thatHdXY differs fromHnnH which could alter the DSL stability argument: the spin-rotation
symmetry is reduced (U(1)⋊ Z2 ⊂ SU(2)), and the interactions are somewhat long-ranged.

The first point could enable a relevant operator that was previously symmetry-forbidden to become symmetry-
allowed. We argue this does not end up happening. Besides the U(1) ⋊ Z2 rotation symmetry, HdXY also has the
antiunitary time reversal symmetry σ⃗ → −σ⃗, as well as all spatial symmetries of the kagome lattice. As stated
earlier, the potentially relevant operators are the fermion billinears and the 2π monopoles. The understood symmetry
transformations of these fields are summarized in Table 3 of Ref. [S3], from which one can immediately verify that all
such operators transform nontrivially under at least one of the HdXY symmetries. As an alternative perspective, in the
mean-field spinon framework (see Sec. SM1B), one can explicitly determine all symmetry-allowed spinon billinears;
this was done in Ref. [S9], and in the time-reversal symmetric (D = 0) case of their Eq. (18), (19), the DSL is seen
to be mean-field stable.
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FIG. S1. Illustration of leading microscopic operators that are symmetry-equivalent to the emergent U(1) gauge fields (top
row) and to the 2π-monopoles (bottom row) [S1, S3, S7, S8]. (a,b) The electric field corresponds to spatial anisotropy in
spin-spin correlations ⟨σ⃗i · σ⃗j⟩. (c) The leading magnetic field operator is the three-spin scalar chirality ⟨σ⃗i · (σ⃗j × σ⃗k)⟩ about
a fundamental kagome triangle. (d, e, f) The spin-singlet monopoles Φs carry finite momentum and correspond to different
valence bond solid patterns. (g) The spin-triplet monopole Φt induces coplanar 120

◦ magnetic order. This “q = 0 state” breaks
spatial reflection and rotation, but not translation.

The second point is also not expected to be an issue, because the decay of the r−3 interaction and of the DSL
spin-spin correlations are sufficiently fast. More explicitly, we can follow a general argument by Cardy [S10]: consider
a short-range Hamiltonian H0 which is critical, and perturb it with some long-range interaction H1 =

∑
r,r′ V (r −

r′)O(r)O(r′), where V (r) ∼ v0r
−d−σV , with d the spatial dimension. We then determine whether this is a relevant

perturbation to the short-range fixed point. Define q(R) ≡
∫
ddr V (r)O(R+ r/2)O(R− r/2), so that

⟨q(R1)q(R2) ∼
∫ ∫

V (r1)V (r2)⟨O(R1 + r1/2)O(R1 − r1/2)O(R2 + r1/2)O(R2 − r1/2)⟩ddr1ddr2. (S2)

The scaling of this expression with R12 = R1 −R2 follows from the scaling behavior of each individual component: it

is R
2d−2(d+σV )−4∆ϕ

12 , where ϕ is the most relevant operator contributing to O correlations. The scaling dimension of
the perturbing interaction is then ∆q = 2∆ϕ+σ. In our HdXY setting, σV = 1, and the most relevant operator related
to σ+σ− correlations is the spin-triplet 2π monopole Φt [S1, S3]. This operator is generally found to have dimension
slightly greater than 1 [S5, S6], for example, the monte carlo study Ref. [S11] gives ∆Φ = 1.26(8). The r−3 spin-spin
interactions of HdXY are thus expected to be renormalization group irrelevant (∆q ≈ 3.5 > 3), leaving the U(1) DSL
fixed point in principle stable. Two additional remarks: (i) The stability of the U(1) DSL for short-range kagome
Heisenberg interactions remains somewhat ambiguous [S4–S6]. Our claim is that HdXY does not introduce any new
essential instabilities. (ii) Generically, microscopic energetics could instead favor a spontaneous-symmetry-breaking
phase, i.e. into one of the proximate, descendant orders of the U(1) DSL [S1, S3, S12]. Numerically, we were able to
stabilize several such states by adjusting the strength of various long-range couplings (see Sec. SM3C). However, our
DMRG results indicate HdXY instead lies in the critical, symmetry-unbroken phase.

B. Mean-field spinon theory

An alternative way to understand the U(1) DSL is through the mean-field “parton theory” approach [S13], in which
one fractionalizes the local spin-1/2 operators into pairs of fermionic spinons

S+
i = f†i,↑fi,↓, S−

i = f†i,↓fi,↑, σz
i = ni,↑ − ni,↓, (S3)

where f are fermionic ladder operators, and n = f†f . If one imposes the single occupancy constraint, ni,↑ + ni,↓ =
1, then the spin and constrained fermion Hilbert spaces and operator algebras are isomorphic. In the mean-field
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FIG. S2. Basic properties of the (π, 0) model for free Dirac spinons on the kagome lattice. (a) One choice of unit cell (light
orange parallelogram) and gauge (red dash-dot lines). (b) The spinon BZ is half of the inner BZ, and contains two Dirac points,
±Q. (c) Center two bands, EMF(k), of the (π, 0) model, along the momentum cut shown with black arrows in (b). (d) The
dynamical spin structure factor, Saa(k, ω), is a gauge-invariant convolution of two spinons, and so displays conical weight at
the Γ and M = 2Q points.

approximation, this local constraint is relaxed to be true only on average (i.e. the fermions are at half-filling), and
different possible spin liquid states are then represented by gauge-inequivalent quadratic spinon Hamiltonians [S14].
The one for the kagome DSL takes the pure-hopping form,

HσMF = −t
∑

σ=↑,↓

∑

⟨ij⟩
sijf

†
σifσj , (S4)

where t is a uniform hopping and sij = ±1 is understood as follows: writing wij = eiAij , Aij can be interpreted
as (the spatial components of) an emergent U(1) gauge field, whose mean-field configuration on the kagome lattice
has 0 flux through elementary triangles, and π flux through elementary hexagons. One choice of gauge for this flux
pattern is shown in Fig. S2(a); other gauges are related by local unitary transformations, f†j,σ → eiθjf†j,σ. On the
infinite plane, HσMF is reduced to a six-band model, for which the two center bands meet at a pair of Dirac points,
±Q = ±M3/2 [Fig. S2(b,c)]. (Due to the π fluxes, the spinon Brillouin zone (sBZ) is necessarily halved, reflecting the
projective symmetry group of the fermions.) We note that in the mean-field approximation, the up- and down-spinons
do not interact, so it is often convenient to focus on a single species of spinon, i.e. work with the spinless Hamiltonian
HMF = −∑

⟨i,j⟩ tijf
†
i fj

C. Mass term for staggered σz field

We now discuss how the staggered σz field introduced in the main text can be understood from the continuum
theory. Here we write this perturbation as:

Hz = −
∑

i

ηiσ
z
i , (S5)

where ηi = ±1 is the binary staggering pattern, which we reproduce in Fig. S3(d). (In the main text, this perturbation

was denoted H ′.) We then split Hz into a sum of two terms, Hz = H
(1)
z +H

(2)
z , where the η for H

(1)
z , H

(2)
z , are shown in

Fig. S3(b,c). The first term, H
(1)
z , is nonzero on a single sublattice and alternates in sign at q =MI . As pointed out in
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FIG. S3. (a) Inner Brillouin zone (hexagon), magnetic spinon Brillouin zone (rectangle), high-symmetry points, and two
orthogonal momentum cuts that pass through a spinon Dirac point Q+. (b-d) The σz staggering pattern studied in the main
text can be decomposed into a q = MI part and a translation-invariant part. The lattice bonds depict a compatible set of
amplitudes for mean-field spinons (see Fig. S2). (e) Mean-field spinon band structure in the absence of the staggered field.
Blue and red lines correspond to the two different cuts in (a). Dark/light lines are the bands below/above the Fermi level. The
Dirac dispersion is isotropic, as seen by the overlap of the red and blue lines. (f) The q = MI contribution opens a mass gap
at the Dirac point. (g) The translation-invariant part introduces a velocity anisotropy. (h) Combined effect of the two terms.

Ref. [S1] (c.f. Fig. 4 in that work), this exactly corresponds to the fermion mass billinear (N2
A)

z = Ψ†τ3µ2σzΨ. This
also holds in the standard mean-field spinon description, where σz

i = ni,↑ − ni,↓ corresponds to an onsite chemical

potential of opposite sign for spin-up vs. spin-down spinons. Representing H
(1)
z in this way and adding it to the

gapless mean-field Hamiltonian (Eq. S4) directly opens a mass gap at the Dirac point [Fig. S3(f)].
The second, translation-invariant term is somewhat more subtle, but its effect can be determined through a similar

mean-field analysis. As shown in Fig. S3(g), this term does not open a gap, but instead leads to an anisotropic
dispersion relation, which can be seen by considering two orthogonal cuts through momentum space. The anisotropy
is of opposite sign for up/down spinons (not shown), and the corresponding continuum operator is the kinetic term
Ka = −iΨ†σ3µ3

[
τ1(∂1 + iA1)− τ2(∂2 + iA2)

]
Ψ [S12]. This type of perturbation is in fact expected to be irrelevant

(e.g. in the large-Nf expansion) [S12]. It also does not impact the primary effect of the combined term H
(1)
z +H

(2)
z ,

which is to open a gap for fermion excitations [Fig. S3(h)] and consequentially confine the U(1) gauge field.

D. Kagome Brillouin zones

For completeness, we recount some details of the kagome geometry that can occasionally cause confusion. The
kagome lattice is composed of three interlacing triangular sublattices, which we label a, b, and c. We take units
where the spacing between nearest-neighbors is a = 1, then choose the positions within the unit cell to be ρa = (0, 0),
ρb = (

√
3/2, 1/2), and ρc = (0, 1), and the basis vectors as a1 = (

√
3, 1), a2 = (0, 2). With this choice, a2 is along the

periodic direction of the YC-oriented cylinders (e.g. YC12 in main text Fig. 1(b)). Each site of the lattice is then at
the position ri = mia2 + nia2 + ρi, where (mi, ni) ∈ Z2. The corresponding reciprocal vectors are b1 = (π, 0) and
b2 = (2π/

√
3,−π/

√
3), so that ai · bj = 2πδij . These span a triangular Bravais lattice, and momentum space can

hence be divided into hexagonal Brillouin zones (BZ), shown as the black hexagon in Fig. S2. The high-symmetry

points of this inner BZ are Γ = (0, 0), M
(i)
I = ±π · (cos(2πi/6), sin(2πi/6)), where i = 1, 2, 3; and K±

I = ±(π, π/
√
3).

It is often useful in studies of kagome systems to also consider the extended BZ, shown as the light gray hexagon
in Fig. S7. This corresponds to the BZ of the finer triangular lattice of which the kagome lattice is a subset (i.e. the
one which arises by adding a site to the center of each hexagon). The extended BZ has twice the linear dimension of

the inner BZ, and we denote its high symmetry points as M
(i)
E = 2M

(i)
I and K±

E = 2K±
I . A typical appearance of the
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extended BZ is in the sublattice-unresolved, equal-time, spin structure factor,

Sαβ(k) =
1

N

∑

i,j

eik·(ri−rj)⟨Sα
i S

β
j ⟩, (S6)

which is, for instance, probed in neutron scattering experiments.
The fermion billinear excitations of the U(1) DSL have momentum at the Γ or MI points. They are thus most

cleanly probed in the inner BZ; the Friedel oscillations discussed in the main text are an example of this. Another
example is the sublattice-resolved dynamical spin structure factor,

Sαβ
λµ (k, ω) =

1

2π

∑

R

∫ ∞

−∞
ei(ωt−k·r)⟨σα

R,λ(t)σ
β
0,µ(0)⟩, (S7)

where λ, µ are sublattice indices, for which we plot the mean-field spinon contribution in Fig. S2(d). The gapless
weight at the Γ and MI points respectively correspond to intra- or inter-node particle-hole scattering processes.

SM2. EDGE STATES AND BULK MODES ON INFINITE STRIPS

In the main text, we discussed how certain terminations of the kagome lattice hosts specific low-energy modes,
as a consequence of the presence of Dirac-cones in the mean-field spinon spectrum. In this section, we elaborate
on the origin of these low-energy modes, and show that they can be derived from a continuum low-energy theory
that describes the Dirac cones, together with appropriate boundary conditions that describe the edge terminations.
Alternatively, one may solve the tight-binding Hamiltonian in Eq. (S4) on an infinite strip to obtain these low-energy
modes, as shown in Fig. 4 in the main text. Our analytic description, based on the Dirac spectrum, can precisely
capture not only the energetics of such modes, but also whether they are localized or not — indicating a strong
connection of these modes with the Dirac spectrum of spinons.

Our strategy is to first derive an effective continuum low energy model for the bands near the Dirac cones. We
then solve the resulting Dirac equation for the spectrum using appropriate boundary conditions, that depends on the
specific termination of interest. For convenience, we rotate the unit cell shown in FIG. S2. Note that the unit cell
now has 6 sites, because of the presence of π flux through each hexagonal plaquette. After taking a Fourier transform
of the tight-binding Hamiltonian in Eq. (S4), the two Dirac points lie at Q = ±(0, π2 ).

We begin by expanding the Hamiltonian near Q to linear order in momentum (in the spirit of a k · p expansion).
Defining D+(k) = H(Q+ k)−H(Q), we find

D+(k) =




0 0 −(kx +
√
3ky) 0 4ikx 0

0 0 0 0 0 −(kx +
√
3ky)

−(kx +
√
3ky) 0 0 0 3kx −

√
3ky 0

0 0 0 0 0 (kx +
√
3ky)

−4ikx 0 3kx −
√
3ky 0 0 0

0 −(kx +
√
3ky) 0 (kx +

√
3ky) 0 0




(S8)

We can find a similar expression for D−(k) by expanding around Q−. At each Dirac point there are two dgenerate
bands, so the low-energy Hilbert space manifold is four dimensional and is spanned by the following vectors:

v+1 =
1√
6

(
e−2πi/3

√
2e−πi/12 i eπi/3 0 1

)T

(S9)

v+2 =
1√
6

(
e11πi/12 0 e−3πi/4 e11πi/12

√
2eπi/3 e−πi/4

)T

(S10)

v−1 =
1√
6

(
e2πi/3

√
2eπi/12 − i e−πi/3 0 1

)T

(S11)

v−2 =
1√
6

(
e−11πi/12 0 e3πi/4 e−11πi/12

√
2e−πi/3 eπi/4

)T

(S12)

Each vector has six components for the six atoms in the unit cell (A,B,C,D,E, F ). The effective Hamiltonian’s
matrix elements (in first order perturbation theory) are Hij = ⟨vi|D(k) |vj⟩. This leads to the following effective
Hamiltonian description of the low-energy theory:

H(q) =
√
2 (qxσy + qyτxσx) , (S13)
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where σ is a band index and τ is the valley index. We will use this effective Hamiltonian to study systems that are
finite in one direction and infinite in the other to describe the resulting bulk and edge modes.

We consider the systems with hexagon and flat terminations (as defined in the main text) to illustrate the utility of
our model. The system with the hexagon termination shows chiral zero-energy modes that are extended throughout
the lattice while the flat termination shows exponentially localized edge states. Both these features can be understood
from stuyding the continuum Hamiltonian near the Dirac cones.

Starting with the hexagon termination, we take the strip to be infinite in the x direction and finite in the y direction.
This implies that we can substitute for qy as qy = −i∂y while qx remains a good quantum number. This leads to the
following differential equations in the τ = + valley,

i
√
2 (−qx + ∂y)ϕ

+
2 (y) = εϕ+1 (y) (S14)

i
√
2 (qx + ∂y)ϕ

+
1 (y) = εϕ+2 (y) (S15)

which leads to the decoupled equation

(
q2x − ∂2y

)
ϕ+1 (y) =

ε2

2
ϕ+1 (y) (S16)

The general solution to this equation is,

ϕ+1 (y) = Aeizy +Be−izy, (S17)

z2 = ε2

2 − q2x which gives the energy as a function of qx to be ε =
√

2(q2x + z2). The role of the boundary conditions
is to then determine what values of z are allowed.

The appropriate boundary conditions are determined by setting the wave function to zero at the lattice sites that
are extensions of the atoms at the ends of the strip. In the low energy theory, the wave function at a band µ is given
by

Ψµ(r) = eiQ·rψ+
µ (r) + e−iQ·rψ−

µ (r) (S18)

Since the system is infinite in the x direction, we can write the wave function ψ(x, y) as ψ(x, y) = eiqxxϕ(y). The
ends of the strips are found at y = 0 and y =W , where W is the width of the strip. At y = 0, we get

0 = eiqxx(ϕ+1 (0) + ϕ−1 (0)) (S19)

To satisfy the above equation for all x, we must have ϕ+1 (0) + ϕ−1 (0) = 0.
At y =W , we get

0 = eiqxx
(
ei

π
2 Wϕ+1 (W ) + e−iπ

2 Wϕ−1 (W )
)

(S20)

Let us consider propagating modes in the y-direction, such that ϕ+1 (y) = eizy, ϕ−1 (y) = −e−izy, satisfying the
boundary condition ϕ+1 (0) + ϕ−1 (0) = 0. In order to satisfy the boundary conditions at y =W we must have

eizW = e−iπW e−izW (S21)

which we can solve for z to get

z = −π
2
+
nπ

W
for n ∈ Z (S22)

Now, recall the energy on the finite strip is given by ε =
√

2(q2x + z2), where qx = 0 corresponds to the Dirac point.
So, the spectrum can be gapless for n = W

2 . However, since n ∈ Z, such a solution is only possible if W is even,
which corresponds to the hexagon termination. Additionally, note that such a mode is delocalized all over the bulk,
consistent with numerical observations.

We now turn to the flat termination, which is obtained by having the periodic direction along y and the strip begins
at x = 0 and ends at x = W . In this termination, the wave function vanishes at the sublattice E at x = 0 and at
sublattice B at x = W . Writing the wavefunction as ψ(x, y) = eikyyϕ(x), the vanishing of the required components
of ψ(x, y) at x = 0 and x =W translates to the boundary conditions

ϕ+1 (x = 0) = ϕ−1 (x = 0) = ϕ+2 (x =W ) = ϕ−2 (x =W ) = 0. (S23)
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We note that this is identical to the boundary condition of the zigzag termination in graphene. We seek to find

solutions that are decaying in the bulk so they take the form ϕ+1 (x) = Aezx +Be−zx, where z2 = ε2

2 − q2y. To satisfy
these boundary conditions, we find that we need to solve the transcendental equation,

ky − z

ky + z
= e−2Wz (S24)

Finding real solutions for Eq. (S24) amounts to finding states that are localized on the edge (edge states). Real
solutions are found for ky > kc = 1/W with no real solutions for ky < 0. These analytical results agree with the
tight-binding numerics on a strip, where surface states are only found to the right/left of the Dirac points, and are
absent on the other side.

SM3. ADDITIONAL IDMRG RESULTS

A. iDMRG methodology

Here we comment on the application of iDMRG to the HdXY problem. There are three key approximations that
must be made. First, the true two-dimensional lattice must be compactified to a quasi-one-dimensional system, by
choosing periodic boundary conditions along some vector r⃗mod . This corresponds to an infinitely long cylinder with
finite circumference, W = ∥r⃗mod∥, which is typically six to twelve sites. Second, the power-law interactions of HdXY

cannot be exactly represented as a matrix product operator (MPO), so we introduce an additional length scale, Rint,
for the interaction range. There are various schemes to perform this MPO compression, but in practice we found that
the ground state is typically insensitive to the longest-range interactions, and so we simply set all couplings to zero
beyond some maximum radius Rint ≲ W/2. Finally, the matrix product state (MPS) representation is necessarily
restricted to a finite bond dimension d. The true ground state of the system corresponds to the limit in which W ,
Rint, and d are all three taken to infinity.

While powerful, iDMRG is not an infallible technique for studying two-dimensional systems. This is especially so
for frustrated magnetic systems, with many competing orders and the possibility of strong finite size effects. To help
ensure the reliability of the iDMRG results, we proceed as follows.

First, we work with a broad set of cylindrical geometries, which correspond to different choices of the periodic
vector. This helps to check against the emergence of ordered states (e.g.

√
3×

√
3) that are energetically frustrated by

certain unfavorable geometries. However, we are generally speaking unable to rule out ordered states with unit cells
larger than the circumference of our cylinders (as may be the case for certain large-scale valence bond solids). The
largest cylinder we study is the YC12 geometry shown in the main text. In somewhat different models, it is known
that long-range antiferromagnetic interactions have a tendency to stabilize mesoscopic ordering patterns; assessing
this possibility appears beyond the capabilities of iDMRG or any numerically-exact technique we know of, but may
be an interesting topic for future study with variational methods.

Second, we attempt to safeguard against iDMRG’s tendency to get stuck in local energy minima. We believe
this is especially important for HdXY, which has many competing interactions and proximate phases. To do so, on
each cylinder we first initialize up to 40 random states. These states are either random singlet coverings of the unit
cell, or the result of a moderate depth random unitary circuit projected to χ = 512. We use real wavefunctions
for these; separately, we also use time-reversal-breaking (Kalmeyer-Laughlin) chiral spin liquid wavefunctions as
candidate initial states. We perform a first run of iDMRG on these states up to an intermediate bond dimension of
χ = 2048 − 4096. Then we sort them into equivalency classes based off their energy and the structure of their spin-
and momentum-resolved entanglement spectrum.

We then run iDMRG a second time on single representatives of these classes, scaling to much larger bond dimension,
χ = 6144− 10240. In our iDMRG sweeps, we generally increment the bond dimension in units of 1024 or 2048, and
make use of a mixer (for two-site iDMRG) or subspace expansion (for single-site iDMRG) whenever the bond dimension
is increased. Occasionally there are many states competing at very small energy scales, with relative ordering that
can change with increasing bond dimension. Nevertheless, in most cases we are able to identify a unique lowest energy
state. We focus on this lowest state for each cylinder.
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FIG. S4. Interpolation from Hnn (α = 0) to HdXY (α = 1) on the infinite YC8 cylinder (bond dimension d = 3072). (a) The
ground state overlap (per three-site kagome unit cell) remains large, with no indication of any sharp dip that would be seen at
a phase transition. (b) Going from Hnn to HdXY, the entanglement entropy smoothly decreases by a small amount. (c) The

largest change is at the M̃ point, for which the XX correlations are enhanced, and the ZZ correlations diminish. (d) At the

K̃ point, correlations are slightly reduced for both XX and ZZ.

B. Connection to Heisenberg model

We consistently find spin liquid states that are very similar to that of the antiferromagnetic Heisenberg model,
Hnn = (J/2)

∑
⟨i,j⟩ σ⃗i · σ⃗j , with the sum taken over just nearest-neighbors. To explicitly test this relation, we consider

the continuous interpolation αHnn + (1 − α)HdXY, and compute the iDMRG ground state as α varies from 0 to 1,
using the YC8 cylinder. We find a smooth crossover between the two endpoints, with no sign of any intervening
phase transition (Fig. S4). Thus, the quantum spin liquid we find is likely in the same phase as the extensively
characterized Hnn ground state.

C. Global XY phase diagrams

The dipolar XY Hamiltonian, HdXY, can be located within a broader phase diagram of generic antiferromagnetic
XY models on the kagome lattice. To this end, we consider the three-coupling model,

H3J = J1
∑

⟨i,j⟩
(XiXj + YiYj) + J2

∑

⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩
(XiXj + YiYj) + J3

∑

⟨⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩⟩
(XiXj + YiYj), (S25)

where the three sums are taken over nearest-neighbors, next-nearest-neighbors, and next-next-nearest neighbors,
respectively. Note that the J3 terms have two geometric types on the kagome lattice, across hexagons and across
bowties, which we include both of.

With only nearest-neighbor interactions, the ground state of the XY kagome AFM is likely to be a spin liquid. In
fact, numerical studies have generally found that the nearest-neighbor kagome XXZ model, HXXZ = −J

2

∑
⟨ij⟩XiXj+

YiYj +∆ZiZj , has a constant spin liquid ground state for any ∆ > −1/2 [S15]. The XY point (∆ = 0),

HnnXY = −J
2

∑

⟨ij⟩
XiXj + YiYj (S26)

has been specifically studied on occasion [S16, S17]. For example, in Ref. [S16], Läuchli and Moessner showed via exact
diagonalization that the low-lying spectra of the XY and the ∆ = 1 SU(2) kagome models are essentially identical up
to rescaling. This suggests that the HnnXY ground state is also in the U(1) DSL phase, which we confirmed through
iDMRG flux insertion calculations.

Taking a series of cuts through the J2, J3 phase space, and setting J1 = 1, we find the iDMRG ground state of H3J

on the infinite XC8 cylinder. The results of this calculation are summarized in Fig. S5. The addition of J2 favors the
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FIG. S5. Left: Global phase diagram of the J1 − J2 − J3 model on the kagome XC8 infinite cylinder (bond dimension
d = 3072). White diamond marks the J ∝ 1/r3 point. Black markers are phase transitions determined from vertical or
horizontal cuts; black lines interpolate between them. Gray hatched area is a thin critical region where the VBS order vanishes
and the

√
3 ×

√
3 correlations are short-ranged. Right: Real-space correlation patterns of the various phases. Bonds show

nearest- and next-nearest-neighbor ⟨σx
i σ

z
j ⟩ correlations; sites show correlations ⟨σx

i σ
x
0 ⟩ with a fixed site (dark red circle).

formation of the 120-ordering state, which spontaneously breaks the U(1) symmetry but is translation invariant. At
large J3, one instead finds the

√
3×

√
3 state, which again has XY LRO but also enlarges the real-space unit cell to

be 9 sites. When J2 and J3 are of comparable magnitude, competition between the two gives way to either a spin
liquid state, or to a valence bond solid (VBS) characterized by spatially non-uniform, short-range correlations.

The interactions of the dipolar XY model correspond to the point J2/J1 = 1/(3
√
3) ≈ 0.192 and J3/J1 = 1/8,

within this region of competition. In fact, it is very close to a second-order phase boundary between two quantum
spin liquids. The first of these is the presumed-DSL, which is smoothly connected to the nearest-neighbor point. The
second is a Kalmeyer-Laughlin chiral spin liquid (CSL) state that spontaneously breaks time-reversal-symmetry, and
has chiral semion topological order. On this cylinder, the dipolar point appears to be slightly on the DSL side; larger
cylinders and the inclusion of longer-range interactions further stabilize the DSL state.

1. Five-coupling model

We now zoom in on the parameter space surrounding HdXY. In particular, we fix (J2, J3) = (0.19, 0.125) to their
1/r3 values, and now perturb the system with couplings (J4, J5), coupling sites at distances (r4, r5) = (

√
7, 3). Near

the dipolar values (J4, J5) = (0.054, 0.037), there is an enlarged region of the DSL phase. Thus, although the influence
of (J2, J3) bring the system close to the CSL phase, the longer-range antiferromagnetic interactions provide sufficient
frustration to return towards the original DSL.

2. Longer-range interactions

In practice we checked that adding the additional unambiguous couplings for XC8 (J6 = 0.024, J7 = 0.021) did
not lead to any considerable impact on the ground state, i.e. the long-range interactions appear to have stabilized
the system within the DSL phase. For the YC12 and YC8-2 calculations discussed in the main text, we used an
Rmax = 3.7 cutoff, which corresponds to the inclusion of seven different couplings. The first excluded coupling in this
case is J8 = 1/64, between sites separated by distance 4. We chose this as a reasonable balance between long-range
coupling effects (which are eventually irrelevant, i.e. in the renormalization group sense [Sec. SM1]) and computational
cost. We also believe that finite-W effects are dominant over the impact of the excluded interactions [S18].
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FIG. S6. Phase diagram of the five-coupling model on the XC8 kagome cylinder, fixing (J2, J3) = (0.192, 0.125) to match the
dipolar Hamiltonian. White diamond marks the dipolar point.

SM4. ADDITIONAL FINITE-SIZE DMRG

A. The N = 80 cluster: VBS vs DSL

In the thermodynamic limit, a VBS phase is most simply distinguished from the DSL by local correlations which
spontaneously break spatial symmetries. This is subtle to judge on finite, open-boundary clusters, so we seek an
alternative. This turns out to be straightforward, at least for the particular VBS seen in the global XY phase diagram.
In Fig. S7, we show ⟨σx

i σ
x
j ⟩ and its Fourier transforms for the J2 = 0.025 DSL and the (J2, J3) = (0.128, 0.125) VBS

on an N = 80 site cluster: the DSL correlations are predominantly at the ME points of the extended B.Z., while
for the VBS the weight is concentrated near the corners. This distinction can be further amplified by omitting the
nearest-neighbor correlations (not shown).

J1 − J2 DSL J1 − J2 − J3 VBS
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FIG. S7. Finite DMRG results for an N = 80 cluster, at bond dimension d = 4096. (a,b) Real-space ⟨σx
i σ

x
j ⟩ correlations in

the (a) DSL and (b) VBS phases of the J1 − J2 − J3 model. (c,d) The respective Fourier transforms reveal the ME weight is
strong for the DSL but absent in the VBS, and so can distinguish the two.
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FIG. S8. The effect of an interstitial site on other kagome XY phases, as seen in finite-cylinder DMRG (bond dimension
d = 3072). Bonds again indicate σxσx correlations, while the circles show single-body ⟨σz

i ⟩ (lavender for positive, green for
negative, with area proportional to |⟨σz

i ⟩|).

B. Interstitial defect for other phases

In the main text, we proposed using an interstitial defect atom as a way to introduce an additional spin-1/2 into
the system. To our knowledge, such a defect has not been previously studied in kagome numerics. In Fig. S8, we
show finite-cylinder DMRG results for the effect of this defect on other phases of the J1 − J2 − J3 model. In the 120◦

state [Fig. S8(a)], the excess spin-1/2 mostly spreads uniformly over the system, with some inhomogeneity near the
inserted site. Interestingly, this acts as a defect in the q = 0 ordering, which may lead to more complex effects on
open clusters. The VBS [Fig. S8(b)] behaves somewhat similarly to the DSL: the twelve spins near the interstitial
site become very strongly correlated with one another, and largely decouple from the rest of the system. There are
large oscillations in σz

i near the defect; the particular eight-spin “diamond” resonance is possibly an artifact of the
cylinder geometry.

SM5. NOTE ON ADIABATICITY

The staggered σz field ramp is an example of the “end-critical protocol” discussed in Ref. [S19]. As noted in
the main text, with sufficiently slow power-law-type ramps δ(t) ∼ t−p, the δ = 0 critical point (U(1) DSL) can be
approached arbitrary closely without losing adiabaticity. Here we give a short analysis of the exponential ramp used
in the TDVP simulation.

The Ref. [S19] criteria for adiabaticity is that the change in correlation time ∆ξt over a period of correlation time
ξt is much smaller than the correlation time ξt itself. In other words, we need ∆ξt = ξ̇tξt ≪ ξt, or ξ̇t ≪ 1. For an
exponential ramp of a relevant parameter δ = δ0e

−t/τ , the instantaneous correlation time is given by

ξt ∼ [δ(t)]−νz = δ−νz
0 eνzt/τ =⇒ ξ̇t =

νz

τ
δ−νz
0 eνzt/τ (S27)

If we want to estimate the time tQ such that ξ̇t=tQ = 1, we find that

ξ̇t=tQ = 1 =
νz

τ
δ−νz
0 eνztQ/τ =⇒ tQ =

τ

νz
(ln(τ/νz) + νz ln(δ0)) (S28)

Unlike the power law case discussed in Ref. [S19], in this case there is a finite time-scale tQ after which the system
falls out of equilibrium. However, for large τ this time-scale diverges as tQ ∼ τ ln(τ) so we can ramp down to very
small values of δ over a time-scale ∼ Aτ where A < ln(τ) and still be approximately adiabatic.

SM6. DIPOLAR XY ANTIFERROMAGNETS

Here we give some additional information on the non-kagome-lattice ground states of the HdXY antiferromagnet.
(For ferromagnetic interactions, HdXY is generally expected to host a simple, lattice-independent U(1) symmetry
breaking ground state—notably, one stable to finite temperature due to the long-range interactions [S20].)

The Archimedean lattices [S21] with collinear ordering are shown in Fig. S9. The square lattice is also in this
class [S20]. The basic signature of spontaneous U(1) symmetry breaking in our iDMRG calculations (which use
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FIG. S9. Enlarged depiction of the various collinear ordering patterns supported by HdXY, as found in iDMRG (d = 2048).
Bonds show ground state correlations between nearest-neighbor and next-nearest neighbors sites; red dashed lines correspond
to ferromagnetic ⟨σx

i σ
x
j ⟩ > 0, while blue solid lines are antiferromagnetic. Circles show ⟨σx

i σ
x
0 ⟩ correlations with a fixed site

(dark red circle), and those with ⟨σx
i σ

x
0 ⟩ > 0 are also marked with a ’+’ sign.

U(1)-symmetric tensors) is off-diagonal long-range order in the σx (equivalently, σy) correlations. In the depicted
geometries, the ground state ⟨σx

i σ
x
j ⟩ correlations are large and roughly constant out to long distances, before slowly

decaying due to the quasi-1d infinite cylinder geometry and the finite MPS bond dimension. The correlations exhibit
an obvious sign structure characteristic of a simple, bipartite Neél antiferromagnet. Such order is frustrated at the
nearest-neighbor level for the snub square tiling, but only at longer distances (and hence weaker coupling) in the other
cases.

Local geometric frustration penalizes collinear ordering. For some lattices with complex unit cells, no ordering
occurs at all, and the ground state of HdXY is a short-range-entangled paramagnet (Fig. S10). This type of state is
similar to a valence bond solid, but strictly speaking is not a true “solid” as no spatial symmetries are spontaneously
broken. Such a fully symmetric paramagnetic state is possible because the unit cells contain an even number of
spins. Note that although our Hamiltonian is only U(1) symmetric, the ground state of an antiferromagnet XY
interaction between two spin-1/2 is identical to an SU(2) singlet; this relation no longer holds exactly for our many-
body wavefunctions, but we do find that the local correlations in this class of states are largely spin-isotropic (not
shown).
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FIG. S10. Enlarged depiction of the various local singlet states (plot uses same scheme as in Fig. S9). In the condensed matter
literature, these lattices occasionally go under different names (“Fisher” for (a), “ruby” for (c), and “maple leaf” for (d)).
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