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We investigate the thermal properties of the 1/3 plateau in the Shastry-Sutherland model with
infinite projected entangled-pair states (iPEPS) by performing the imaginary time evolution of the
infinite temperature density matrix. We show that both the Z2 and Z3 broken symmetries of the
ground states are restored at a unique temperature where the correlation length has a peak, and
that the melting of the plateau occurs via a single weakly first-order transition. We focus on the
experimentally relevant coupling constants deep into the 1/3 plateau phase at h = 1 and J ′/J = 0.63,
which was estimated to describe the SrCu2(BO3)2 compound. By computing the free energy we are
able to locate the transition temperature around Tc ≃ 4.8K well above the temperature T = 2K, at
which the 1/3 plateau was observed in experiments. The investigation is supplemented by adding
a bias term to the Hamiltonian and studying the induced crossover. We further map the transition
line in the field-temperature phase diagram.

I. INTRODUCTION

Since the discovery of its experimental realisa-
tion in the SrCu2(BO3)2 compound[1–3], the Shastry-
Sutherland model (SSM) [4] has become a rich play-
ground for both condensed matter theorists and experi-
mentalists. The Hamiltonian of the SSM is given by:

H0 = J ′
∑

⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩

S⃗i · S⃗j + J
∑
⟨i,j⟩

S⃗i · S⃗j − h
∑
i

Sz
i (1)

where J ′ and J denote the coupling constants and play
the role of inter-dimer and intra-dimer interactions, re-

spectively, as shown in Fig. 1. Moreover, S⃗i are spin-1/2
operators and h denotes the external magnetic field. The
position of the Cu 2+ ions in the crystal structure of the
SrCu2(BO3)2 reproduces the Shastry-Sutherland lattice
and interact via exchange couplings (J, J ′), the ratio of
which at ambient pressure, is estimated to be around
J ′/J ≃ 0.63 [5].
In the absence of an external magnetic field, it is well

established that the model has an exact dimer phase in
the small J ′/J limit and a Néel ordered phase in the
large J ′/J limit, with a plaquette phase in between [6–
9]. Some recent studies [10–13] further suggested the
existence of a spin liquid phase separating the plaquette
and the Néel ordered phases.
Upon the introduction of an external magnetic field,

the SrCu2(BO3)2 compound exhibits a series of magneti-
zation plateaus at low temperatures [14–18], which have
also been found numerically in the SSM at zero tem-
perature [5, 19–23]. Among these, the two largest are
the 1/2 and 1/3 plateaus, whose structures are relatively
simple and well understood. The 1/2 plateau structure
of is made of a checkerboard of triplet dimers and has
been shown to melt via an Ising transition [24]. The
1/3 plateau spin structure is made of alternating up-up,
up-down and down-up dimers as shown in Fig. 1. The
ground state is six fold degenerate and breaks the Z3

translational and Z2 rotational symmetries.

The 1/3 plateau is thus expected to melt either in a
two step process where the Z3 and Z2 symmetries are re-
stored at different temperatures or via a single transition
where the Z2 and Z3 symmetries are both restored at the
same temperature. If both symmetries are restored si-
multaneously, the model is expected to follow a six-state
Potts-like scenario where the melting occurs through a
weakly first-order transition. It is worth noting that the
classical Ising model on the Shastry-Sutherland lattice
exhibits a 1/3 plateau as well, whose ground state has
the same degeneracy and breaks the same symmetries
[25, 26].

In this work we perform a thorough investigation of
the melting of the 1/3 plateau using infinite projected
entangled-pairs state (iPEPS) methods [30–33]. These
methods rely on expressing the thermal density matrix
(or the wave function) as a 2D tensor network whose
control parameter is the dimension of the local tensors,
usually referred to as the bond dimension and denoted
by D. Two different approaches are taken. First, the
free energy is computed for different bond dimensions
and extrapolated with respect to the truncation error.
In the second approach, a bias term is introduced to the
Hamiltonian and the scalings of the order parameter and
its temperature derivative are analysed. Both approaches
lead to a consistent picture where the melting occurs via
a weakly first-order transition around Tc ≃ 0.059.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II we
recall the thermal iPEPS ansatz and introduce a way to
compute the free energy. In Section III we discuss the
approach based on adding a pinning field to the Hamil-
tonian which biases the model and favours one of the
ground states. In Section IV we discuss various results
obtained with and without the pinning field and map the
melting of the 1/3 plateau in the finite temperature phase
diagram. Finally, in Section V we summarize our main
conclusion. Moreover, we provide a brief discussion of
the classical model in Appendix B, where we also report
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Figure 1. The Shastry-Sutherland lattice where the dotted
lines represent the inter-dimer Heisenberg interactions with
coupling constant J ′. The intra-dimer Heisenberg interac-
tion J (not shown here) takes place between two spins of
the same dimer. The black oval shapes represent the dimers.
The ground state of the 1/3 plateau has a six-sublattice dimer
structure, here denoted by A,B,C,D,E, and F . We repre-
sent one of the six degenerate ground states where the triplet
up-up state lies on the sub-lattices A and D, the down-up
or up-down states on the other sub-lattices. The other five
ground states are obtained by translation and rotation by π/2.

the melting to occur via a weakly first-order transition.

II. NUMERICAL METHOD

The success of the matrix product state (MPS) formal-
ism [27] led to its two-dimensional generalisation and in
particular to the development of the projected entangled-
pairs state (PEPS) [28, 29], and later on, its infinite
counterpart (iPEPS) [30–33]. Initially introduced as an
ansatz for two-dimensional ground state wavefunctions
it can also be used to simulate thermal Gibbs ensembles
[34–39]. We now briefly recall the iPEPS ansatz formal-
ism and how to compute observables such as the free
energy.

A. Gibbs ensemble with iPEPS

At zero temperature, the iPEPS ansatz represents 2D
ground state wavefunctions as a tensor network on the
square lattice with arbitrary unit cell of size Nx × Ny

composed of local tensors A
[x,y]
α,β,δ,γ,i, where (x, y) denotes

the position of the tensor within the unit cell. The in-
dex i is referred to as the physical leg and has the same
dimension as of the local Hilbert space while the indices
α, β, δ, γ are referred to as the virtual legs and have di-

mension D called the bond dimension. It is possible to
write the Gibbs ensemble using the same formalism by
expressing the thermal density matrix as a purified state
such that

ρ(β) ≡ e−βH

= Trs(|ψ(β)⟩⟨ψ(β)| (2)

where the purified state |ψ(β)⟩ is written as a tensor net-

work on the square lattice with tensors A
[x,y]
α,β,δ,γ,i,s. The

tensors used at finite temperature have one more index
s, usually referred to as the ancilla leg, which acts on the
purifying Hilbert space. Similarly to Ref. [24], we choose
to work with the dimer setup, where one tensor per dimer
is used instead of one tensor per spin. We illustrate in
Fig. 2 two representations for |ψ(β)⟩ with different unit
cells relevant for this work.
Provided Trs(|ψ(0)⟩⟨ψ(0)|) = I, the thermal ensemble

can then be written as an imaginary time evolution of
the infinite temperature purified state:

ρ(β) = Trs(e
−βH/2|ψ(0)⟩⟨ψ(0)|e−βH/2) (3)

and the initial state at infinite temperature can be writ-
ten as

|ψ(0)⟩ =
∏

i∈dimer

4∑
si=1

|si, si⟩. (4)

To perform the imaginary time evolution of the pu-
rified state we use the simple update (SU) scheme [32]
which we now briefly recall. The evolution of the pu-
rified state is performed by applying the Trotter-Suzuki
decomposition of e−βH onto the state |ψ(0)⟩. During the
initial time steps, each bond dimension of the local ten-
sors increases until it reaches the threshold value D and
the application of each gate is computed exactly. Past
that point, after the application of each gate, the local
tensor’s bond dimensions are truncated down to the bond
dimension D by performing a singular value decomposi-
tion and keeping only the D largest singular values. A
more detailed explanation of the simple update scheme
can be found in Ref. [32]. There exist more sophisti-
cated schemes to perform the imaginary time evolution,
such as the neighbourhood tensor update [40] or the full
/ fast-full update (FU /FFU) [41, 42] which are more
accurate but also computationally more expensive. We
discuss and compare the FFU with the SU in Appendix
A.
Local observables ⟨O(β)⟩ are computed by approxi-

mately contracting the infinite 2D tensor network. This
task is performed by the Corner Transfer Matrix Renor-
malisation Group (CTMRG) [43–47] algorithm which ap-
proximates the infinite tensor network by different envi-
ronment tensors E[x,y] = {Cα

[x,y], T
α
[x,y]|α ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}}

where i denotes one of the local tensors in the unit cell.
The environments are composed of row Tα

[x,y] and corner

Cα
[x,y] tensors of dimension χ×D2 ×χ and χ×χ respec-

tively where χ, which from now on will be referred to
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Figure 2. We show two different iPEPS ansatz for the purified
state with different unit cells. We refer to (a) as the 6×6 unit
cell and to (b) as the 2 × 2 or bi-partite unit cell. The local
tensors (a, b, c, d, e, f) have dimensions D×D×D×D× 4×
4 where the wiggled legs and the vertical legs represent the
ancilla and the physical space with dimensions 4, respectively.
The legs connecting the local tensors with their neighboring
tensors represent the virtual legs with dimension D.

as the boundary bond dimension, acts as the control pa-
rameter, as in the infinite χ limit the algorithm recovers
the exact contraction. One major advantage of the algo-
rithm is that it gives direct access to the transfer matrix
and hence to the correlation length. We refer the reader
to Ref. [47] for more details on the algorithm.

B. Free energy

Although its modern formulation was introduced by
Okunishi and Nishino, the first application of the
CTMRG algorithm can be traced back to Baxter [43, 48]
in the context of 2D statistical physics where the par-
tition function can be written as the contraction of an
infinite 2D tensor network. Baxter further derived the
one-site contribution to the partition function κ = Z1/N

for a uniform tensor network. This result can be extended
to the contribution of one unit cell to the partition func-
tion by introducing κx,y, illustrated with tensor network
notation in Fig. 3, and setting:

κ4 =
∏

x,y∈unit cell

κx,y. (5)

The power 4 accounts for the fact that κx,y is the contri-
bution to the partition function of a unit cell of size 2×2
as shown in Fig. 3. For thermal iPEPS, the free energy
per dimer is given by:

f = − T

Ndimer
log(Tr(ρ(β))) (6)

where Tr(ρ(β)) is written as the contraction of an infinite
two-dimensional tensor network and the free energy can

x+3,y+1x,y+1

x,y

x+1,y+1

x+1,y+2

x+2,y+1

x,y+2

x,y+3 x+1,y+3 x+2,y+3 x+3,y+3

x+3,y+2
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x,y x+1,y
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Figure 3. Partition function per site computed with the
CTMRG algorithm. The circles and rectangles represent
the square transfer matrices and row/columns tensors respec-
tively.

be computed using Eq. 5 with:

f = −T log(κ). (7)

In this work, we focus on two different unit cells shown
in Fig. 2. The free energy per dimer using the 6× 6 unit
cell is computed with log(κ) = (log(κ1,1) + log(κ1,3) +
log(κ1,5))/12) while the free energy per dimer using the
2×2 unit cell is computed with log(κ) = log(κ1,2)/4. It is
worth noting that, in order to recover the density matrix
with the right pre-factor, one has to take into account the
renormalisation factor applied during the time evolution.

III. PINNING FIELD

In order to investigate the nature of the melting, we can
study the crossover induced by adding an extra pinning
field hs > 0 which favours one of the ground states. By
using the structure of the ground state and dividing the
square lattice into six different sub-lattices denoted by
A,B,C,D,E and F as shown in Fig. 1, we introduce
the pinning field as follows:

H = H0 − hs
∑

i∈A,D

S̃z
i +

hs
2

∑
i∈B,E,C,F

S̃z
i (8)

where S̃z
i denotes the total magnetization on the dimer

at position i. By denoting mα, the magnetization on
the sub-lattice α, we can derive the order parameter as-
sociated to the pinning field hs, and by using the sym-
metry of the model in the 1/3 plateau, mA = mD and
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mB = mE = mC = mF , we obtain:

m = mA +mD + e2iπ/3(mB +mE)

+ e−2iπ/3(mC +mF ). (9)

We recover the order parameter associated to the break-
ing of the Z3 translational symmetry and we define
ψZ3 = m/6.
For continuous transitions, the order parameter scales

like:

ψZ3(t, hs) = h(d−yh)/yh
s f(h−yt/yh

s t) (10)

with t the reduced critical temperature and yt and yh the
thermal exponents which are related to the usual critical
exponents that characterise the divergence of the corre-
lation length ν and decay of the order parameter β, via
yt = 1/ν and d − yh = β/ν. f is a scaling function.
For first-order transitions in two dimensions, it has been
shown that the scaling still holds but with thermal expo-
nents yh = 2 and yt = 2 or equivalently critical exponents
β = 0 and ν = 1/2 [49, 50] and the scaling (10) becomes:

ψZ3
(t, hs) = f(h−1

s t). (11)

Hence, upon the introduction of the pinning field, the or-
der parameter, which jumps at the critical temperature
at zero field, will smoothen out with a maximum slope
proportional to h−1

s . The temperature at which the or-
der parameter changes convexity is called the crossover
temperature and is denoted by T ∗(hs). The scaling fur-
ther implies that the crossover temperature approches
the critical temperature like:

T ∗(hs)− Tc ∝ h−1
s . (12)

IV. RESULTS

We now discuss the results obtained with and without
the pinning field. For all simulations, we consider the
experimental relevant ratio at J ′/J = 0.63 and J = 1.
For most of the paper we will focus on the particular cut
of the finite temperature phase diagram at h = 1 which
is located in the middle of the 1/3 plateau [5]. All sim-
ulations were performed with a time step of ∆β = 10−3.
We used the ITensor [51] library and in particular its
U(1) symmetry implementation to improve the efficiency
of the simulations.

A. Without pinning field

In this section, as there is no pinning field, we choose to
imaginary time evolve the purified state assuming the bi-
partite lattice. We then contract the tensor network with
the CTMRG algorithm using the 2×2 bipartite unit cell
and the 6×6 unit cell, and compare the results. If we con-
tract exactly the density matrix with open boundary con-
ditions, the order parameter should stay zero even within

Figure 4. Different initialisations of the row tensor T 1
a based

on the bulk tensor a. (a) Standard initialisation of the row
tensor. (b) Fixed boundary condition where T 1

a is initialized
by projecting the local space of a onto the up-up triplet. The
generalisation to others tensors in the CTMRG environment
is straightforward.

the ordered phase. However, due to various approxima-
tions in the contraction, the CTMRG algorithm usually
breaks the symmetry and converges to one of the ordered
environments. Here, instead of letting the CTMRG break
the symmetry on its own, we fix the boundary condi-
tions by projecting the initial boundary tensors on one
of the broken symmetry ground states. In particular,
we project the local tensors on the sub-lattices A and
D on the triplet up-up state while the tensors on the
sub-lattices B,C,E and F are projected onto the singlet
state. We illustrate this in tensor notation in Fig. 4
where the projectors are given by:

PT =

1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

 , PS =


0 0 0 0

0
√
2 −

√
2 0

0 −
√
2

√
2 0

0 0 0 0

 (13)

if projected on the triplet up-up or on the up-down/
down-up subspace respectively. This in turn, improves
greatly the convergence of the algorithm within the or-
dered phase.

Moreover, the projection allows us to control the hys-
teresis effects in the vicinity of the first order transition.
By using the 2× 2 unit cell, the CTMRG algorithm en-
forces the state to be uniform while the projection in the
6 × 6 cell targets the ordered state. By comparing the
free energy of the two states, we can accurately deter-
mine the location of the phase transition. Without the
projection, Tc may be underestimated due to the hys-
teresis behavior, since the state is evolved starting from
the disordered phase at infinite temperature, and it may
remain metastable even slightly below Tc.
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Figure 5. Z3 (left panel) and Z2 (right panel) order param-
eters with respect to the temperature for different bond di-
mensions for D = 13. We can see that both symmetries are
restored at a unique temperature in agreement with a first-
order phase transition. The dashed line represents the critical
temperature obtained from locating the kink in the free en-
ergy (see Fig. 6).

1. Order parameter

We introduce the Z2 order parameter as:

ψZ2
= ⟨S̃z

x,yS̃
z
x+1,y+1⟩ − ⟨S̃z

x,yS̃
z
x+1,y−1⟩ (14)

where the site (x, y) lies on the sub-lattice A and S̃z
x,y

is again the total magnetization of the dimer on the site
(x, y). We show the results in Fig. 5 for D = 13. We
observe that both order parameters associated to the Z2

rotational and Z3 translational symmetry breaking are
restored at a unique temperature. This is the first evi-
dence for the ordered phase to melt via a direct first-order
transition rather then a two-step process. We compare
the results for different bond dimensions χ = 40 and
χ = 80 to ensure that they have converged with respect
to χ.

2. Free energy

We now investigate the behavior of the free energy.
The results obtained for D = 13 are shown in Fig. 6
where we observe a distinct kink in the free energy around
Tc(D = 13) ≃ 0.060. This temperature agrees with the
temperature at which both symmetries are restored, all
in agreement with a first-order transition. We further
check that the results have converged in χ by comparing
different bond dimensions χ = 40 and χ = 80 and ob-
serving no difference. Far away from the transition in the
disordered phase, the free energy is computed using the
projected 6×6 unit cell and using the 2×2 unit cell give
the same result. In contrast, near the transition, using

Figure 6. Free energy for D = 13 for different bond dimen-
sions χ. The inset shows a zoom near the transition. We
observe that far away from the transition in the disordered
phase, using different unit cells lead to the same results while
in the vicinity of the transition, using the 2× 2 unit cell im-
poses the state to be uniform and lead to hysteresis effect
visible in the inset. The intersection of the free energies of
the two states gives Tc(D = 13) = 0.060.

the different unit cells leads to some hysteresis effect vis-
ible on the inset of Fig. 6. It is worth noting that in the
disordered phase, using the 2×2 unit cell converges much
faster than using the larger 6×6 unit cell with projection.
This is a manifestation of the hysteresis behavior.
Next, we study the transition for different bond di-

mensions, summarized in Fig. 7. For every considered
D, we still observe a distinct kink in the free energy in
agreement with a first-order transition. We note that by
considering larger bond dimensions D′ > D, the free en-
ergy decreases, i.e. f ′D < fD conforming to the idea that
a larger bond dimension will represent the Gibbs state
more accurately. Although the free energy decreases sys-
tematically when considering a larger bond dimension,
the transition temperature obtained by locating the kink
does not behave monotonically with D, such that we can-
not extrapolate directly Tc(D). In particular we found
minD Tc(D) = 0.0572 and maxD Tc(D) = 0.0605 reached
for D = 11 and D = 12 respectively.
In order to extract the critical temperature in the in-

finite D limit, we first extrapolate the free energy in
the ordered and disordered phases close to the transition
and then locate the kink assuming the extrapolated free
energy to behave linearly near the critical temperature.
The finite−D free energies are extrapolated with respect
to the truncation error ω at the last iteration as done in
Ref. [52]. Within the SU approach it can be computed
as

ω =
∑

i∈gates

ωi (15)

where the sum is taken over all gates applied during the
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Figure 7. Free energy with respect to the temperature for
different bond dimensionsD with the extrapolated free energy
(denoted by triangles). Using a linear extrapolation we find
Tc ≃ 0.0588.

last time step and

ωi =
∑
k>D

s2k/
∑
k

s2k (16)

with sk denoting the singular values associated to the
singular value decomposition following the application of
the gate i. In practice, a spline interpolation with respect
to the temperature is first performed on the weights and
free energies which are then extrapolated for a given set
of temperatures. The extrapolations for two different
temperatures in the ordered and disordered phases are
shown in Fig. 8. We can see that the results are reason-
ably smooth with respect to ω and assuming that we are
in a linear regime we extrapolate the free energy by per-
forming a linear regression on the highest three values of
D at our disposal. Finally we identify the first-order tran-
sition temperature around Tc ≃ 0.0588 (Fig. 7), which is
within the range of critical temperatures Tc(D) obtained
with finite bond dimension D.

B. With pinning field hs > 0

In this section, the imaginary time evolution is per-
formed on the 6× 6 unit cell. We first discuss in details
the results obtained for D = 8. The order parameter
and its temperature derivative ψ′ = ∂tψZ3

are shown
in Fig. 9. In the upper panel, we observe, as expected,
that the order parameter smooths out while increasing
the pinning field. On the lower panel we observe that
the maximum of ψ′ scales linearly with the inverse of the

Figure 8. Extrapolation of the free energy with respect to the
truncation error for different bond dimensions ranging from
D = 7 to D = 14. The free energy plotted with respect to ω
is smoother than if plotted versus 1/D (not shown here).

Figure 9. Top panel: order parameter for various pinning
fields. Bottom panel : The temperature derivative of the
order parameter ψ′. Inset: log-log plot of the maximum of
ψ′ with respect to the pinning field. The computations were
performed for D = 8 and boundary bond dimension χ = 40.

pinning field h−1
s , in agreement with a first-order transi-

tion. More precisely, by fitting log(maxψ′) linearly with
respect to log(hs) we found a slope of 0.996. The linear
fit is shown in the inset of Fig. 9 where we have com-
puted maxψ′ by considering the maximum of the spline
interpolation shown with black lines on the lower panel.
Next, we try to verify the scaling (11) by collapsing the

order parameter for various bond dimensions and pinning
field values. We show the results in Fig. 10 where we have
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Figure 10. The left and right panels show two collapses for
the order parameter ψZ3 performed with different critical ex-
ponents. In particular, the order parameter on the left panel
is collapsed with critical exponents β = 0.071 and ν = 0.477,
that have been found to lead to an optimal collapse, while the
order parameter on the right panel is collapsed with critical
exponents β = 0 and ν = 1/2 which are predicted for first-
order transitions.

collapsed the order parameter for D ranging from D = 9
to D = 12 and hs ∈ {10−3, 2 ·10−3, 3 ·10−3}. In the right
panel, we show the collapse done with critical exponents
predicted by a first-order transition β = 0 and ν = 1/2
while on the left we show what we found to be the best
collapse with critical exponents β = 0.071 and ν = 0.477.
Those exponents are obtained in two steps. First, for ev-
ery bond dimension D, we fit the best exponents νD(hs)
and βD(hs) collapsing the magnetization for two consec-
utive fields. Then, ν and β are obtained by taking the
average over νD(hs) and βD(hs) respectively. The dis-
crepancy between the theoretical exponents and the one
best collapsing the order parameter is small enough such
that the scaling is consistent with a first-order transition.
We discuss the possible causes for this discrepancy in the
next paragraphs.

We now look at the correlation length for D = 8 and
various pinning fields and show the results in Fig. 11. We
observe that the correlation length peaks at the crossover
temperature T ∗(hs) and that it increases when hs → 0.
It is worth mentioning that if the transition was contin-
uous, one would also numerically observe the correlation
length to reach its maximum at the critical temperature
and we are unable, based solely on the correlation length
data, to rule out its divergence. However, this scenario
is inconsistent with the kink observed in the free energy
and allows us to conclude for the transition to be weakly
first-order, similarly to the six-state Potts model.

For two dimensional finite-size systems, the order pa-
rameter scales like m(t, L) = m(L2t) near a first-order
transition. As a result, the finite size of the system
smooths out the order parameter with a slope at the

Figure 11. Correlation length for various pinning fields for
D = 8 with respect to the temperature. We observe that
the correlation length peaks at the crossover temperature and
that its maximum becomes larger when hs decreases.

transition proportional to L2 and the pinning field can be
interpreted as an effective length with h−1

s = L2. More-
over, the finite-size scaling is only valid for system sizes
larger then the correlation length at the transition, i.e.
L > ξc and it is notoriously difficult to study weakly first-
order transition for systems with very large correlation
length at the critical temperature. Hence, for the finite-
pinning field scaling to be valid one would need h−2

s > ξc.
If we assume the correlation length at the transition to
be of the order of the six-state Potts model ξc = 159
we would need a field of the order of hs ∼ O(10−5) for
the finite-pinning field scaling to be valid, two orders of
magnitudes below the range studied here. To remedy
the discrepancy in the critical exponents, we then would
just need to decrease the pinning field and look at how
the scaling behaves. However, as we decrease the pin-
ning field, the correlation length increases and we expect
the finite-D effect to become larger and add extra cor-
rections to the scaling. It is worth noting that already
for hs ∼ O(10−3) the order parameter has not converged
in D and the finite-D effect are non negligible. Thus, the
discrepancy between the theoretical and best fitted expo-
nents is probably due to a mix of finite-D effect and the
pinning field being too large for the scaling to be entirely
valid.
Finally we can look at how the crossover temperature

approaches the critical temperature for different bond di-
mensions D. The results are summarised in Fig. 12.
T ∗
D(hs) is estimated by determining at which tempera-

ture ∂tψZ3
reaches its maximum for some bond dimen-

sion, while Tc(D) is obtained by linearly extrapolating
the free energy near the transition. We observe that
the finite field results are consistent with the one ob-
tained without pinning field even though they are mea-
sured by different methods. We recall that T ∗(hs) should
approach Tc linearly with respect to the pinning field.
However, a linear regression on the smallest field avail-
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Figure 12. Crossover temperatures for different pinning fields
and bond dimensions. The critical temperature Tc(D) ob-
tained by looking at the free energy is denoted by the dia-
mond markers as opposed to the circle markers which denote
T ∗
D(hs).

able for D = 9, 10, 11 slightly overestimates the critical
temperature. This again indicates that we are not yet in
the regime where the scaling is entirely valid. For D = 12
it is harder to conclude as the error bars are larger but
the results are consistent with T ∗

D(hs) approaching Tc(D)
linearly.

C. Phase diagram

Finally, we map out the melting of the 1/3 plateau as a
function of h for different bond dimensions D and show
the results in Fig. 13. We observe the ordered phase
to follow a dome shape. Moreover, the D = 8, 10 and
D = 12 lines cross around h ≃ 0.92 indicating that the
finite-D effects change along the transition line and vary
with the field. The extent of the 1/3 plateau at zero
temperature found in Ref. [5] is indicated with black
squares on the plot for comparison.

V. DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY

We have investigated the nature of the melting of the
1/3 plateau in the Shastry-Sutherland model and how
the broken Z2 and Z3 symmetries are restored at high
temperature. In particular we found both symmetries to
be restored at a unique temperature at which the free
energy exhibits a kink for different bond dimensions.
We further found the correlation length to peak at the
critical temperature, thus showing the transition to
be weakly first-order similarly to the six-state Potts
model. Also, we investigated the scaling induced by a
pinning field and found the order parameter to collapse
with critical exponents that agree with a first-order
transition. Furthermore, by extrapolating the finite-D
free energy with respect to the truncation error the
transition is found to occur around Tc ≃ 0.0588. Using

Figure 13. Finite temperature phase diagram for the melting
of the 1/3 plateau. The black squares indicate the extent of
the plateau at zero temperature.

the value J = 84K measured in Ref. [53] we obtain a
critical temperature of about Tc = 4.8K well above the
temperature of 2K at which the 1/3 plateau was observed
experimentally. Finally, we have provided a systematic
methodology to investigate first-order transitions in 2D
systems with iPEPS at finite temperature.
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Appendix A: Fast Full Update

In this section we use the FFU algorithm to perform
the imaginary time evolution and compare the results
with the one obtained by the SU scheme. Instead of
truncating a bond by performing a singular value decom-
position, the FFU looks for the new tensors that best ap-
proximate the update by taking into account the environ-
ment computed via CTMRG. This in turn improves the
accuracy of the imaginary time evolution but becomes
computationally much more expensive. To mitigate this
drawback, it is possible to combine the two approaches
and use a mix of SU and FFU [24] where the SU is used
to perform the evolution up to an inverse temperature
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Figure 14. Comparison between the SU and FFU schemes
done with χ = 40 and χ = 50 respectively.

βSU and then, the FFU is used to perform the evolution
for the remaining steps. For a complete discussion on the
fast full update we refer the reader to Ref. [42]. Here,
we use a combination of the SU and FFU schemes with
βSU = 10 on the 6 × 6 unit cell shown in Fig. 2 and
project the boundary condition as discussed in Section
IVA. Similarly to the SU, in order to compute the free
energy with the FFU scheme, we need to keep track of
the renormalisation factors.

The results are summarised in Fig. 14 where we used
a time step dβ = 0.02 for the FFU. We observe that for
D = 7, the free energies computed via both schemes ex-
hibit a kink around the same temperature in agreement
with a first-order transition. We further check that the
results with the FFU performed using the 2× 2 unit cell
and 6×6 unit cell with projected boundary condition give
the same free energy in the disordered phase. Moreover,
the free energy computed with the FFU scheme is as ex-
pected smaller than the one computed with SU. However,
by plotting the results obtained with SU for larger bond
dimension, namely D = 8, we note that the difference
of free energy obtained from the SU and FFU is rather
small compared to the finite-D effect. The small free en-
ergy difference between the two schemes, which is prob-
ably due to the absence of a diverging correlation length
in the system, justifies using the SU approach, which can
be pushed to considerably larger bond dimensions than
the FFU method.

Figure 15. Local tensors used to compute the partition func-
tion. The bold lines represent bond dimension 8 while the
thin lines represent bond dimension 2. The local tensors h
and v are given by Eqs. B2 and B3.

Appendix B: Classical Ising model on the
Shastry-Sutherland lattice

In this section we discuss the classical Ising model on
the Shastry-Sutherland lattice whose ground states also
break the same rotational Z2 and translational Z3 sym-
metries. The Hamiltonian is given by :

H = J ′
∑
⟨i,j⟩

σiσj + J
∑

⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩

σiσj − h
∑
i

σi (B1)

with spins σ ∈ ±1. The model has already been stud-
ied with the Tensor Renormalisation Group (TRG) algo-
rithm in Ref. [26] where the structure of the ground state
and the location of the transition is discussed. However,
the nature of the melting is not. By mapping the par-
tition function on a two-dimensional tensor network and
performing the contraction with CTMRG we can study
the nature of the transition. We map the partition func-
tion on the bipartite lattice shown in Fig. 15 composed
of tensors v and h given by:

(v)σ1,σ2,σ3,σ4 ∝ exp(−K1(σ1σ2 + σ2σ3 + σ3σ4 + . . .

+ σ4σ1)−K2σ1σ3 +
H

2
(σ1 + σ2 + σ3 + σ4)) (B2)

(h)σ1,σ2,σ3,σ4
∝ exp(−K1(σ1σ2 + σ2σ3 + σ3σ4 + . . .

+ σ4σ1)−K2σ2σ4 +
H

2
(σ1 + σ2 + σ3 + σ4)) (B3)

with K1 = βJ ′,K2 = βJ and H = βh. We focus on
J = J ′ = 1 and h = 3 which is into the 1/3 plateau
[25, 26] and show the results in Fig. 16. The simula-
tions were performed using fixed boundary conditions,
favouring one out of the ground states. Similarly to the
quantum case, we observe a single kink in the free en-
ergy around Tc ≃ 0.718, thus showing the transition to
be first-order. Although not shown here, we have further
checked that the Z2 and Z3 symmetries are restored at
the same temperature. It is worth noting that Ref. [26]
has a different convention and uses spin one-half so that
a factor four is needed to recover a comparable critical
temperature.
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Figure 16. Free energy with respect to the temperature for
different bond dimension χ = 40 and χ = 80. The free energy
exhibits a kink around Tc ≃ 0.72 in agreement with a first-
order transition. The black lines are linear fits of the two
closest points to the transition, in the ordered and disordered
phase, for χ = 50.
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