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We explore the Dirac spin liquid (DSL) as a candidate for the ground state of the Mott insulating
phase of fermions with six flavors on the Kagome lattice, particularly focusing on realizations using
173Yb atoms in optical lattices. Using mean-field theory and variational Monte Carlo (VMC) simula-
tions, we confirm the stability of the DSL against local perturbations of the Dirac spin liquid ansatz
within a 12-site unit cell and against small second-nearest neighbor and ring exchange interactions.
To characterize the DSL, we calculate the static and dynamic structure factor of the Gutzwiller pro-
jected wavefunction and compare it with mean-field calculations. The static structure factor shows
triangular-shaped plateaus around the K points in the extended Brillouin zone, with small peaks
at the corners of these plateaus. The dynamical structure factor consists of a gapless continuum of
fractionalized excitations. Our study also presents several complementary results, including bounds
for the ground state energy, methods for calculating three-site ring exchange expectations in the
projective mean field, the boundary of ferromagnetic states, and the non-topological nature of flat
bands in the DSL band structure.

I. INTRODUCTION

Competing interactions realized by geometrical frus-
tration in spin-1/2 Mott insulators with SU(2) symme-
try can give rise to quantum spin liquid ground states in
quasi two-dimensional systems. Alternatively, increasing
the local Hilbert space from two to N and enhancing the
symmetry from SU(2) to SU(N) induces quantum fluc-
tuations that may favor a quantum spin liquid ground
state. While such symmetry enhancements can unlock
exotic quantum phases, their experimental realization is
challenging. Notable examples include optically trapped
ultracold alkaline earth metal atoms, which achieve high
symmetry due to the near-perfect SU(N = 2I + 1) sym-
metry originating from the nuclear degree of freedom.
[1, 2]. Here, I represents the nuclear spin, and N can be
as high as 10, as demonstrated with 87Sr isotopes exhibit-
ing SU(10) symmetry [3, 4]. Recently, an SU(6) symmet-
ric Mott insulator was realized using 173Yb isotopes [5–7],
and further studied experimentally in [8–13].

An SU(N = 2I + 1) symmetric N -component Fermi
gas in an optical lattice is well described by the SU(N)
Hubbard model [1, 7]

H̃ =− t
∑

⟨i,j⟩,σ

(f†i,σfj,σ +H.c.) + U
∑

i,σ′>σ

ni,σni,σ′

+
∑
i,σ

εini,σ, (1)

where fi,σ annihilates a fermion with spin (flavor) σ ∈
{−I, . . . , I} on site i, ni,σ = f†i,σfi,σ is the fermion num-
ber operator, and εi stands for the strength of the har-
monic confinement potential. The Hamiltonian remains
SU(N) symmetric due to the independence of t, U , and εi
from σ. By tuning the scattering lengths, one can adjust
the strength and sign of the interaction U [14, 15]. For

strong enough on-site repulsion, the leading order pertur-
bation theory in t/U of the Hamiltonian (1) results in the
SU(N) symmetric antiferromagnetic Heisenberg model

H = J
∑
⟨i,j⟩

Ti ·Tj = J
∑
⟨i,j⟩

N2−1∑
a=1

T a
i T

a
j , (2)

where the summation is over the ⟨i, j⟩ nearest neighbor
sites and the T a

i , with a = 1, 2, . . . N2−1, are the genera-
tors of the SU(N) Lie algebra. The filling of the Hubbard
model determines the irreducible representation of the
localized degrees of freedom treated by the Heisenberg
model. Specifically, the 1/N filled Hubbard model with
one fermion per site corresponds to an SU(N) Heisenberg
model describing spins in the N -dimensional fundamen-
tal representation.
While the SU(2) spins need the high frustration on the

kagome lattice to stabilize a spin liquid phase, the SU(6)
is a large enough symmetry to stabilize a liquid phase
even on bipartite lattices. Chiral spin liquids for SU(6)
Hubbard models were found for large enough filling (i.t.
beyond the fundamental representation) on the square
[16, 17], cubic [18] and kagome [19, 20] lattices. There
were indications of chiral spin liquid ground states at
1/6 filling of the SU(6) Hubbard model on the triangular
[21, 22], on the honeycomb [23–25], and the square [26]
lattices. The 1/6 filling corresponds to the fundamental
representation of the SU(6) Heisenberg model. However,
the honeycomb and square lattices were also argued to
develop 6-site singlet plaquette orders 27–29. In contrast,
the square lattice was further predicted to have a charge
conjugation symmetry breaking ground state [30].
In this study, we investigate the SU(6) symmetric anti-

ferromagnetic Heisenberg model in the fundamental rep-
resentation on the kagome lattice using the variational
Monte Carlo (VMC) method. Similar to the SU(2)
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Heisenberg model, which is not magnetically ordered [31],
we expect the SU(6) Heisenberg model to also exhibit
disorder due to increased quantum fluctuations.

We propose that the ground state of this model may
be well described by the Dirac spin-liquid (DSL) state,
previously suggested for the SU(2) case [32]. This aligns
with the expectation that the Dirac spin liquid can be
stabilized for N > NC [33–37], where the precise value
of NC is debated. There were already examples of gap-
less spin liquids providing good description of the ground
state properties for bothN = 2 [20, 32, 38–48] and N = 4
[49–51].

To support our claim, we search for possible instabil-
ities of the Dirac spin liquid in the subspace of mag-
netically disordered SU(6) singlet states, as discussed in
Refs. 20 and 52, and find it to be stable against perturba-
tions. Furthermore, we find the chiral spin liquid states
to be higher in energy than the Dirac spin liquid. This
is a matter of debate in the SU(2) case [32, 53–55].

We organize the paper as follows. In Sec. II we in-
troduce the mean-field theory and the Dirac spin liquid.
We classify the possible instabilities of the DSL within
the 12-site unit cell in Sec. III. Using a variational Monte
Carlo method to sample the Gutzwiller projected wave
functions, in Sec. IV we calculate the energies of the dif-
ferent perturbations of the DSL and check if DSL has
the lowest energy. We also introduce second neighbor
and ring exchanges and derive the phase diagram. In
Sec. V, we calculate the flavor-flavor correlations and
the structure factor; in Sec. VI, we calculate the dy-
namical structure factor. We summarize our results in
Sec. VII. The appendices contain supplementary results.
Appendix A presents the gauge transformations of the
DSL, while Appendix B discusses the symmetries of the
12-site unit cell. Appendix C details the VMC method
and the calculation of the ring exchange operators using
diagonal expectation values. The projected mean field is
presented in Appendix D. In Appendix E, we calculate
the lower bound to the ground state energy. The stability
of the ferromagnetic phase is discussed in Appendix F.
Finally, in Appendix G we discuss the localized states of
the DSL ansatz.

II. MEAN-FIELD GROUND STATE AND THE
DIRAC SPIN LIQUID

In the fermionic parton mean field approach [56], the
SU(6) spin operators in Eq. (2) are decomposed into
fermions,

T a
i =

1

2

6∑
σ,σ′=1

f†i,σλ
a
σ,σ′fi,σ′ (3)

where the 6×6 matrices λa (with a ∈ {1, . . . , 35}) gener-
alize the eight SU(3) Gell-Mann matrices [57] to SU(6).
In the fundamental representation, a singly occupied site
with a fermion of flavor σ ∈ {A,B, . . . , F} represents

FIG. 1. The 12-site quadrupled unit cell of the mean-field
Hamiltonian Eq. (4) in real space and Eq. (8) in reciprocal
space, describing the Dirac spin liquid ansatz. The black solid
bonds represent tDSL

i,j = −1 and the white (inverted) tDSL
i,j =

1. The product of the hoppings around every elementary
triangular and hexagonal plaquette is −1, corresponding to
a π flux threading through each plaquette. The 2a1 and 2a2

are the primitive vectors of the quadrupled unit cell, where

a1 = (1, 0) and a2 =
(

1
2
,
√

3
2

)
are the primitive vectors of the

unit cell of the kagome lattice. The red dashed line shows the
antiperiodic boundary condition along the edge of the cluster
parallel to a2, which we impose to make the mean-field ground
state non-degenerate.

a spin basis state σ, and the system is one-sixth filled.
We obtain the mean-field approximation by substituting
Eq. (3) into Eq. (2) and replacing a pair of fermionic
operators with their expectation values,

HMF =

F∑
σ=A

∑
⟨i,j⟩

ti,jf
†
i,σfj,σ, (4)

where the hopping amplitudes

ti,j = J
F∑

σ=A

⟨πFS|f†i,σfj,σ|πFS⟩ (5)

are determined by the self-consistency equation. How-
ever, the ti,j can also be regarded as independent vari-
ational parameters, and we will consider them in this
sense in the following. In the Hamiltonian above we ne-

glect the pairing terms like f†i,σf
†
j,σ′ , which naturally ap-

pears in the context of the SU(2) symmetric Heisenberg

model as a singlet operator f†i,↑f
†
j,↓ and describe a Z2

spin liquid [57]. Namely, in the fundamental represen-
tation of SU(6), six fermions combine to form a singlet,
and this is beyond the mean-field description. However,
already in the case of the SU(2) Heisenberg model on
the kagome lattice, the U(1) symmetric Dirac spin liq-
uid ansatz was shown to give a good approximation of
the actual ground state [32, 40–42, 44, 48, 58, 59]. The
variational wavefunction |ψ⟩ approximating the ground
state is constructed by applying the Gutzwiller projec-
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tor PG (which enforces single occupancy on every lat-
tice site) to the Fermi sea ground state |ψMF⟩ of the
mean-field Hamiltonian (4). Both |ψMF⟩ and PG|ψMF⟩
are SU(6) singlets, and neither of them depends on the
overall magnitude of the hoppings, only the relative ratios
matter. The DSL corresponds to real uniform hopping
amplitudes with tDSL

i,j = ±1, where we choose the signs
such that their directed product around every elementary
triangular and hexagonal plaquette is negative, as shown
in Fig. (1). The flux ϕ of a plaquette is defined as

eiϕ =
∏

⟨i,j⟩∈plaquette

ti,j
|ti,j |

. (6)

The negative product around every plaquette corre-
sponds to ϕDSL = π and we denote this flux structure
as π7π△π▽. As we will see later, this flux structure al-
lows hoppings with different absolute values and does not
uniquely identify the DSL. Let us also remark that using
this convention, the regular kagome lattice with negative
hopping amplitudes −t and a flat band at the top with
energy 2t corresponds to having a π flux through the
triangles and 0 through the hexagon, i.e. 07π△π▽.
The Hamiltonian discussed in [32] requires a doubled

unit cell with a 6-site basis to accommodate the hoppings
generating the π fluxes. Here, we will use a quadrupled

unit cell with a 12-site basis, with a choice of hopping
amplitudes shown in Fig. 1. The connection between the
two ansätze is discussed in Appendix A 2. Even though
the hopping structures of both Hamiltonians break the
wallpaper group symmetries g of the kagome lattice, one
can restore these symmetries by combining the symme-
try operations g with suitable site-dependent but flavor-

independent gauge transformations G : f†j,σ → eiϕ(j)f†j,σ,
so that

HMF = GggHMFg
−1G−1

g , (7)

which is called projective symmetry [57, 60, 61] (see Ap-
pendix A 1). Since the spin operators are insensitive to
Gg, their expectation values taken in states |ψMF⟩ and
PG|ψMF⟩ will possess all the symmetries of the kagome
lattice, justifying the name spin liquid. To make |ψMF⟩
non-degenerate for all system sizes, we have applied an-
tiperiodic boundary condition (APBC) on one boundary
and periodic on the other, as shown in Fig. 1. The APBC
can break the C6 and σ projective symmetries, which are
then restored in the thermodynamic limit (see [51] for
details).
In the reciprocal space, assuming the quadrupled unit

cell with 12 sites and periodic boundary conditions, the
mean-field Hamiltonian is the following 12× 12 matrix

HDSL(k) =



0 −1 −1 0 0 −r̄1 0 −r̄2 0 0 0 0
−1 0 −1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 r̄1
−1 −1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 −r̄2 0
0 0 1 0 −1 −1 0 0 0 0 r̄2 0
0 0 0 −1 0 −1 0 0 1 −1 0 0

−r1 0 0 −1 −1 0 0 −r1r̄2 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 −1 −1 0 0 −r̄1

−r2 0 0 0 0 −r2r̄1 −1 0 −1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0 −1 −1 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 −1 0 0 0 1 0 −1 −1
0 0 −r2 r2 0 0 0 0 0 −1 0 −1
0 r1 0 0 0 0 −r1 0 0 −1 −1 0



, (8)

where the i-th row and j-th column contains tDSL
i,j = ±1,

multiplied by r1 = eik·2a1 or r2 = eik·2a2 when tDSL
i,j

crosses the unit cell boundary (the r̄1 = e−ik·2a1 and
r̄2 = e−ik·2a2 are the complex conjugates). The effect of
the antiperiodic boundary condition (shown in Fig. 1) is
to multiply the hoppings crossing the antiperiodic bound-
ary by −1, resulting in r1 → eiπ/L1r1, where L1 is the
number of times the quadrupled unit cell is repeated in
the direction 2a1 in the finite cluster. Alternatively, one
can shift the k momentum values to absorb the minus
sign. The characteristic polynomial of the HDSL(k), pro-
viding the eigenvalues λk, is

0 =
(
λ4k + 4tλ3k − 8t3λk + 2t4γk

)2
(λk − 2t)

4
, (9)

where

γk = cos 2k ·a1+cos 2k ·a2+cos 2k · [a1−a2]−1. (10)

The band structure consists of a four-fold degenerate flat
band at λk = 2t and four two-fold degenerate dispersive
bands, shown in Fig. 2. Unlike in the zero-flux case, the
dispersive bands are separated by a gap from the flat
bands, and the dispersive bands touch at Dirac points
(see Appendix G for more details about flat bands).
Reversing the sign of every hopping in the DSL ansatz

in Fig. 1 changes the flux structure from π7π△π▽ to
π70△0▽, therefore we denote this ansatz as the uni-
form π70△0▽. In the case of SU(2), these two states are
equivalent due to a symmetry under a combination of a
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FIG. 2. (a) The Brillouin zones of the kagome lattice (black
hexagon) and of the quadrupled unit cell having 12 sites (blue
shaded hexagon). The blue points at Γ and M momenta
denote the Fermi points of the DSL (the M ’s are also ΓMF).
(b) The bands of the DSL mean field Hamiltonian HDSL(k)
(8) along the path MMF−ΓMF−KMF−MMF in the Brillouin
zone of the 12-site unit cell. Partons describing SU(2) spins
occupy the lowest three bands up to the Dirac point at the
Γ point, while for the SU(6), they occupy the lowest band
(drawn by the thick line). Each dispersive band is two-fold
degenerate, while the flat band is four-fold degenerate.

spin-rotation and a time-reversal transformation (as ex-
plained in section 9.2.7 in Ref. 62, also in [57]). However,
they are inequivalent in the case of SU(6). The mean-
field band structure of the uniform π70△0▽ ansatz is
that of the DSL in Fig. 2 turned upside-down, so that
the four times degenerate high energy flat band becomes
the lowest energy band in the uniform π70△0▽ ansatz,
which makes the Fermi sea highly degenerate.

The Hamiltonian discussed in [32] with a doubled unit
cell has the same band structure, with the difference that
the degeneracy of each band is halved relative to our case,
and the size of the Brillouin zone gets doubled.

In the case of SU(2), the mean-field ground state has

a half-filled band structure, filling the lowest three bands
up to a Dirac-Fermi point. For SU(3), the third filling
also gives a Dirac point, but it is unstable and the ground
state trimerizes instead [63].

In the case of SU(6), to fulfill the one fermion
per site constraint in average (⟨ψMF|ni|ψMF⟩ =

⟨ψMF|
∑

σ f
†
i,σfi,σ|ψMF⟩ = 1 ∀i), the system has to be

1/6 filled. Consequently, the mean-field ground state fills
only the lowest energy band up to a Dirac Fermi point.
For the fermionic correlations, we get

|⟨πFS|f†i,σfj,σ|πFS⟩| = 0.138051 , (11)

independently of the flavor σ. From Eq. (5), the self-
consistency gives ti,j = ±0.828306J in the thermody-
namic limit, with signs chosen to satisfy the DSL ansatz.

Using variational Monte Carlo calculations to evaluate
the Gutzwiller projected Fermi sea of the DSL ansatz
(see Appendix C 1 a for details), we got

⟨Ti ·Tj⟩ = −0.4276± 0.0001 (12)
for the energy of the nearest neighbor bonds. We also
determined an exact lower bound for the energy in
Sec. E, ⟨T1 · T2⟩ ≥ −0.472623. Since VMC is a vari-
ational treatment that provides an upper bound, the
energy shall be between these values. Experimentally,
one can use lattice modulation spectroscopy [64] and the
technique of singlet-triplet oscillations to measure the
nearest-neighbor correlations, see Refs. 7 and 13 for the
SU(6) symmetric 173Yb cold atoms.

III. SYMETRY CLASSIFICATION OF
INSTABILITIES OF THE DIRAC SPIN LIQUID

IN THE QUADRUPLED UNIT CELL

Since we are interested in the stability of DSL against
perturbations of the mean-field ansatz, it is useful to clas-
sify the possible perturbations as irreducible representa-
tions of the point group symmetries of the 12-site unit
cell. To do so, we modify the hoppings tDSL

i,j of the DSL
mean-field Hamiltonian, HDSL(k) in Eqs. (8) and (4), as

ti,j = tDSL
i,j (1 + δt̃i,j), (13)

where 0 < δ ≪ 1, |t̃i,j | = O(1). The Gutzwiller projected
ground state of such a perturbed mean-field Hamiltonian
results in a perturbed wavefunction |ψt̃i,j

⟩. We then cal-

culate the variational energy ⟨ψ|H|ψ⟩/⟨ψ|ψ⟩ of the per-
turbed wavefunctions belonging to different irreps, which
we will call ansätze. If the variational energy of the per-
turbed ansatz is lower than that of the DSL, then the
DSL is unstable against the perturbations 13, and the

ground state is not the DSL. We also neglect the on-site
chemical potential for clarity, which is easy to include.
Following Landau’s theory of phase transitions, we ex-

pand the grand canonical potential

Ω(T, µ) = −T
∑
k

Tr ln
(
1 + eβ(µN−HMF(k))

)
(14)

in powers of the perturbation δ, where T = β−1 is
the temperature, µ is the chemical potential ensuring
⟨ψMF|ni|ψMF⟩ = 1 ∀i, and the summation is over the
momenta k in the Brillouin zone. To achieve this, we
first expand Ω(T, µ) in powers of β,

Ω(T, µ) = TNs ln 2+

∞∑
l=0

olβ
l
∑
k

Tr
{
[µN −HMF(k)]

l+1
}
,

(15)
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TABLE I. The A1, E, T1 and T2 in the first column are the irreducible representations (irreps) under which the real-valued
perturbations ti,j = tDSL

i,j (1 + δt̃i,j) of the hoppings transform separately (where 0 < δ ≪ 1). The numbers in the columns of

the irreps are the perturbations t̃i,j , where the ⟨i, j⟩ nearest neighbor pairs are given in the first two rows. The first row has
the ⟨i, j⟩ of the upward pointing triangles, while the C2⟨i, j⟩ are the sites of the downward pointing triangles (the C2 rotates
the upward pointing triangles into downward-pointing ones, and vice-versa). From each irreducible representation, there is a
gerade and an ungerade one. For the gerade irreps, t̃C2(i,j) = t̃i,j , while for the ungerade ones t̃C2(i,j) = −t̃i,j . Therefore there

is no need to separate the ⟨i, j⟩ and the C2⟨i, j⟩ into different columns, or to list the t̃i,j belonging to gerade and ungerade
irreps separately. Every row of an irrep defines an ansatz belonging to the irrep, as does any linear combination of the rows in
an irrep. The hopping structures corresponding to these ansätze are shown in Figs. 6 and 5. The rows with ti,j and tC2(i,j) in

the first column show the hoppings of the HMF(k) from Eq. (8), with the abbreviations r1 = eik·2a1 and r2 = eik·2a2 and their
complex conjugates r̄1 = e−ik·2a1 and r̄2 = e−ik·2a2 . The last column indicates the degeneracy of the bands for the gerade and
ungerade cases.

⟨i, j⟩ (2, 1) (1, 3) (3, 2) (5, 4) (4, 6) (6, 5) (8, 7) (7, 9) (9, 8) (11, 10) (10, 12) (12, 11)

C2⟨i, j⟩ (5, 10) (10, 9) (9, 5) (2, 7) (7, 12) (12, 2) (11, 4) (4, 3) (3, 11) (8, 1) (1, 6) (6, 8)

tDSL
i,j −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1

tDSL
C2(i,j)

−1 1 1 1 −r̄1 r1 r2 1 −r̄2 −r2 −r̄1 −r1r̄2

irrep. t̃i,j deg.

A1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ×2,×2

E
0 1 −1 0 1 −1 0 1 −1 0 1 −1 ×2,×2
2√
3

−1√
3

−1√
3

2√
3

−1√
3

−1√
3

2√
3

−1√
3

−1√
3

2√
3

−1√
3

−1√
3

T1

β β α −β −β −α −β −β −α β β α
×2,×1β α β β α β −β −α −β −β −α −β

α β β −α −β −β α β β −α −β −β

T2

0 1 −1 0 −1 1 0 1 −1 0 −1 1
×2,×11 0 −1 1 0 −1 −1 0 1 −1 0 1

1 −1 0 −1 1 0 −1 1 0 1 −1 0

where Ns is the number of sites. We expand the traces
of the matrix powers in δ as

Tr
[
(µN −HMF(q))

l
]
= Tr

[
(µN −HDSL(q))

l
] ∣∣∣∣

+ δ2
∑

⟨i,j⟩,⟨i′,j′⟩

t̃i,jQ
(l)
⟨i,j⟩,⟨i′,j′⟩t̃i′,j′

+O(δ3). (16)

Only gauge-invariant terms appear in the expansion, so
the first-order terms linear in t̃′i′,j′ t̃

′
i,′j′ are absent. Block

diagonalizing the matrices Q
(l)
⟨i,j⟩,⟨i′,j′⟩ for all l simulta-

neously, we can identify the different irreducible repre-
sentations of the t̃i,j which transform separately under
the elements of the symmetry group of the 12-site unit
cell. Table I lists the resulting linear combinations of the
t̃i,j which can perturb the Dirac spin liquid and intro-
duce phases that break symmetries. Since the symmetry
group of the 12-site unit cell is isomorphic to the Oh

group (see Appendix. B), we classify the irreducible rep-
resentations of the t̃i,j using the character table of the
Oh group. We also take advantage of the fact that the
center of the Oh group is the identity and the inversion

that constitute a normal subgroup. Consequently, the
irreducible representations of the Oh can be even (ger-
ade) and odd (ungerade) under the inversion. The in-
version in the Oh corresponds to the twofold rotation C2

around the center of a hexagon in the wallpaper group,
so t̃C2(i,j) = +t̃i,j in an even (gerade, g) irreducible rep-

resentation, and t̃C2(i,j) = −t̃i,j in an odd (ungerade, u)
one. For each irreducible representation, there is a ger-
ade and an ungerade one. During the process, we need
to take into account that t̃i,j = t̃∗j,i, so we classified the

real and complex-valued t̃i,j-s separately. Let us also re-
mark that during the diagonalization of the terms in the
expansion (16), we encountered higher dimensional (e.g.
five-dimensional) manifolds that are combinations of the
irreducible representations of the Oh group, suggesting a
higher symmetry group, but we were not able to identify
it.

Our approach is related to the classification of charge-
and bond-density wave order parameters in Ref. 65.
There, triple-Q order parameters were considered, Qmo-
menta being the M1, M2, and M3 points in the Brillouin
zone of the Kagome lattice where van-Hove singularities
occur in the band structure. The periodicity of these
density waves is compatible with the 12-site unit cell.
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FIG. 3. The plot of the (v1, v2, v3) values that minimize the
symmetry invariant form of the energy Eq. (17) of a three-
dimensional irreducible representation (T1 or T2).

A. Real-valued t̃i,j perturbations of the DSL

Here, we consider time reversal invariant perturba-
tions, which modify the strength of the hoppings, leaving
them real and their signs identical to those of the DSL,
keeping the π7π△π▽ flux structure unchanged. There
are 24 nearest-neighbor bonds, each having a t̃j,i. They
transform according to the one-dimensional A1g and A1u,
the two-dimensional Eg and Eu, the three-dimensional
T2g and T2u, and two copies (with parameters α and β)
of the three-dimensional T1g and T1u irreducible repre-
sentation, as shown in Tab. I. The hopping patterns cor-
responding to these ansätze are shown in the first column
of Figs. 5 and 6.

In the case of higher dimensional irreducible represen-
tations, the actual perturbation is a linear combination
of the basis. For example,

∑
i=1,2,3 viT

i
1g in the case of

the three dimensional T1g, where we denote the rows of
an irrep by a number in the superscript. Assuming that
the norm of the basis states is the same, the perturbation
will contribute to the ground state energy (or the grand
canonical potential) as

Eδ = E0 + c2(v
2
1 + v22 + v23)δ

2 + c3v1v2v3δ
3

+ c4(v
4
1 + v42 + v43)δ

4, (17)

where c2, c3, and c4 are the coefficients of the v21+v
2
2+v

2
3 ,

v1v2v3, and v41 + v42 + v43 invariants. In the case of
a two- and three-dimensional irreducible representation,
the normalized linear combination of the rows of an ir-
reducible representation will have the same contribution
in δ2 in the grand canonical potential. The perturbation
is unstable when c2 < 0, and the coefficients c3 and c4
of the higher order invariant will determine the precise
form of the perturbation. Fig. 3 presents the minimal
energy solutions for the (v1, v2, v3) vector as a function
of the c3 and c4. For the even (gerade) irreducible repre-
sentations, we may assume that the cubic term prevails
over the quartic one and the optimal perturbations are

the linear combinations with |v1| = |v2| = |v3| = 1/
√
3,

with signs such that v1v2v3c3 < 0. For the odd (unger-
ade) irreducible representations, the inversion symmetry
cancels the cubic term (c3 = 0), and the optimal linear

combinations are |v1| = |v2| = |v3| = 1/
√
3 for c4 > 0

and |v1| = 1,v2 = v3 = 0 and equivalents for c4 < 0.
In the case of the two-dimensional irreducible represen-
tations, the cubic invariant is v31 −3v1v

2
2 for both Eg and

Eu.
Consequently, it is enough to check the variational en-

ergy for the ansätze with either |v1| = |v2| = |v3| = 1/
√
3

or |v1| = 1,v2 = v3 = 0. This reduces the possibilities
significantly because the most general v1T

1
1 +v2T

2
1 +v3T

3
1

could have five free parameters (after fixing normaliza-
tion).
In Fig. 6 we show the single-parameter ansätze T 1

2g −
T 2
2g − T 3

2g, T
1
2g, T

1
2u − T 2

2u − T 3
2u, T

1
2u, and A1u with the

parameter δ (here we allow negative δ, which is like mul-
tiplying the t̃i,j by −1). We did not plot the A1g since it
changes the hoppings uniformly, leaving the wave func-
tion equivalent to the DSL.
In Fig. 5 we show the two-parameter ansätze −T 1

1g +

T 2
1g + T 3

1g, T
3
1g, −T 1

1u + T 2
1u + T 3

1u, T
3
1u, v1E

1
g + v2E

2
g , and

v1E
1
u + v2E

2
u. To make the comparison of the different

ansätze in Fig. 5 unambiguous, we have collected the
different hopping amplitudes that appear in Tab. II, also
listing their colors.
We can identify the −T 1

1g + T 2
1g + T 3

1g ansatz with the
David star ansatz studied in [20] for the SU(2) case.
There, it had a single parameter δ, which is identical to
α = 1 and β = 0 in our notation, so that each bond on the
edge of a David star is strengthened as ti,j = tDSL

i,j (1+δ),

while all other hoppings are weakened as ti,j = tDSL
i,j (1−δ)

(see Tab. II) Some linear combinations are equivalent, for
example, T 1

1g −T 2
1g +T 3

1g is a David star shifted in a2 di-
rection. Allowing for β ̸= 0, we consider a more general
David star ansatz,

ti,j = tDSL
i,j (1 + αδ)

t△i,j = tDSL
i,j [1− (2β + α)δ]

t7i,j = tDSL
i,j [1 + (2β − α)δ] , (18)

shown in the first row of Fig. 5. The ti,j denotes the hop-
pings amplitudes on the edge of the David star (red bonds

in Fig. 5), the t△i,j on the interstar triangles (blue) and t7i,j
on the hexagon within the star (shown by green). After
Gutzwiller projecting the ground state of the David star
mean-field Hamiltonian (4), only the ratios of the hop-
ping amplitudes remain essential. Therefore, using the

notations ti,j = tDSL
i,j t , t△i,j = tDSL

i,j t△, and t7i,j = tDSL
i,j t7,

we can divide with 1 + αδ, getting t = 1, and use
t△ ≈ 1 − 2(β + α)δ and t7 ≈ 1 + 2(β − α)δ as the
two free parameters (also listed in Tab. II), instead of αδ
and βδ. This will facilitate physical interpretation when
we consider much bigger deformations of the Dirac spin
liquid in Fig. 7. The David star is unique because, for
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ansatz color relative hoppings ti,j/t
DSL
i,j

−T 1
1g + T 2

1g + T 3
1g

red t ≈ 1

green t7 ≈ 1 + 2(β − α)δ

blue t△ ≈ 1 − 2(β + α)δ

T 3
1g

dark green 1 + αδ

light green 1 − αδ

dark red 1 + βδ

light red 1 − βδ

−T 1
1u + T 2

1u + T 3
1u

dark green 1 + (2β − α)δ

light green 1 − (2β − α)δ

dark red 1 + αδ

light red 1 − αδ

light blue 1 + (2β + α)δ

dark blue 1 − (2β + α)δ

T 3
1u

dark green 1 + αδ

light green 1 − αδ

dark red 1 + βδ

light red 1 − αδ

α|E1
g⟩ + β|E2

g⟩
green 1 + (α− β)δ

red 1 + 2βδ

blue 1 − (α + β)δ

α|E1
u⟩ + β|E2

u⟩

dark red 1 + 2βδ

light red 1 − 2βδ

dark blue 1 + (α + β)δ

light blue 1 − (α + β)δ

light green 1 + (α− β)δ

dark green 1 − (α− β)δ

TABLE II. Hoppings for all ansätze in Fig. 5

weak t△ hoppings, the almost decoupled 12 sites tend to
host two SU(6) singlet states, see Sec. IVB3. We can
compare it to the A1u, which gives decoupled triangles
– a good starting point for the trimerized state of the
SU(3) Heisenberg model [63]. Another interesting case
is |t | < |t△| and |t | < |t7| when the six spins in the
hexagon tend to form a singlet and the spins in the de-
coupled triangles the higher dimensional self-conjugate
irreducible representation, see Sec. IVB3.

Ref. 20 and 40 also considered the dimerized ansatz
for the SU(2) case, the so called FA

1 bond order [40]. It
corresponds to (any) row of T1g, setting α = 1 and β = 0,
and also has a single parameter δ. In this ansatz, the
hopping amplitudes alternate along parallel lines while
the rest of the bonds remain unchanged (different rows
of T1g select different directions). Allowing for β ̸= 0
we consider a more general pattern shown in the second

row of Fig. 5 for T 3
1g, for which the hoppings are given in

Tab. II. This includes the FB
1 bond order in Ref. 40.

Both the ungerade David star ansatz −T 1
1u+T

2
1u+T

3
1u

and a row of the same irrep T 3
1u are shown in the third and

fourth rows of Fig. 5. They have only two free parameters
αδ and βδ, despite parametrizing six and four different
hoppings, respectively, which are given in Tab. II.
For the gerade Eg, to take the normalization into ac-

count, we multiply the two rows with different coeffi-
cients. We considered the ansatz v1E

1
g + v2E

2
g , shown in

the fifth row of Fig. 5, for which the hoppings are given
in Tab. II. For v1 = 0 and v2 = 1 it describes anisotropic
chains with hoppings ti,j = tDSL

i,j (1 + 2δ) along one di-

rection and ti,j = tDSL
i,j (1 − δ) along the other two. The

linear combinations with v1 = ±
√
3v2 rotate the chains

with different hoppings. For v1 = 1 and v2 = 0, the
lines in the three different directions have three different
strengths ti,j = tDSL

i,j (1 + ξδ), with ξ ∈ {−1, 0, 1}. Here

again, the v2 = ±
√
3v1 rotates the unequivalent chains.

For the ungerade Eu we show the ansatz v1E
1
u + v2E

2
u

in the sixth row of Fig. 5 and Tab. II.
The A1g, A1u, Eg, Eu ansätze are gapless at the mean-

field level and have a two-fold degenerate Dirac Fermi
point at k = 0, similarly to the DSL. Among the real
perturbations, only the T1g and T2g open a gap, but for
the T1g, the gap closes as a Dirac cone similar to the DSL
appears along a curve going through the tH = tT = t and
the (tT = 0, tH = −t/

√
2) point (shown in Fig. 7 as green

dashed line). The T1u and T2u have two Dirac Fermi
points at finite kD and −kD values, each non-degenerate.
In the projective sense, the translational symmetry is re-
stored for the A1 and E ansätze, but they break the
point group symmetries. The T1g and T2g keep some of
the point group projective symmetries but break trans-
lation symmetries, while the T1u and T2u break both the
translations and point group symmetries.
As we will show in Figs. 5 and 6, all of these real per-

turbations raise the variational energy, so the Dirac spin
liquid is the lowest energy state.
Let us also mention that the Eg, T2u, T1g, and T1u

introduce charge imbalance between the sites, which can
compensated for by using on-site energies.

B. Complex-valued t̃i,j perturbations of the DSL

In the previous section, we studied the stability of the
DSL against real-valued perturbations that respect time
reversal invariance. Here, we consider the simplest per-
turbations that break the time-reversal symmetry. For
complex t̃i,j in Eq. (13) the π7π△π▽ flux structure of
the DSL changes. Unlike the real ansätze, the direction of

the hoppings matters, since ti,jf
†
i,σfj,σ = (tj,if

†
j,σfi,σ)

†.

Consequently, ti,j = t∗j,i, and t̃i,j = t̃∗j,i. For the sake

of simplicity, we consider purely imaginary t̃i,j perturba-
tions below. Exponentializing the imaginary perturba-

tions, we get ti,j = tDSL
i,j (1 + δt̃i,j) ≈ tDSL

i,j eδt̃i,j , and we
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FIG. 4. (a) the chiral A1g ansatz and (b) the staggered A1u

ansatz. Since ti,j = t∗j,i, the direction matters for the complex
hopping amplitudes. The white arrows pointing from j to i
denote ti,j = eiφ, while the black arrows correspond to ti,j =
−eiφ. The fluxes of upward pointing triangles are ϕ = π+ 3φ
in both of them since the product of the hoppings around
every triangle in the clockwise direction is ∝ −ei3φ. However,
the fluxes in the downward-pointing triangles differ in the two
cases.

can introduce the phases φi,j ≡ δt̃i,j/i ∈ R to denote the
hoppings as ti,j = tDSL

i,j eiφi,j . Therefore, for φi,j = 0, we
get back the hoppings of the DSL, with the π7π△π▽ flux
structure. We tabulate the irreducible representations of
the complex-valued t̃i,j in Tab. III.

The chiral A1g ansatz, shown in Fig. 4(a), has equal
fluxes ϕ = π + 3φ = π + 3δ in both up- and downward
pointing triangles, the product of the hoppings around
every triangle in the clockwise direction is −ei3φ. The
fluxes of the hexagons in the clockwise direction is π −
6φ = π − 6δ = 3π − 2ϕ ↔ π − 2ϕ, we denote the flux
structure as (π − 2ϕ)7ϕ△ϕ▽.

The staggered A1u ansatz has clockwise fluxes ϕ =
π+3φ = π+3δ in upward pointing triangles, π−3φ (be-
ing equivalent to −π − 3φ = −ϕ) in downward pointing
triangles, and π in the hexagons (see Fig. 4(b)), therefore
we will denote its flux structure as π7ϕ△(−ϕ)▽.

The stability of the DSL against the extended chiral
A1g and the extended staggered A1u ansätze is shown in
Fig. 10 and will be discussed in Sec. IVC.

We will not consider the three-dimensional irreducible
representation in greater detail. Let us only mention that
the T1g breaks the degeneracy and shifts the Dirac cones
up and down with a circular Fermi line in the mean-field
energy spectrum. The T1u generally opens a gap, but
more complex situations are possible.

IV. STABILITY OF THE DSL

The Heisenberg Hamiltonian of Eq. (2) is a result of
the leading order perturbation theory of the repulsive
Hubbard Hamiltonian of Eq. (1) for U/t→ ∞. However,
we can incorporate further terms so that the effective

Hamiltonian reads

H = J1
∑
⟨i,j⟩

Pi,j + J2
∑

⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩

Pi,j +K
∑

⟨i,j,k⟩

(Pi,j,k + P−1
i,j,k),

(19)
where the ⟨⟨i, j⟩⟩ denotes second nearest neighbor sites,
Pi,j,k is the ring exchange operator acting on elementary

triangles ⟨i, j, k⟩, and the J1 is of the order
t2

U and usually

positive (antiferromagnetic), K ∝ t3

U2 , and J2 ∝ t4

U3 in
case it arises from nearest neighbor hoppings. The Ti ·Tj

relates to the exchange operator Pi,j as

Ti ·Tj =
1

2
Pi,j −

1

2N
I, (20)

in the fundamental representation, where I is the identity
operator (see also Sec. C 2 for details). Written explicitly,
Pij and Pijk are defined through their action on the local
basis states, Pij |AiBj⟩ = |BiAj⟩ and Pijk|AiBjCk⟩ =
|CiAjBk⟩, for a fixed orientation of the triangle i, j, k.
The variational energy per lattice site of the effective
Hamiltonian (19) can be written as

E

Ns
=

1

Ns

⟨ψ|H|ψ⟩
⟨ψ|ψ⟩

= 2J1⟨P1st⟩+ 2J2⟨P2nd⟩+
2

3
K⟨P△ + P−1

△ ⟩, (21)

where the ⟨P1st⟩ is the averaged expectation value of
the permutation operator between the nearest neighbor
sites, the ⟨P2nd⟩ between the second neighbor sites, and
⟨P△ + P−1

△ ⟩ of the ring exchange on a triangle. The
coefficients consider that there are twice as many first-
and second-neighbor bonds than sites and two triangles
for every three sites. The expectation values of these
exchange operators were evaluated by Monte Carlo sam-
pling the wavefunctions |ψ⟩ of the ansätze discussed in
section III, for details see Appendix C 1. In Figs. 5, 6, and
9 we show the expectation values relative to the DSl, i.e.,
∆⟨P△+P−1

△ ⟩ = ⟨P△+P−1
△ ⟩−⟨P△+P−1

△ ⟩DSL, ∆⟨P1st⟩ =
⟨P1st⟩−⟨P1st⟩DSL, and ∆⟨P2nd⟩ = ⟨P2nd⟩−⟨P2nd⟩DSL for
all ansätze as a function of the perturbation strength. On
the one hand, we will see that the ⟨P1st⟩ is minimal for
the DSL for small perturbations for all the ansätze we
considered. We call this the local stability of the DSL.
On the other hand, comparing with the expectation val-
ues of the ⟨P2nd⟩ and ⟨P△ + P−1

△ ⟩ we find that finite
values of J2 and K are needed to destabilize the DSL.

A. Local stability against all real perturbations of
the DSL

To quantify the stability of the DSL, we calculated
how strong J2 and K are necessary to destabilize the
DSL locally against the real perturbations discussed in
Sec. III A, i.e., for what values of J2 and K of the Hamil-
tonian (19) does the ground state change from the DSL
to the perturbed ansatz. Global stability against some
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TABLE III. The irreducible representation of the complex-valued t̃i,j perturbations. Every t̃i,j is purely imaginary and the

hoppings can be written as ti,j = tDSL
i,j (1 + δt̃i,j) ≈ tDSL

i,j eδt̃i,j = tDSL
i,j eiφ, where φi,j ≡ δt̃i,j/i ∈ R. As another difference from

the real-valued t̃i,j , the directions of the hoppings matter (as shown in Fig. 4), since ti,j = t∗j,i, and so t̃i,j = t̃∗j,i. Therefore,

the ⟨i, j⟩ pairs denote the order ti,jf
†
i,σfj,σ.

t̃i,j deg.

⟨i, j⟩ (2, 1) (1, 3) (3, 2) (5, 4) (4, 6) (6, 5) (8, 7) (7, 9) (9, 8) (11, 10) (10, 12) (12, 11)

C2⟨i, j⟩ (5, 10) (10, 9) (9, 5) (2, 7) (7, 12) (12, 2) (11, 4) (4, 3) (3, 11) (8, 1) (1, 6) (6, 8)

chiral A1g i i i i i i i i i i i i ×2

staggered A1u ±i ±i ±i ±i ±i ±i ±i ±i ±i ±i ±i ±i ×2

chiral T1g

iβ iβ iα −iβ −iβ −iα −iβ −iβ −iα iβ iβ iα
×1iβ iα iβ iβ iα iβ −iβ −iα −iβ −iβ −iα −iβ

iα iβ iβ −iα −iβ −iβ iα iβ iβ −iα −iβ −iβ

staggered T1u

±iβ ±iβ ±iα ∓iβ ∓iβ ∓iα ∓iβ ∓iβ ∓iα ±iβ ±iβ ±iα
×1±iβ ±iα ±iβ ±iβ ±iα ±iβ ∓iβ ∓iα ∓iβ ∓iβ ∓iα ∓iβ

±iα ±iβ ±iβ ∓iα ∓iβ ∓iβ ±iα ±iβ ±iβ ∓iα ∓iβ ∓iβ

ansätze will be discussed in the following sections. The
results are shown in the last column of Fig. 5 and the last
row of Fig. 6, showing that the DSL is locally stable in a
relatively large region. The global stability is discussed
in the following subsection IVB.

First, we considered the ansätze with two free parame-
ters. We fitted a quadratic surface to the expectation val-
ues of the exchanges X = ⟨P1st⟩, ⟨P2nd⟩, and ⟨P△+P−1

△ ⟩
for small δ values around the DSL point,

f(αδ, βδ)X = (aXα
2 + bXβ

2 + 2cXαβ)δ
2 . (22)

The data sets consisted of 11 × 11 points in the αδ, βδ
plane, all having a Monte Carlo error, which we con-
sidered in the fitting procedure and transferred to the
parameters aX , bX , and cX . Fig. 5 shows the results of
this analysis. To facilitate the comparison between the
calculated and fitted values, the contours of the Monte
Carlo data are shown in orange, and the contours of
the fitted surface with green contours (we use the same
quadratic contour level spacing for every figure, both for
the contours of the fitted ellipsoids and the contours of
the Monte Carlo data). For the nearest neighbor ex-
change, the expectation value is the smallest for the
δ = 0, thus providing numerical evidence for the local
stability of DSL. However, the expectation values of the
second neighbor and ring exchanges show a different pic-
ture: the ⟨P2nd⟩ can lose or gain energy depending on
the perturbation, but the ⟨P△ + P−1

△ ⟩ will always gain
energy with perturbations. It raises the question of how
large the J2 and K must be to win over the DSL ground
state.

To answer this question, we calculated the eigenvalues
λ1,2 of the Hessian of the quadratic surface describing the

energy surface for finite values of J1, J2, and K,(
J1a1 + J2a2 +Ka△ J1c1 + J2c2 +Kc△
J1c1 + J2c2 +Kc△ J1b1 + J2b2 +Kb△

)
. (23)

The eigenvalues characterize the curvatures of the ellip-
soid, and the DSL is stable when both eigenvalues are
positive. The last column of Fig. 5 shows the region of
the local stability of the DSL in the parameter space of
J2 and K. Considering the Monte Carlo error, we regard
the DSL as stable (red color) if the eigenvalues, includ-
ing the error bars, are positive. Similarly, the DSL is
unstable (blue region) if any eigenvalues are more nega-
tive than the error. Otherwise, in the parameter region
where the eigenvalues are zero within the error bars, the
fate of the DSL is uncertain (white region). The DSL is
stable for relatively large values of the J2 and K.
For the ansätze with a single free parameter δ, shown

in Fig. 6, we fit a simple parabola to ∆E/Ns instead of a
quadratic surface, and the coefficient of the δ2 takes the
role of the eigenvalues discussed above. We repeat the
same procedure to get the regions of stability.
For the David star shown in the first row of Fig. 5,

we used t7, and t△ (given in Tab. II) instead of αδ and
βδ. For this ansatz, there are sizeable contributions in δ3

by Eq. (17), so we considered only a tiny neighborhood
around the t7 = t△ = 1 DSL point to fit the quadratic
surface. The energy differences were also tiny, with large
relative errors, explaining the large white region. How-
ever, we expect the same local stability figure as we ob-
tained for the T 3

1g, where the δ3 are absent (u1 = u2 = 0
in Eq. (17)). Indeed, the calculations give a smaller rel-
ative error in that case and a smaller white region.
As shown in the last column of Figs. 5 and bottom

row in Fig. 6, only a positive K can destabilize the DSL
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FIG. 5. Stability analysis of different real ansätze with π7π△π▽ fluxes and nonuniform hopping amplitudes, having two
free parameters. In the first column, different colors represent different hopping amplitudes listed in Tab. II for the denoted
irreducible representation (the solid bonds stand for negative, and the inverted bonds for positive ti,j). The second column
shows the ∆⟨P△ + P−1

△ ⟩ = ⟨P△ + P−1
△ ⟩ − ⟨P△ + P−1

△ ⟩DSL, the third ∆⟨P1st⟩ = ⟨P1st⟩ − ⟨P1st⟩DSL, and the fourth ∆⟨P2nd⟩ =

⟨P2nd⟩ − ⟨P2nd⟩DSL calculated by VMC for a cluster of 192 sites and mixed boundary conditions, the δ = 0 is the DSL. The
effect of the antiperiodic boundary is visible only in the ∆⟨P2nd⟩ of αE1

g +βE2
g . The contours of the fitted ellipsoids are shown

in light green, while the contours of the data are orange. The fifth column shows the local stability of these ansätze (see
Sec. IV A), as a function of K and J2, keeping J1 = 1. The DSL has lower energy in the red region and the ansatz in the blue
region.
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FIG. 6. In the first column, we show the hopping structure of the real perturbations of the Dirac spin liquid having a single
free parameter. Different shades represent different absolute values of the hoppings. The white bonds show positive hoppings
(each ansatz has a π7π△π▽ flux structure, just as the DSL). The black bonds have amplitude 1, the dark red hoppings have
amplitude 1 + δ, and the light reds 1 − δ. The red points show the ∆⟨P△ + P−1

△ ⟩ = ⟨P△ + P−1
△ ⟩ − ⟨P△ + P−1

△ ⟩DSL, the blue

points ∆⟨P1st⟩ = ⟨P1st⟩ − ⟨P1st⟩DSL, and the green points ∆⟨P2nd⟩ = ⟨P2nd⟩ − ⟨P2nd⟩DSL, while the solid lines are the fitted
parabola. The bottom row shows the local stability of these ansätze (as explained in sec. IV A), as a function of K and J2,
fixing J1 = 1. The DSL is the lowest energy state in the red region, and the perturbation wins in the blue region.

locally, which originates from DSL being a local max-
imum for all ansätze. However, the plot of the David
star ansatz with extended parameters t△, t7 ∈ {−1, 1}
in Fig. 7 shows that the DSL is in a local but not global
maximum. Therefore, a negative K can destabilize the
DSL globally.

As stated in sec. III, in the mean-field level, the David
star ansatz opens a gap for every t△ and t7, except for
the green dashed curve shown in the first row of Fig. 5,
where the lowest two bands touch at the Dirac Fermi
point at the Γ point in reciprocal space (k = 0), just like
for the DSL.

Let us note that at the mean-field level, all the real
ansätze except the David star show the stability of the
DSL (∆⟨P1st⟩ > 0). For the David star ansatz, we get
∆⟨P1st⟩ < 0, suggesting that already for K = 0 and
J2 = 0, the David star ansatz has lower nearest neigh-
bor energy than the DSL. However, introducing site-
dependent chemical potentials to enforce ⟨ni⟩ = 1, ∀ i
the ∆⟨P1st⟩ becomes positive, making the DSL locally

stable, similarly as was found with the SU(2) projected
mean-field calculation in [20].

B. Global stability of the DSL against the David
star

We introduced the David star ansatz as a perturbation
of the Dirac spin liquid in Eq. (18), where we assumed
that the changes in the hopping amplitudes t , t7, and
t△ relative to the uniform hopping amplitudes of the DSL
are small. However, we can extend the domain of these
hoppings to arbitrary values. The DSL is globally stable
against the David star formation if its energy is lower
than the possible David star ansätze.
We can choose the hopping amplitudes such that we

keep t = 1, or we can normalize the hoppings as

t2 + t27 + t2△ = 1, (24)

putting them on a sphere, in which case t7, t△ ∈ {−1, 1}.
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The t > 0, t7 > 0 and t△ > 0 gives the π7π△π▽
fluxes. The t△ < 0 changes the fluxes of the interstar
triangles from π to 0, and the t7 < 0 changes the fluxes
of the instar triangles from π to 0, leaving the fluxes of
the hexagons unaltered. The sign of t does not affect
the fluxes, so we choose t to be positive. The locus of
the hopping amplitudes with the normalization condition
(24) is then a half sphere of unit radius (say, the north
hemisphere). We use a stereographic projection to map
a point in the northern hemisphere onto the plane that
intersects the sphere through the equator by connecting
the point to the south pole and plotting the intersection
of the line and the plane. The coordinate transformation
is then

t =
1− r2

1 + r2
, (25a)

t7 =
√
1− t2 cosΘ (25b)

t△ =
√
1− t2 sinΘ. (25c)

where Θ is a polar angle and r is the distance from the
origin.

In Fig. 7(a), (b) and (c) we show the ∆⟨P1st⟩, ∆⟨P2nd⟩,
and ∆⟨P△+P−1

△ ⟩ for the David star ansätze on the stere-

ographic plane. Fig. 7(a) shows that the nearest neighbor
exchange ⟨P1st⟩ is minimal for the Dirac spin liquid. This
is not true for the second neighbor and ring exchanges,
Figs. 7(b) and (c), and it indicates the instability of the
DSL phase for larger values of J2 and K. We will ad-
dress this question in Sec. IVB2. But before doing that,
below, we describe the points and curves along which the
mean-field band structure is particular.

1. Special points and special curves

Except for particular points or curves, all the David
star ansätze have six doubly degenerate dispersive energy
bands, where the lowest band is separated from the rest
by an energy gap. Thus, the Fermi sea fills the lowest
band and is non-degenerate.

The gapless DSL is located at t = t7 = t△ = 1√
3
,

shown with a black dot in Fig. 7. As mentioned in
Sec. IVA, there is a special curve going through the DSL
(shown with dashed green in Fig. 7, that is the same
curve as in the top row of Fig. 5) along which the gap
closes at the Γ point, defined by

0 = t8 − 4t6
(
t27 − 2t7t△ + 3t2△

)
+ 2t4

(
2t47 − 8t37t△ − t27t

2
△ + 12t4△

)
− 12t2 t7t2△(t7 − 2t△)(t7 − t△)(t7 + t△)

+ 3t27t
4
△
(
3t27 − 4t2△

)
. (26)

This curve ends at a singular point t =
√
2/3 and

t7/t = − 1√
2
, and from this point another solution of

the polynomial equation emerges for positive t△ and neg-
ative t7.
For negative values of t△ and t7, another ansatz with

a gapless Dirac point appears, with the Dirac cones being
at the K points. For this to happen, the hoppings need
to satisfy the

t4 − 2t2 t27 − 5t2 t7t△ + 6t27t
2
△ = 0 (27)

equation, shown by a dashed green line in the stereo-
graphic map. More precisely, all the dashed green curves
in the map specify gapless ansätze with Dirac points.
Those in the upper half plane have a Dirac cone at the
Γ point, while those at the lower half at the K points.
At the singular point, the energy spectrum of the

mean-field Hamiltonian (4) consists of a 6-fold degen-
erate flat band and three two-fold degenerate flat bands
above it, which makes the Fermi sea highly degenerate.
Actually, along the horizontal equator with t△ = 0, the
system corresponds to disconnected 12-site David stars,
resulting in six two-fold degenerate flat bands (see Ap-
pendix G for details). The flatness of the bands will
make the loci of gapless Dirac points at different mo-
menta in the Brillouin zone meet at the singular point.
The ground state of this 12-site mean-field Hamiltonian
is an SU(6) singlet Fermi sea, with a filled lowest energy
flat band, the |ψMF⟩ in real space being a product of 12-
site singlets. The separation of the flat bands depends
on t7/t . Changing the t7/t ratio, the lowest three
two-fold degenerate bands cross and become six-fold de-
generate at the t7/t = − 1√

2
. As a consequence of

the crossing flat bands, the value of the ⟨ψMF|P1st|ψMF⟩,
⟨ψMF|P2nd|ψMF⟩, and ⟨ψMF|P△ + P−1

△ |ψMF⟩ is one con-
stant on the equator left to the singular point and a dif-
ferent constant on the right. (Let us mention that there
is another similar point at t7/t = + 1√

2
, where the three

highest energy bands collapse. This point does not influ-
ence the lowest energy band in any way).
The lowest bands remain flat also along the solid yellow

curve, defined by

t2 − 2t27 − 2t7t△ = 0 , (28)

and the solid green curve, defined by

t2 − 2t27 + t7t△ = 0. (29)

The difference is that the yellow curve gives gapped
ansätze, providing a non-degenerate Fermi sea at one-
sixth filling, while along the green curve, the flat band
is four-fold degenerate and gives a gapless ansatz. In
the latter case, the gap closes for any momentum in the
Brillouin zone, just like for the singular point, so we call
it a singular curve. The name is also motivated by the
sudden change in ∆⟨P△ + P−1

△ ⟩, as shown in Fig. 7(c).
This sudden change is the consequence of the flat bands.
As we cross the singular line, the gap closes in the entire
Brillouin zone, and the Fermi sea reorganizes. On the
singular line, the Fermi sea is highly degenerate, making
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FIG. 7. The difference in the expectation values of the (a) first neighbor ∆⟨P1st⟩ = ⟨P1st⟩ − ⟨P1st⟩DSL, (b) second neighbor
∆⟨P2nd⟩ = ⟨P2nd⟩ − ⟨P2nd⟩DSL, and (c) ring exchange ∆⟨P△ + P−1

△ ⟩ = ⟨P△ + P−1
△ ⟩ − ⟨P△ + P−1

△ ⟩DSL between the David

star ansatz with hopping amplitudes t , t△, and t7 defined in Eq. (25) and the DSL. In this stereographic map, the radius

determines t and t7 ∝ cos Θ, t△ ∝ sin Θ, subject to t2 + t27 + t2△ = 1. The black dot indicates the Dirac spin liquid

(t = t7 = t△ = 1/
√

3). The green dot denotes the singular point at (t , t7, t△) = (
√

2/3,−1/
√

3, 0), where the ground state
is a manifold of highly degenerate localized states. (e), (f) and (g) show the variational energy per site, Eq. (21), relative to the
DSL state, (E−EDSL)/Ns, for selected K and J2 values. (d) The global stability of the DSL against the David star ansätze in
the parameter space of J2 and K. The Dirac spin liquid wins in the red region. Monte Carlo errors do not allow determining
the lowest energy state in white areas. The different colors correspond to the optimal t , t7 and t△ values shown in (h). We
consider the clustered points in the same phase and denote them with the same color.

evaluating the expectation values unfeasible. Note that
the uniform π70△0▽ ansatz (shown with a black triangle
in Fig. 7) is also located on this curve.

2. Phase diagram of VMC results

Having calculated the expectation values of the
∆⟨P1st⟩, ∆⟨P2nd⟩, and ∆⟨P△ + P−1

△ ⟩ for the different
David star ansätze, we are ready to construct the phase
diagram as a function of the exchange couplings in the
Hamiltonian (19). Namely, for a given J2, K pair (as-
suming J1 = 1), we calculate the energy provided by
Eq. (21) for all ansätze and determine for which values
of hopping parameters it is minimal. We find that in the
area colored by red in Fig. 7)(d), the energy of the DSL
is the lowest, including the Monte Carlo error. In other
words, the DSL is stable against introducing small values

of J2 and K. We leave the area white if the Monte Carlo
error is too big to conclude. Otherwise, the color of the
region in the phase diagram corresponds to the hoppings
t , t△, t7 shown by the same color in Fig. 7(h) that
minimize the energy, and we treat the ansätze close to
each other as the same phase. If the energy of different
David star ansätze overlap within the Monte Carlo er-
ror, the higher energy states are plotted with dots of the
appropriate color in the phase diagram.

3. The interpretation of different phases

From the perspective of the ultracold atomic experi-
ments described by the SU(6) Hubbard model (1), we
expect both J2 and K in Eq. (19) to be small com-
pared to J1, and while J2 ∝ t4/U3 is generally positive,
K ∝ t3/U2 can be both positive and negative. Thus, the
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experimentally relevant phases are likely the four phases
in the right half of the phase diagram shown in Fig. 7(d).
The blue and the dark green ansätze are weakly cou-
pled David stars (|t△| < t ). The yellow and light
green ansätze are almost disconnected instar hexagons
and interstar triangles (the points are very close to the
outer edge of the stereographic map defined by t = 0).
The similar ansätze differ in the fluxes of the triangles
[as can be read off from Fig. 7(h), the green and yel-
low points are related by t△ → −t△, and the blue and
dark green by t7 → −t7 and t△ → −t△, in both cases
the fluxes through the triangles change by π]. As both
|ψMF⟩ and PG|ψMF⟩ are SU(6) singlets, the weakly cou-
pled David stars support local SU(6) singlets. In the
case of disconnected hexagons and triangles, the spins
in the hexagon form a singlet, and the decoupled tri-
angles form higher dimensional self-conjugate irreducible
representations that eventually combine into a singlet.
However, we note that one cannot construct a nonde-
generate Fermi sea from completely decoupled hexagons
and triangles with single occupancy: the spectrum con-
sists of flat bands made from either hexagons or triangles,
and even after applying site-dependent chemical poten-
tial, the Fermi sea remains gapless in the entire Brillouin
zone.

As shown in Fig. 7(d), weakly coupled David stars are
stabilized for positive (dark green regions) and negative
(dark blue) values of K. However, the ∆⟨P△ + P−1

△ ⟩ in
Fig. 7(c) seems not to be sensitive to the t7 → −t7
and t△ → −t△ (connecting the blue and dark green
ansätze), but instead to their position relative to the sin-
gular point/line, implying that their Fermi sea consists of
wave functions coming from different bands, just like for
the completely disconnected David stars at the equator.

Considering the other half of the phase diagram, the
instability of the DSL phase is toward the cyan ansätze
very close to the yellow continuous curve, followed by the
orange phase close to the green singular curve. As shown
in Fig. 7(e), setting K > 0.96 and J2 = 0 creates a valley
of minima in energy along these curves emerging from
the singular point and having flat bands.

C. Global stability of the DSL against
time-reversal symmetry breaking ansätze

In Sec. III B, we considered complex perturbations to
the hopping amplitudes. They lead to time-reversal sym-
metry breaking ansätze and chiral spin liquids [16, 20,
66, 67]. In particular, we introduced the chiral A1g (No.
15 in Ref. 68) and staggered A1u (No. 11 in Ref. 68)
ansätze with uniform (π − 2ϕ)7ϕ△ϕ▽ and π7ϕ△(−ϕ)▽
flux structures, see Fig. 4. Both of these ansätze can
be extended to an arbitrary value of ϕ such that they
interpolate between the DSL (ϕ = π) and the uniform
π70△0▽ ansatz (ϕ = 0). The expectation values of
the average nearest neighbor exchange ⟨P1st⟩, the sec-
ond neighbor exchange ⟨P2nd⟩, and the ring exchange
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FIG. 8. The integrated density of states for the (a) staggered
0-flux 07ϕ△(−ϕ)▽, (b) staggered π-flux π7ϕ△(−ϕ)▽, (c) chi-
ral 0-flux (−2ϕ)7ϕ△ϕ▽, and (d) chiral π-flux (π−2ϕ)7ϕ△ϕ▽
ansätze for a few ϕ values, shifted vertically by 8ϕt/π for clar-
ity. n denotes the average number of fermions on a site; the
states up to n = 1 are filled for SU(6) (darker colors). The
ϕ = 0 and π are the time-reversal invariant ansätze. The
discontinuities denote gaps in the spectrum, which happen
mostly for the chiral ansätze. The infinite slopes on the con-
tinuous curves are the Dirac points [e.g., for n = 1, 2, and 3
for ϕ = π in (b)]. The horizontal lines of width ∆n = 2 show
the contribution of flat bands, as they can accommodate two
fermions per site without an energy cost.

⟨P△ + P−1
△ ⟩ are shown in Fig. 9.

These two time-reversal breaking ansätze have differ-
ent band structures. The chiral A1g ansatz opens a gap
for all ϕ /∈ {0, π} in the mean-field spectrum [Fig. 8(d)].
The staggered A1u ansatz preserves the Dirac-Fermi
point for 0.294π < |ϕ| ≤ π, while for 0 < ϕ < 0.294π,
a band crosses the Fermi energy, and a Fermi surface
appears instead of a Dirac point [Fig. 8(b)].

As we already mentioned in Sec. IVB1, for the
π70△0▽ ansatz, the lowest band is flat, without a gap at
the Fermi level in the entire Brillouin zone. The expecta-
tion values, therefore, depend non-analytically as ϕ → 0
approaches this singularity.

Fig. 9(a) shows the expectation value of the ⟨P1st⟩
nearest neighbor exchange, which is minimal for ϕ = π,
the DSL ansatz. Thus, the DSL is locally stable against
these flux phases. However, the ⟨P2nd⟩ second neighbor
exchange and the ⟨P△ + P−1

△ ⟩ ring exchange terms are
not minimal for ϕ = π, suggesting the instability of the
DSL for finite values of J2 and K.

We considered the global stability of the DSL against
the chiral A1g and the staggered A1u ansätze in Fig. 10.
Again, the DSL is stable in a finite region of J2 and
K. For the chiral A1g, the flux ϕ of the triangles spec-
ifying the lowest energy ansatz for a given K and J2
decreases rapidly, in a narrow region, eventually ending
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FIG. 9. The expectation values of the nearest neighbor ex-
change ⟨P1st⟩, the second neighbor exchange ⟨P2nd⟩, and the
ring exchange ⟨P△ + P−1

△ ⟩, for the chiral A1g ansatz with

(π − 2ϕ)7ϕ△ϕ▽ flux structure on the left and the staggered
A1u ansatz with π7ϕ△(−ϕ)▽ fluxes on the right as a function
of the flux ϕ, calculated by VMC. The ϕ = π corresponds to
the DSL, and the ϕ = 0 to the uniform π70△0▽ ansatz with a
highly degenerate mean-field ground state. For ϕ < 0.29387π
(yellow region), a band crosses the Fermi energy for the stag-
gered case, and a Fermi surface appears. The insets show the
finite size scaling of the DSL for each exchange interaction
up to Ns = 432. The squares, circles, and diamonds denote
periodic (P), twisted (T), with phases ensuring threefold sym-
metry of the k points around the Γ point, and antiperiodic-
periodic boundary conditions (D) with a C2 symmetry for 48,
108, and 192 site clusters.

with the π70△0▽ ansatz for ϕ = 0. Comparing with the
global stability of the David star in Fig. 7(d), the DSL be-
comes unstable against the chiral A1g at a smaller K > 0
and J2 > 0, implying that increasing K and J2 the first
ansatz to stabilize is probably the chiral A1g. Therefore,
experimental realization of the chiral A1g may be pos-
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FIG. 10. The red region shows the stability of the DSL
(ϕ = π) against the chiral A1g ansatz with (π − 2ϕ)7ϕ△ϕ▽
and the staggered A1u ansatz with π7ϕ△(−ϕ)▽ fluxes. The
colors shown in the legend denote the flux ϕ on the upward-
pointing triangles. As ϕ → 0 (blue and black regions), we ap-
proach the uniform π70△0▽ ansatz with half-filled flat bands,
where the large degeneracy of the mean-field ground state
prevents VMC. The size of the Monte Carlo error does not
unambiguously allow us to determine the lowest energy state
in the white region.

sible if one can tune t and U such that the K and J2
happen to be in the narrow region where a ϕ /∈ {0, π}
gives the lowest energy ansatz. Further increasing the
K > J2 > 0 the lowest energy state is probably an al-
most disconnected David star with π70△0▽ flux struc-
ture (dark green phase in Fig. 7(d)), which is not equiv-
alent to the uniform π70△0▽ ansatz (orange phase).
Fig. 9(b) and (c) suggest that the staggered A1u state

becomes favorable for J2 < 0 and K > 0. However,
the ⟨P2nd⟩ and ⟨P△ + P−1

△ ⟩ vary much slower in ϕ as

the ⟨P1st⟩, thus the lowest energy state is pushed toward
ϕ = 0, the uniform π70△0▽ ansatz. This is consistent
with the orange phase in the Fig. 7(d). In short, there
seems to be no region where the staggered A1u ansatz
with an intermediate ϕ /∈ {0, π} would be the lowest in
energy, making experimental realization impossible.

We also compared the expectation values against the
projected mean-field approximation [20, 69]. This ap-
proximation only considers single occupancy at two and
three sites, as described in the Appendix D. The solid
line in Fig. 9(a) is the projected mean field result for
two sites, Eq. (D7), and the dashed line for the three
sites of a triangle, Eq. (D18). Likewise, we compared the
ring exchange expectation values to Eq. (D19). They are
surprisingly close to the VMC values, likely due to the
significant value of N = 6.

D. Chiral states with Φ = 2π/3 and π/2 flux

So far we have considered ansätze with 0 and π
fluxes through the elementary unit cell consisting of the
hexagon and the two adjacent triangles. When described
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TABLE IV. The energy of the Gutzwiller projected Fermi sea
for the (π/2)7π△π▽ and (2π/3)7π△π▽ ansatze. We used
twisted boundary conditions (BC) to remove possible degen-
eracy of the ground state and adjust the symmetry of the
k-points in the Brillouin zone: the D denotes a two-fold sym-
metry, and T a threefold, and H a sixfold.

Φ Ns BC ⟨P1st⟩ ⟨P△ + P−1
△ ⟩

2π/3 108 D −0.64279 ± 0.00003 1.0253 ± 0.0001

2π/3 432 D −0.64185 ± 0.00003 1.02488 ± 0.00007

π/2 192 H −0.64192 ± 0.00003 1.02513 ± 0.00008

π/2 192 D −0.64287 ± 0.00003 1.0274 ± 0.0001

π/2 192 T −0.64281 ± 0.00002 1.02726 ± 0.00009

by the mean-field Hamiltonian, the Φ = π flux state re-
quires a doubled unit cell. However, the large value of N
may necessitate considering chiral states with fluxes that
require larger unit cells [16, 21, 23, 67]. Here, we will ex-
amine the tripled unit cell, which allows (2π/3)7π△π▽
flux states, and the quadrupled unit cell for the Φ = π/2
flux states of the form (π/2)7π△π▽. For 1/6 filling,
the mean-field spectrum of the (2π/3)7π△π▽ is gapless,
and is gapped for (π/2)7π△π▽. Table. IV provides their
VMC energies, and they are all conveniently above the
VMC energy of the DSL, ⟨P1st⟩ = −0.6885.

V. STRUCTURE FACTOR AND
CORRELATION FUNCTION

In this section, we compute the structure factor

S(k) =
∑
i,j

eik·(rj−ri)⟨ψ|Ti ·Tj |ψ⟩ . (30)

For comparison, we calculated both SVMC and SMF, us-
ing |ψ⟩ = PG|ψMF⟩ and |ψ⟩ = |ψMF⟩, respectively. In the
VMC calculation we use Eq. (C2) to relate the structure
factor to diagonal matrix elements of fermion densities.
In the mean-field case, we evaluated ⟨ψMF|Ti ·Tj |ψMF⟩
using Eq. (C12) derived from Wick’s theorem. We show
our results in Fig. 11. Due to the sublattice structure
of the kagome lattice, the structure factor is periodic
in the extended Brillouin zone (eBZ, black hexagons in
Fig. 11), equivalent to the Brillouin zone of the triangu-
lar lattice one gets by adding lattice sites in the centers
of the hexagons. Both the SMF(k) and the SVMC(k)
have triangular-shaped plateaus around the K′ points,
the only difference being the minor peaks at the M′ points
in the VMC calculation. Since in the VMC, we do not
know the norm of the |ψ⟩ = PG|ψMF⟩, we normalize the
SVMC(k) to fulfill the sum rule∑

k

S(k) = Nk⟨T ·T⟩ = 4

3
NsC2 =

35

9
Ns , (31)

where the summation is over the Nk = 4
3Ns k-points in

the extended Brillouin zone and C2 = ⟨T ·T⟩ = N2−1
2N is

FIG. 11. (a) The structure factor S(k), Eq. (30), for a cluster
of 768 sites in the mean-field approach (upper half) and cal-
culated by VMC (lower half). Both show triangular-shaped
plateaus around the K′ points. The mean field structure fac-
tor is multiplied by N/(N − 1) = 6/5 to satisfy the sum rule,
Eq. (C15). (b) While the SMF(k) is smooth, the SVMC(k)
has weak cusps at the M′ points. (c) The SMF(k) and the
SVMC(k) for different cluster sizes along the high-symmetry
lines in the extended Brillouin zone [the green path in (a)].
The mean-field result multiplied by N/(N − 1) = 6/5 (blue
dashed line) follows the VMC result except around the M′

point.

the quadratic Casimir operator. We also note that the
ratio of the sum rules

∑
k SMF(k)/

∑
k SVMC(k) = 1− 1

N
is due to the charge fluctuations in the mean-field case,
which affect the value of the quadratic Casimir operator
⟨T ·T⟩′ =

(
1− 1

N

)
⟨T ·T⟩ [51], see also Eq. (C15).
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FIG. 12. The decay of the real space flavor-flavor correla-
tion function |S(ri,j)|, defined in Eq. (32), calculated by VMC
for different system sizes (solid lines with error bars) and the
mean field result (dashed lines). The colors encode different
directions: the red along the edges of the triangles and the
blue in the directions crossing the centers of the hexagons.
We average over equivalent directions to eliminate the effect
of the antiperiodic boundary condition. The absolute values
of S(r) take care of alternating sign structure along the edges
of the triangles (we put empty circles for S(r) > 0). At the
same time, it is always positive along the directions through
the centers of the hexagons. The mean-field results are all
negative, following Eq. (C12). The dotted ∝ r−α lines with
α = 3 and 4 are guide to eye. The VMC results decay alge-
braically with a power between 3 and 4, while the mean-field
SMF(r) ∝ r−4 for large enough r, typical for Dirac fermions.

In real space, the correlation function

SVMC(ri,j) = ⟨ψMF|PGTi ·TjPG|ψMF⟩ (32)

decays algebraically with the distance ri,j = |ri − rj |
between the two sites, with a power between 3 and 4
(see Fig. 12). The SMF(r) for a system with a Dirac-
Fermi point is expected to approach the SMF(r) ∝ r−4

behavior for large enough r[51, 56, 70]. Interestingly,
the alternating sign structure of SVMC(r) in the direc-
tions ri − rj along the edges of the triangles (not en-
tering the hexagons) can be reproduced by summing
the phases coming from the six peaks at the M′ points,∑6

l=1 e
ikM′

l
·(ri−rj).

VI. DYNAMICAL STRUCTURE FACTOR

The momentum-resolved dynamical spin structure fac-
tor at zero temperature is defined by

S33(k, ω) =
∑
f

∣∣⟨f |T 3
k |GS⟩

∣∣2 δ(ω + EGS − Ef ) , (33)

where the sum is over the final states |f⟩ of H with ener-
gies Ef , |GS⟩ denotes the ground state with energy EGS,

and

T 3
k =

1√
Ns

∑
R,d

eik·(R+δd)T 3
R,d (34)

is the Fourier transform of the

T 3
R,d =

1

2

(
f†R,d,1fR,d,1 − f†R,d,2fR,d,2

)
(35)

diagonal spin operator on the sublattice d, as defined in
Eq. (3). Here R = R1a1 + R2a2 is a Bravais lattice
vector, d ∈ {1, 2, 3} are sublattice indices with basis vec-

tors δ1 = (0, 0), δ2 = (1/2, 0), and δ3 = (1/4,
√
3/4),

so that the position of site j is rj = Rj + δdj
. Due

to the SU(6) symmetry of both the Heisenberg model
(2) and the mean-field Hamiltonian (4), any generator
of the SU(6) Lie algebra would give the same value for

the matrix elements, i.e., |⟨f |T a
k |GS⟩|2 does not depend

on a when the ground state |GS⟩ a singlet state. So
the dynamical structure factor [the Saa(k, ω) in Eq. (33)
summed over all the a = 1, . . . , N2 − 1 generators] is
SMF(k, ω) = (N2−1)S33

MF(k, ω), and the static structure
factor in Eq. (30) is

∫
SMF(k, ω)dω = SMF(k).

In the following we calculate S33
PG

(k, ω) using
Gutzwiller projected particle-hole states built upon the
approximating ground state PG|ψMF⟩ [46, 51, 71–73]. We
compare it with the mean-field case S33

MF(k, ω), for which

|GS⟩ = |ψMF⟩ and |f⟩ ∈ {f†k+q,n,σfq,n′,σ′ |ψMF⟩} are the
exact ground- and excited states, explained in detail in
[51].

A. Calculation of S33
PG

(k, ω) using VMC

For the S33
PG

(k, ω), following Refs. 46, 51, 71–73 we
construct an approximation to the states |f⟩ by diago-
nalizing the Hamiltonian in a Hilbert subspace spanned
by Gutzwiller-projected particle-hole states of flavor σ
with momenta k,

|k;σ;R, d; d̄⟩ = PG

∑
R′

eik·R
′
(−1)(R1+R2)R

′
1

× (−1)ξ(R,R′)f†R+R′,d,σfR′,d̄,σ
|πFS⟩, (36)

[KP: Think what to do with |πFS⟩] where the parti-
cle belongs to the fundamental 6 and the hole to the
antifundamental 6̄ irreducible representation, and since
6 ⊗ 6̄ = 1 + 35, the state itself is not an irreducible
representation [73]. The (−1)(R1+R2)R

′
1 comes from the

gauge transformations GT1 : f†j,σ → (−1)Rj1+Rj2f†j,σ and

GT2
: f†j,σ → f†j,σ for the doubled unit cell ansatz shown

in Fig. 16(a), as explained in [51]. The (−1)ξ(R,R′) ac-
counts for the boundary conditions, it is always +1 for
periodic boundaries, while for antiperiodic boundaries we
get −1 when R is inside the cluster, but R+R′ crosses
antiperiodic boundaries an odd number of times [51]. We
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then consider

|k;353;R, d; d̄⟩ ≡
1

2

(
|k;A;R, d; d̄⟩ − |k;B;R, d; d̄⟩

)
(37)

as the final states |f⟩, which transform as the ad-
joint irreducible representation 35 of SU(6) [73],
just like the T 3

k |GS⟩. We calculate the overlap
⟨k;353;R, d; d̄|k;353;R

′, d′; d̄′⟩ and the Hamiltonian
⟨k;353;R, d; d̄|H|k;353;R

′, d′; d̄′⟩ matrices by Monte
Carlo sampling. Solving the generalized eigenvalue
problem provides the excitation energies Ef and the
states |f⟩, from which we can calculate ⟨f |T 3

k |GS⟩ =∑
d e

ik·δd⟨f |k;353;0, d; d⟩, as Eq. (35) implies. We re-
fer the reader to Refs. 51 and 73 for details.

B. Comparison of S33
PG

(k, ω) and S33
MF(k, ω)

Since the dimension of the local Hilbert space is N ,
the dimension of the Hilbert space, Ns!/[(Ns/N)!]N =
Ns!/[(Ns/6)!]

6, quickly increases with the system size
Ns, the largest system size for which we could calculate
S33
PG

(k, ω) with small Monte Carlo errors had 48 sites.
Although it would be difficult to conclude the thermo-
dynamic limit from these results, in Figs. 13(a) and (b),
we show that the weight distribution in S33

PG
(k, ω) and

S33
MF(k, ω) is quite similar at low energies. This is in con-

trast to what happens in the SU(2) case [47], although
the tendency was already there for the SU(4) case [51].
Thus, assuming that the mean field method gives quali-
tatively, perhaps even quantitatively, good results for the
low energy behavior in the thermodynamic limit, we cal-
culate the S33

MF(k, ω) for an Ns = 3888 site cluster in
Fig. 14. The gapless excitation towers at the M, M′,
Γ and Γ′ points originate from the Dirac Fermi point
shown in Fig. 2(b), and can be understood as particle-
hole excitation, where a fermion having momentum q
is transferred from the top of occupied band to an un-
occupied state having momentum k + q at the bottom
of the Dirac cone in the second band. Thus, a gapless
tower is expected at each relative wave vector k connect-
ing two ΓMF points, as shown in Fig. 2(a). Furthermore,
as shown in Ref. [51] for the SU(4) case, the position of
the excitation towers in the extended Brillouin zone is not
modified by the Gutzwiller projector, and the projected
spectrum also seems to be gapless. In principle, the dy-
namical structure factor of cold atoms in optical lattices
is accessible by Bragg spectroscopy using coherent mo-
mentum transfer mapping so that a direct comparison
may be feasible [74, 75].

VII. CONCLUSION

In this study, we proposed the Dirac spin liquid (DSL)
as the ground state for the Mott insulating phase of
fermions with six flavors on the Kagome lattice, which
can be realized using optically trapped 173Yb atoms. To

FIG. 13. The dynamical structure factor: (a) calculated by
VMC, S33

PG
(k, ω), and (b) in the mean-field approximation,

S33
MF(k, ω), for a 48-site cluster. The area of the circles is pro-

portional to the weights in S33(k, ω). To avoid the degeneracy
of the mean-field ground state, we imposed an antiperiodic
boundary condition that shifts the momenta away from the
Dirac point, opening a finite-size gap. In (c)-(e), we show the
shifted momenta for the 48-site cluster; four of them are in
the reduced Brillouin zone of the quadrupled unit cell. The
lowest energy excitations originate from particle-hole excita-
tions (red arrows) between the momenta closest to the Dirac
point (colored teal). All the relative momenta connecting
these points give equal excitation energies. We extended the
path shown in Fig. 11(a) by the relative momenta k = M2

and Γ′
2 to see this effect. The Gutzwiller projection lifts the

degeneracy, similarly to the SU(4) case [51].

reach this conclusion, we have investigated the stability
of the DSL as the ground state for the SU(6) Heisenberg
model in the fundamental representation using mean-
field theory and the variational Monte Carlo (VMC)
method to evaluate Gutzwiller-projected wavefunctions.
After classifying the possible perturbations of the hop-
ping amplitudes in the mean-field Hamiltonian within a
unit cell of 12 sites, including chiral ones, we confirmed
that the DSL state remained the lowest energy state.
Thus, DSL proved robust to these perturbations of the
singlet ground state, establishing it as a stable quantum
phase. Furthermore, we found that finite values of the
second-neighbor (J2) and ring (K) exchange are neces-
sary to destabilize the DSL, highlighting its resilience to
further interactions. However, our study cannot exclude
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FIG. 14. The dynamical structure factor of the DSL ansatz,
S33
MF(k, ω), calculated in the mean field approach for a 3 ×

362 = 3888 site cluster, along the path shown in Fig. 11(a).
The gapless towers of fractionalized excitations (flavorons),
located at the Γ, M1, Γ′

1, and M′ points in the (extended)
Brillouin zone originate from low-energy particle-hole excita-
tions across the Dirac cones and closely follow the loci of the
mean-field Fermi points [see Fig. 2(a)]. The equal excitation
energies around the gapless towers shown in Fig. 13(b) orig-
inating from the APBC are also present here, but they lose
all spectral weight in the thermodynamic limit.

an SU(6) symmetry-breaking ground state of some form.

To characterize the DSL spin liquid, we studied the
correlation function and dynamical structure factor in
the mean-field and VMC approaches. The spin-spin cor-
relations decays algebraically with the distance, with an
exponent between 3 and 4, only slightly different from the
mean-field exponent four coming from the Dirac points
(Fig. 12). The Fourier transformed correlation func-
tion S(k) (i.e., the spin structure factor) shows increased
weights in the form of triangular plateaus around the K
points in the extended Brillouin zone. There are only
slight differences between the mean field and the VMC
results in the form of barely noticeable humps appearing
for the latter around the M ′ points in Fig. 11.

We have also calculated the dynamical structure factor
S(k, ω) in a 48-site cluster by VMC in a reduced Hilbert
space spanned by Gutzwiller projected particle-hole ex-
citations. The system is too small to get the details of
S(k, ω), but we were able to compare it to the mean-field
approximation and, in contrast to the SU(2) case, found
a substantial similarity (see Fig. 13). Based on this sim-
ilarity, we have studied the S(k, ω) in the mean-field ap-
proach for an extensive system with 3888 sites and found
a continuum of fractionalized excitations [flavorons, the
equivalent of spinons in SU(2)] with gapless towers cen-
tered at the Γ andM points in the Brillouin zone, Fig. 14.
We attribute the applicability of the mean-field approxi-
mations to the large, N = 6, number of fermionic flavors.

In addition to the main results described above, we also
obtained several side results: (i) We provided a lower
and an upper bound on the ground state energy (Ap-
pendix E); (ii) We derived an expression to efficiently cal-
culate the three-site ring exchange expectation in VMC

using diagonal operators in Appendix C 2; (iii) We deter-
mined the boundary of the ferromagnetic states from the
gap closing of one- and two-magnon excitations in Ap-
pendix F; (iv) We have extended the projected mean field
expressions to the calculation of off-diagonal operators
and three site terms in SU(N) models in Appendix D. The
method gives expectation values that are very close to the
VMC values; (v) We have identified the non-topological
nature of the flat bands in the DSL band structure (Ap-
pendix G).
Our study provides a comprehensive understanding of

the DSL in the SU(6) Heisenberg model on the Kagome
lattice, highlighting its robustness and stability.
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Appendix A: Gauge transformations

1. Gauge transformation restoring the symmetries
of the kagome lattice

The gauge transformations G : f†j,σ → eiϕ(j)f†j,σ
needed to restore the symmetries of the kagome lattice
are shown in Fig. 15, for the case of periodic boundary
conditions. As it turns out, the eiϕ(j) are simple ±1 signs,
which changes the hoppings ti,j connected to site j. In
the case of the antiperiodic boundary condition, the pro-
jective symmetries of C6 and σ are broken (though they
are restored in the thermodynamic limit), and the gauge
transformation of the translations should be modified at
the boundary, as explained in [51].

2. Connection between the DSL ansätze

The DSL ansatz used in [32] with a doubled unit
cell is shown in Fig. 16(a). The gauge transformation

G : f†j,σ → eiϕ(j)f†j,σ connecting this ansatz with the one
shown in Fig. 1 is complicated by its dependence on the
cluster size. As shown in Fig. 16(b), the gauge transfor-
mation corresponds to sign changes of the fermionic oper-
ators along stripes containing whole 12-site unit cells. If
the number of such stripes is even, as in Fig. 16(b), then
this gauge transformation is enough to connect the two
ansätze. However, when the number of stripes is odd,
one has to impose an extra antiperiodic boundary condi-
tion, as shown in Fig. 16(a). The effect of the APBC is to
change the sign of the hoppings it goes through. All sites
are located within one such stripe for the smallest 12-site
unit cell in Fig. 16(a). Therefore, no fermionic operator
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(a)

(b)

C6

(c)

(d)

σ

T1

FIG. 15. The site-dependent but flavor-independent gauge
transformations G : f†

j,σ → eiϕ(j)f†
j,σ needed to restore the

symmetries of HMF, under the symmetry operations g of the
kagome lattice, as HMF = GggHMFg

−1G−1
g . The phases eiϕ(j)

turn out to be ±1 signs, and the gauge transformations GC6 ,
Gσ, GT1 are shown in (b), (c), (d), respectively. (a) shows
the hopping structure of the DSL of Fig. 1, for easier compar-
ision. The action of the symmetry operations g is visualized
by transforming the purple bonds and disks.

acquires a minus sign, and the APBC alone connects this
ansatz to the one shown in Fig. 1.

Appendix B: Isomorphy of the 12-site unite cell and
the Oh group

The eight-site unit cell is equivalent to a trun-
cated octahedron, and its symmetry group is isomor-
phic to the Oh point group. The C2 in the wallpa-
per group becomes the inversion i in Oh with cyclic
permutation (1 10)(2 5)(3 9)(4 7)(6 12)(8 11). The
(1278)(31296)(411105) glide reflection becomes the C4,
and the (123)(5910)(6711)(4812) is a threefold rotation
C3 in both cases. The i, C4 and C3 are the generators
of the Oh. This is, however, made complicated by the
projective symmetry group.

FIG. 16. (a) The DSL ansatz in Ref. 32 with doubled unit
cell. Using antiperiodic boundary conditions, we can trans-
form this ansatz to the one shown in Fig. 1 with periodic
boundaries. (b) The gauge transformation in a 48-site cluster
changes this ansatz to the one in Fig. 1. APBC is required
for systems with an odd number of stripes.
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FIG. 17. The truncated octahedron

Appendix C: Relations between the permutations
and the diagonal terms

1. Expectation values in the Mott phase

The rotational invariance of an SU(N) singlet state
allows us to express expectation values of an off-diagonal
operator using diagonal operators only. For example, the
two-site permutation operator Pi,j reads

⟨Pi,j⟩ = N(N + 1)⟨nσ,inσ,j⟩ − 1 (C1)

and

⟨Ti ·Tj⟩ =
(N + 1)N

2

(
⟨nσ,inσ,j⟩ −

1

N2

)
, (C2)
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where ⟨nσ,inσ,j⟩ is the expectation value of the density-
density operator of a single flavor σ. These expressions
are instrumental as the calculation of diagonal matrix
elements is much faster in the variational Monte Carlo
method.

We also evaluated the expectation values of the three-
site terms and density correlations for a few examples of
singlet wave functions for different values of N and sites.
By inspection, we arrived at the

⟨Pi,j,k + Pi,k,j⟩ = N2p3 −Np21 + p111 + 1 (C3)

expression, where p3 =
∑

σ⟨nσ,inσ,jnσ,k⟩ is the probabil-
ity that the three sites are occupied with the same flavors,
p111 =

∑
σ ̸=σ′ ̸=σ′′⟨nσ,inσ′,jnσ′′,k⟩ if they are all different,

and p21 if there are precisely two identical flavors, satis-
fying p3 + p21 + p111 = 1.
We can check Eq. (C3) in the following limiting cases:

(i) If all three sites are in a fully antisymmetrical N -site
SU(N) singlet, then ⟨Pi,j,k + Pi,k,j⟩ = 2. At the same
time, there are no two sites with the same color within the
singlet, so p3 = p2,1 = 0 and p111 = 1, fulfilling Eq. (C3).
(ii) If the three sites belong to three disjunct singlets, we
get contribution only if they are occupied with the same
colors, having probability 1/N3, but since any of the N
colors will do it, ⟨Pi,j,k + Pi,k,j⟩ = 2N × 1/N3 = 2/N2.
The density correlations are also easy to calculate,

p3 = N
1

N3
=

1

N2
, (C4)

p21 = 3N(N − 1)
1

N3
=

3

N
− 3

N2
, (C5)

p111 = N(N − 1)(N − 2)
1

N3
= 1− 3

N
+

2

N2
. (C6)

In this case, we also satisfy Eqs. (C3).

a. Monte Carlo sampling

We use a Monte Carlo method to evaluate the expec-
tation values of different operators in a Gutzwiller pro-
jected Fermi sea [76]. First, we express the ⟨Pi,j⟩ and
⟨Pi,j,k + Pi,k,j⟩ with the diagonal operators nai , n3, n21
and n111 using Eqs. (C1) and (C3). Then, the expecta-
tion values of diagonal operators can be easily calculated
with Monte Carlo sampling of fermionic configurations.
For example,

⟨ψMF|PGninjPG|ψMF⟩ =

=
∑
x

⟨x|ni|x⟩⟨x|nj |x⟩|⟨x|PG|ψMF⟩|2, (C7)

where we inserted the identity operator
∑

x |x⟩⟨x| and |x⟩
runs over all the possible configurations of the fermions
in real space. We can use P (x) ∝ |⟨x|PG|ψMF⟩|2 as
a probability distribution (since the Monte Carlo steps
follow each other in a Markov chain, there is no need
to impose

∑
x P (x) = 1). The effect of the Gutzwiller

projector is to select configurations |x⟩ with singly oc-
cupied sites exclusively. Furthermore, as the PG|ψMF⟩
is an SU(N) singlet, the configurations giving non-zero
contribution have an equal number of flavors. For ex-
ample, in a 6-site system, there are 6! = 720 configura-
tions, |x⟩ ∈ {|A,B,C,D,E, F ⟩, |B,A,C,D,E, F ⟩, . . . }.
For a system with Ns = 6Ms sites, the number of such
configurations is Ns!/(Ms!)

6. In the evaluation of the
|⟨x|PG|ψMF⟩|2 we use the standard determinant updates
using the Sherman-Morrison formula, see Ref. 77.
Every Monte Carlo step involves many elementary

steps corresponding to the correlation time of the given
system size. We made 1, 5 ∗ 108 Monte Carlo steps for
the SVMC(k) of the 768-site cluster in Fig. 11(a), 2.5∗107
for every 192-site David star ansatz in the stereographic
map in Fig. 7 (with a total of 5703 such ansätze), and
4 ∗ 109 for the real-valued perturbations of the DSL in
Figs. 5 and 6, with 192-site clusters.
The Monte Carlo sampling of the Hamiltonian and

overlap matrices for the calculation of the dynamical
structure factor S33

VMC(k, ω) of a 48-site cluster was ex-
plained in detail in Ref. [73], and involved 1.5∗109 Monte
Carlo steps, with which the error became negligible.
In the case of the chiral and staggered ansätze, we

sampled the configurations after every 4Ns elementary
Monte Carlo step. After discarding the first 5000 samples
to thermalize the system, we performed between 60000
and 68750 diagonal density-density correlation measure-
ments. We repeated the procedure 16 times and plotted
the result as a function of the fluxes in Fig. 9 and in
Tab. IV. For the DSL, we increased the number of mea-
surements to 500000. These are the results plotted as
insets.

2. Expectation values in the mean field
approximation

For free fermions, the relationship between the ex-
change of fermions

Pi,j =
∑
σ,σ′

f†i,σ′f
†
j,σfj,σ′fi,σ (C8)

and Ti ·Tj , where Eq. (3) defines Ti, modifies to

Pi,j = 2Ti ·Tj +
1

N
n̂in̂j . (C9)

This follows from Eq. (3) when we take into account that

N2−1∑
a=1

λaαβλ
a
µν = 2δα,νδµ,β − 2

N
δαβδµν (C10)

for the SU(N) generalizations of the Gell-Mann matri-
ces [78]. In the fundamental representation n̂i = 1, we
recover Eq. (20).
We shall be careful when we compare the noninter-

acting expectation values to the projected ones, as they
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include charge fluctuations. We can use Wick’s theorem
to calculate the expectation values:

⟨Pi,j⟩′ =
∑
σ,σ′

⟨f†i,σf
†
j,σ′fj,σfi,σ′⟩′

=
∑
σ,σ′

(
⟨f†i,σfi,σ′⟩′⟨f†j,σ′fj,σ⟩

′ − ⟨f†i,σfj,σ⟩
′⟨f†j,σ′fi,σ′⟩′

)
= N⟨f†i fi ⟩

′⟨f†j fj ⟩
′ −N2

∣∣∣⟨f†i fj ⟩′∣∣∣2
=

1

N
−N2|⟨f†i fj ⟩

′|2 , (C11)

where we introduced the ⟨FS|Â|FS⟩ = ⟨Â⟩′ shorthand
notation for the expectation values in the Fermi sea.

Furthermore, ⟨f†i,σfi,σ′⟩′ = δσ,σ′/N in the fundamental

representation and ⟨f†i fj ⟩′ denotes ⟨f†i,σfj,σ⟩′ that is in-

dependent of σ in a singlet (closed shell) Fermi sea. Sim-
ilarly,

⟨Ti ·Tj⟩′ =
1

2
⟨Pi,j⟩′ −

1

2
N⟨n̂in̂j⟩′

= −N
2 − 1

2
|⟨f†i fj ⟩

′|2 . (C12)

Let us also calculate the expectation value of having two
fermions of the same flavor on neighboring sites:

⟨n̂σi n̂σj ⟩′ =
1

N2
− |⟨f†i fj ⟩

′|2 . (C13)

We can associate |⟨f†i fj ⟩′|2 with the exchange hole. Since

n̂σi n̂
σ
j = (fi,σfj,σ)

†fi,σfj,σ is a positive semidefinite oper-

ator, we find that the ⟨f†σ,ifσ,j⟩′ is bounded as

|⟨f†σ,ifσ,j⟩
′| ≤ 1

N
. (C14)

On one hand, the flavor-flavor correlations are absent in
the absence of the exchange hole, so that ⟨Ti ·Tj⟩′ = 0

for |⟨f†σ,ifσ,j⟩′| = 0. On the other hand, for maximally

entangled fermions with |⟨f†σ,ifσ,j⟩′| = 1
N we get ⟨Ti ·

Tj⟩′ = −N2−1
2N2 , instead of the ⟨Ti · Tj⟩ = −N+1

2N , the
minimal value which can be achieved within an SU(N)
singlet. So we can approximate

⟨Ti ·Tj⟩ ≈
N

(N − 1)
⟨Ti ·Tj⟩′ , (C15)

as pointed out in Ref. 51.
For the 3-site ring exchange on a triangle, we get

⟨P123⟩′ = ⟨f†1,αf
†
2,γf

†
3,βf3,αf2,βf1,γ⟩

′ =

N3|ξ|3eiϕ +N(|ξ|3e−iϕ − 3|ξ|2) + 1

N2
(C16)

where ξ1,3ξ3,2ξ2,1 = |ξ|3eiϕ△ . The U(1) gauge invariant
ring exchange is thus sensitive to the phase of the ξ’s via
their product around the triangle. For ξ = 0, we get the
correct ⟨P123⟩′ = 1/N2, while for ξ = 1/N it takes the
⟨P123⟩′ = (N − 1)(N − 2)/N2 value instead of 1.

Appendix D: Projected mean-field

Here, we will closely follow the projected mean-field
calculation of Ref. 69, where the SU(2) mean-field calcu-
lation was extended to enforce single occupancy on near-
est neighbor sites only. Below, we summarize the method
and extend it to off-diagonal quantities, the SU(N) case,
and three sites when calculating ring exchanges.

1. Projected mean-field for 2-sites

Let us denote by P (XY ) the probability that site 1
has a flavor X and site 2 has a flavor Y fermion after
Gutzwiller projection. For the SU(6), the flavors are
X,Y = A,B, . . . , F . We can express the probabilities
as

P (AA) = P0(AA)P0(B̄B̄)× · · · × P0(F̄ F̄ ) (D1a)

P (AB) = P0(AĀ)P0(B̄B)P0(C̄C̄) × · · · × P0(F̄ F̄ )
(D1b)

where P0(XX) denotes the probability of finding two
fermions of flavor X at sites 1 and 2 in the Fermi sea
before the projection, P0(XX̄) denotes the probability
of finding a fermions with flavor X at site 1 and a hole at
site 2, and so on (i.e., we denote by X̄ the flavor-X hole,
i.e. the absence of that flavor). The product form is the
consequence of the fermions of different colors being in-
dependent in the Fermi-sea. We can use Wick’s theorem
to calculate the probabilities in the Fermi-sea:

P0(XX) = ⟨nX1 nX2 ⟩′ = ⟨f†1,Xf1,Xf
†
2,Xf2,X⟩′

= ⟨f†1,Xf1,X⟩′⟨f†2,Xf2,X⟩′ − ⟨f†1,Xf2,X⟩′⟨f†2,Xf1,X⟩′

=

∣∣∣∣∣νX1 ξX1,2
ξX2,1 νX2

∣∣∣∣∣ = 1

N2
− ξX1,2ξ

X
2,1 (D2a)

P0(XX̄) = ⟨nX1 n̄X2 ⟩′ =

∣∣∣∣∣νX1 −ξX1,2
ξX2,1 1−νX2

∣∣∣∣∣ = N−1

N2
+ ξX1,2ξ

X
2,1

(D2b)

P0(X̄X̄) = ⟨n̄X1 n̄X2 ⟩′ =

∣∣∣∣∣1−νX1 −ξX1,2
−ξX2,1 1−νX2

∣∣∣∣∣ = (N−1)2

N2
− ξX1,2ξ

X
2,1 .

(D2c)

They satisfy the

P0(XX) + P0(X̄X) + P0(XX̄) + P0(X̄X̄) = 1 (D3)

condition for the probabilies. Here, we introduced the

ξXi,j = ⟨f†i,Xfj,X⟩′ (D4)

off-diagonal expectation values, where ξXi,j = ξ̄Xj,i (the bar
denotes complex conjugation). Furthermore we used that
⟨nXi ⟩′ = νXi = 1/N in a density-uniform state and

n̄Xi = 1− nXi , (D5)



23

with the corresponding ⟨n̄Xi ⟩′ = ν̄Xi = 1− 1/N . We can
then approximate the flavor-flavor correlation function
by

⟨T 3
1 T

3
2 ⟩ =

1

4

P (AA) + P (BB)− P (AB)− P (BA)∑F
X=A

∑F
Y=A P (XY )

=
1

4

2P (AA)− 2P (AB)

NP (AA) +N(N − 1)P (AB)

=
1

2

P0(AA)P0(B̄B̄)− P0(AĀ)P0(B̄B)

NP0(AA)P0(B̄B̄) +N(N − 1)P0(AĀ)P0(B̄B)

= − N2|ξ|2

2 [N4|ξ|4 +N3|ξ|2 − 2N2|ξ|2 + (N − 1)2]
.

(D6)

Assuming the full SU(N) symmetry of the ground state,

⟨T1 ·T2⟩ = − (N2 − 1)N2|ξ|2

2 [N4|ξ|4 +N3|ξ|2 − 2N2|ξ|2 + (N − 1)2]
.

(D7)
For |ξ| = 1/N we recover the expected ⟨T1 ·T2⟩ = −N+1

2N
in a singlet.

Applying the expression above to the SU(2) case, we
recover the formula in Ref. 69 by associating the Fermi
exchange hole |ξ|2 with x:

⟨S1 · S2⟩ = − 6|ξ|2

1 + 16|ξ|4
. (D8)

The spin-spin correlation function is a monotonically
decreasing function of the Fermi exchange hole. It is
0 for the decoupled sites (where |ξ|2 = 0) and takes
⟨S1 · S2⟩ = −3/4 for maximally entangled pair of sites,
where |ξ|2 = 1/2 is maximal, representing a dimer sin-
glet.

We can generalize the approximation of Hsu to the cal-
culation of expectation values of off-diagonal operators as
well, the example being the P1,2 transposition (permu-
tation) operator. We calculated the expectation value of
P1,2 in Eq. (C11) in the mean-field approximation. Now
we need to distinguish two possible cases: the two sites
are either occupied by the same flavor fermions, in which
case the P1,2 acts trivially as the identity operator, or
with different flavors, in which case we cannot use the ex-
pressions involving the probabilities P0. To overcome this
problem, let us introduce the notation ⟨Y X|P1,2|XY ⟩ to
denote the amplitude of a process where P1,2 exchanges
the flavors on sites 1 and 2. For identical flavors (X = Y )
the ⟨XX|P1,2|XX⟩ ≡ P (XX) and following Eq. (D1a),
we can write

⟨XX|P1,2|XX⟩ = P0(XX)
∏
Z ̸=X

P0(Z̄Z̄). (D9)

For unlike flavors X ̸= Y

⟨Y X|P1,2|XY ⟩ = ⟨f†1,Y f
†
2,Xf2,Y f1,X⟩′

∏
Z ̸=X,Y

P0(Z̄Z̄)

= −⟨f†2,Xf1,X⟩′⟨f†1,Y f2,Y ⟩
′
∏

Z ̸=X,Y

P0(Z̄Z̄)

= −|ξ|2
∏

Z ̸=X,Y

P0(Z̄Z̄). (D10)

and eventually, we arrive at the

⟨P12⟩ =
∑

X⟨XX|P12|XX⟩+
∑

X ̸=Y ⟨Y X|P12|XY ⟩∑F
X=A

∑F
Y=A P (XY )

=
NP (AA) +N(N − 1)⟨BA|P12|AB⟩

NP (AA) +N(N − 1)P (AB)

=
NP0(AA)P0(B̄B̄)−N(N − 1)|ξ|2

NP0(AA)P0(B̄B̄) +N(N − 1)P0(AĀ)P0(B̄B)

=
(N − 1)2 −N2(2− 2N +N3)|ξ|2 +N4|ξ|4

(N − 1)2N + (N − 2)N3|ξ|2 +N5|ξ|4
(D11)

This is the same result as Eq. (D7) after we take Eq. (20)
into account.

2. Projected mean-field for 3-sites

Here, we extend the method to a triangle to consis-
tently treat the three-site ring exchange. Using the same
notation as above, the conditional expectation values are

⟨P12⟩ =
∑

X,Y,Z⟨Y XZ|P12|XY Z⟩∑
X,Y,Z P (Y XZ)

(D12a)

⟨P123⟩ =
∑

X,Y,Z⟨ZXY |P123|XY Z⟩∑
X,Y,Z P (Y XZ)

. (D12b)

Assuming a homogenous state, |ξ1,2| = |ξ2,3| = |ξ3,1| =
|ξ|, we can use the SU(N) and geometrical symmetries
of the system to write the denominator as∑

X,Y,Z

P (Y XZ) = NP (AAA) + 3N(N − 1)P (AAB)

+ (N − 2)(N − 1)NP (ABC). (D13)

Regarding the numerator, the expectation values of the
exchange operators are diagonal for certain configura-
tions,

⟨AAA|P12|AAA⟩ = P (AAA), (D14a)

⟨AAB|P12|AAB⟩ = P (AAB), (D14b)

⟨AAA|P123|AAA⟩ = P (AAA), (D14c)

and for the off-diagonal, the

⟨BAA|P123|AAB⟩ = ⟨BAA|P13|AAB⟩, (D14d)

⟨ABA|P12|BAA⟩ = ⟨BAA|P12|ABA⟩] (D14e)
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holds. Again, the symmetries allow us to write∑
X,Y,Z

⟨Y XZ|P12|XY Z⟩ = NP (AAA)

+N(N−1)P (AAB)

+N(N−1) (⟨BAA|P12|ABA⟩+ ⟨ABA|P12|BAA⟩)
+ (N−2)(N−1)⟨BAC|P12|ABC⟩ , (D15a)∑

X,Y,Z

⟨ZXY |P123|XY Z⟩ = NP (AAA)

+ 3N(N−1)⟨ABA|P12|BAA⟩
+ (N−2)(N−1)N⟨CAB|P123|ABC⟩ . (D15b)

where the probabilities are

P (AAA) = P0(AAA)
∏
X ̸=A

P0(X̄X̄X̄) (D16a)

P (AAB) = P0(AAĀ)P0(B̄B̄B)
∏

X ̸=A,B

P0(X̄X̄X̄)

(D16b)

P (ABC) = P0(AĀĀ)P0(B̄BB̄)P0(C̄C̄C)

×
∏

X ̸=A,B,C

P0(X̄X̄X̄) (D16c)

⟨BAA|P12|ABA⟩ = −⟨f†2,Af
†
3,Af3,Af1,A⟩

′⟨f†1,Bf2,B⟩
′

×
∏

X ̸=A,B

P0(X̄X̄X̄) , (D16d)

⟨BAC|P12|ABC⟩ = −⟨f†2,Af1,A⟩
′⟨f†1,Bf2,B⟩

′P0(C̄C̄C)

×
∏

X ̸=A,B,C

P0(X̄X̄X̄) , (D16e)

⟨CAB|P123|ABC⟩ = ⟨f†2,Af1,A⟩
′⟨f†3,Bf2,B⟩

′

× ⟨f†1,Cf3,C⟩
′

∏
X ̸=A,B,C

P0(X̄X̄X̄) . (D16f)

Here again, we can use Wick’s theorem to calculate the
probabilities in the Fermi-sea of free fermions as

P0(XXX) = ⟨nX1 nX2 nX3 ⟩′ =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
νX1 ξX1,2 ξX1,3
ξX2,1 νX2 ξX2,3
ξX3,1 ξX3,2 νX3

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ , (D17a)

P0(XXX̄) = ⟨nX1 nX2 n̄X3 ⟩′ =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
νX1 ξX1,2 −ξX1,3
ξX2,1 νX2 −ξX2,3
ξX3,1 ξX3,2 1− νX3

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ (D17b)

P0(XX̄X̄) = ⟨nX1 n̄X2 n̄X3 ⟩′ =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
νX1 −ξX1,2 −ξX1,3
ξX2,1 1− νX2 −ξX2,3
ξX3,1 −ξX3,2 1− νX3

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ,
(D17c)

P0(X̄X̄X̄) = ⟨n̄X1 n̄X2 n̄X3 ⟩′ =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
1− νX1 −ξX1,2 −ξX1,3
−ξX2,1 1− νX2 −ξX2,3
−ξX3,1 −ξX3,2 1− νX3

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ,
(D17d)

and the off-diagonal expectation values

⟨f†2,Xf
†
3,Xf3,Xf1,X⟩′ =

∣∣∣∣∣ξX2,1 ξX2,3
ξX3,1 νX3

∣∣∣∣∣ (D17e)

Collecting all the terms together and using computer al-
gebra, we arrive at the following expressions:

⟨P12⟩ =
1

N
− (N2 − 1)N2Θ12

Σ
, (D18)

⟨P123 + P132⟩ =
2

N2
− (N2 − 1)N

Θ123+132

Σ
, (D19)

where

Σ = 1− 6N − 3
[
3ξ2 − 5

]
N2 +

[
6ξ3 cosϕ△ + 39ξ2 − 20

]
N3 +

[
27ξ4 − 20ξ3 cosϕ△ − 66ξ2 + 15

]
N4

− 6
[
6ξ5 cosϕ△ + 13ξ4 − 4ξ3 cosϕ△ − 9ξ2 + 1

]
N5

+
[
6ξ6 cos 2ϕ△ − 21ξ6 + 66ξ5 cosϕ△ + 81ξ4 − 12ξ3 cosϕ△ − 21ξ2 + 1

]
N6

+ ξ2
[
54ξ5 cosϕ△ − 4ξ4 cos 2ϕ△ + 57ξ4 − 36ξ3 cosϕ△ − 36ξ2 + 2ξ cosϕ△ + 3

]
N7

− 6ξ4
[
3ξ4 cos 2ϕ△ + 3ξ4 + 13ξ3 cosϕ△ + 7ξ2 − ξ cosϕ△ − 1

]
N8

2ξ6
[
3ξ3 cosϕ△ + ξ3 cos 3ϕ△ + 6ξ2 cos 2ϕ△ + 6ξ2 + 12ξ cosϕ△ + 4

]
N9 , (D20)
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Θ12 = ξ2 − 4ξ2N − 2ξ2
[
4ξ2 − 3

]
N2 + 2ξ2

[
7ξ3 cosϕ△ + 9ξ2 − 2

]
N3

− ξ2
[
4ξ4 cos 2ϕ△ + 5ξ4 + 20ξ3 cosϕ△ + 12ξ2 − 1

]
N4

+ 2ξ4
[
ξ3 cosϕ△ + ξ2 cos 2ϕ△ + 2ξ2 + 3ξ cosϕ△ + 1

]
N5 , (D21)

and

Θ123+132 = 6ξ2 − 8ξ2 [ξ cosϕ△ + 3]N − 12ξ2
[
2ξ2 − 2ξ cosϕ△ − 3

]
N2

+ 2ξ2
[
30ξ3 cosϕ△ + 30ξ2 − 11ξ cosϕ△ − 12

]
N3

− 2ξ2
[
8ξ4 cos 2ϕ△ + 15ξ4 + 48ξ3 cosϕ△ + 27ξ2 − ξ cosϕ△ − 3

]
N4

+ 6ξ3
[
2ξ4 cosϕ△ + 2ξ3 cos 2ϕ△ + 4ξ3 + 7ξ2 cosϕ△ + 4ξ + cosϕ△

]
N5

− 2ξ3
[
ξ3 cos 2ϕ△ + 3ξ2 cosϕ△ + 3ξ + cosϕ△

]
N6 . (D22)
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FIG. 18. The nearest neighbor flavor correlation func-
tion ⟨T1 · T2⟩, normalized by (N + 1)/2N , as a function of

the ξ1,2 = ⟨f†
2,Xf1,X⟩′ calculated using the corrected mean

field, Eq. (C15), the two-site projected mean field, Eq. (D7),
and three-site projected mean field, combining Eqs. (20) and
(D18). The expressions for different values of N are shifted
vertically for better visibility.

In possession of these expressions, in Fig. 18 we com-
pare the expectation values of the spin-spin correlation
⟨T1 · T2⟩ in the corrected mean-field, Eq. (C15), and
two- and three-site projected mean-field approach, where
we divided the ⟨T1 · T2⟩ by (N + 1)/2N to facilitate
more straightforward comparison for different SU(N)
cases. The corrected mean-field and the two-site pro-
jected mean-field expressions are even functions of the ξ.
The information about the sign of the ξ first appears for
the three-site projected mean field on the triangle. The
⟨T1 ·T2⟩2N/(N+1) is 0 for ξ = 0 and −1 for ξ = 1/N in

all cases for N ≥ 3. The 3-site projected mean-field ex-
pression is pathological for N = 2, as it is non-analytical
at ξ = 1. The curves for different expressions collapse as
N → ∞.
In the DSL, |ξ| = 0.138051 in the thermodynamic limit

[Eq. (11)], which is about 83% of maximal value 1/6.
Than the mean field Eq. (C12) gives ⟨Ti ·Tj⟩′ = −0.3335,
the corrected mean field is -0.4002 [Eq. (C15)], the 2-site
projected mean field gives −0.4255, the 3-site projected
mean field gives −0.4292, and the Gutzwiller VMC result
is −0.4276 ± 0.0001. The projected mean field and the
VMC results are within 1%. Similarly close are the three
site exchanges, here ⟨P123 + P132⟩ = 1.1482 from the 3-
site projected mean field compared to 1.141±0.001 from
the VMC [inset in Fig. 9(c)]

Appendix E: Lower bound on the ground state
energy

In this section we present a modification of Anderson’s
method [79–81] to give a lower bound on the ground state
energy EGS of the Hamiltonian (19) with nearest neigh-
bor exchanges only,

H = J1
∑
⟨i,j⟩

Pi,j . (E1)

To this end, we write the H as a sum of sub-Hamiltonians
H′,

H =
∑
i

H′
i, (E2)

where H′ is defined on a 12-site cluster drawn in Fig. 19,
and the index i runs over every hexagon of the kagome
lattice. We assume H′ to manifest the D6 point group of
the Kagome lattice, so that

H′
i = gH′

0g
−1, (E3)

where g is an element of the D6⊗T wallpaper group [82].
In other words, the g translatesH′

0 intoH′
i if it contains a
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FIG. 19. The Hamiltonian on the Kagome lattice is the sum
over the lattice of the Hamiltonian H′ of the 12-site cluster
shown in the figure, such that (a) J1 = J ′′

1 +2J ′
1 for the nearest

neighbor and (b) J2 = J ′
2 + J ′′

2 for the next-nearest neighbor
exchanges.

translation operator. The nearest neighbor bonds shown
in Fig. 19(a) form a David star, in which Eq. (E3) al-
lows for two different exchanges, J ′

1 and J ′′
1 . Since the

index i in Eq. (E2) runs over every hexagon, these David
stars overlap, so that every nearest neighbor bond is a
part of three overlapping H′

i, once with exchange J ′′
1 and

twice with J ′
1. Therefore, Eqs. (E1) and (E2) gives the

constraint

J1 = J ′
1 + 2J ′′

1 . (E4)

We can also include higher-distance exchanges in H′ even
though they do not appear in the Hamiltonian H [i.e.,
J2 = 0 in Eq. (19)]. Eq. (E3) allows for two different
next-nearest neighbor exchanges J ′

2 and J ′′
2 in H′, shown

in Fig. 19(b). Since every next-nearest neighbor bond is
a part of two different H′

i, once with exchange J ′
2 and

once with J ′′
2 , from Eq. (E2) we get the condition

0 = J2 = J ′
2 + J ′′

2 (E5)

constraint. For the ground state energy per site, the

EGS

Ns
≥ E′

GS

3
(E6)

holds, where E′
GS is the ground state energy of the 12-site

Hamiltonian H′ with parameters subject to constraints
Eqs. (E4) and (E5). The factor 1/3 comes from having
Ns/3 such clusters (Ns/3 is the number of hexagons) in
an Ns site lattice. Thus, the maximal E′

GS, as we vary
J ′
1 and J ′

2, gives a lower bound energy ELB for the H
Heisenberg model in the thermodynamic limit:

ELB =
1

3
max
J′
1,J

′
2

E′
GS(J

′
1, J

′
2). (E7)

Using the Lánczos method, we diagonalized the 12-site
Hamiltonian for J1 = 1 and J2 = 0 in the Hilbert sub-
space where each of the six flavors occupies two sites and
plot E′

GS(J
′
1, J

′
2)/3 in Fig 20(a). Applying the Nelder-

Mead method, the maximum ground state energy is at
J ′
1 = 0.2606476(0), J ′′

1 = 0.4787048(0) and J ′
2 = −J ′′

2 =
0.1211317(1), and the the spectrum of the Hamiltonian
(E1) is bounded from below by the per-site energy

ELB = −1.557157(6)J1. (E8)

The lower bound for the expectation value of the per-
mutation operator P1st between nearest neighbors is half
of the energy (there are two bonds for each site in the
kagome lattice), ⟨P1st⟩ ≥ −0.778579. It appears that the
optimal energy is reached where the exchanges at the
boundary are weaker than in the center, thus reducing
the boundary effects.
Excluding the second neighbor exchanges from H′ (i.e.

J ′
2 = J ′′

2 = 0), the lower bound is ELB = −1.596933(7),
reached for the J ′

1 = (1 − J ′′
1 )/2 = 0.100148(3) parame-

ter value [see Fig. 20(b)]. For a cluster with uniform first
neighbor exchanges J ′

1 = J ′′
1 = 1/3 [green vertical line in

Fig. 20(b)] E′
GS = −5.262256(5) and the estimated lower

bound is considerably worse, ELB = −1.754085(5)J1.
The energy is maximal at the cusp of the ground state en-
ergy plot, indicating a level crossing. Indeed, the ground
state wave function has different parity under reflections.
We can also use the 12-site cluster with J ′

1 = J ′′
1 = 1

to get a variational estimate (upper bound) for the en-
ergy [81]. The variational wave function is a product
of the 12-site wave functions covering the lattice with
David stars (see Fig. 21), the energy per site is simply
the energy of the 12-site cluster plus by the expecta-
tion values of the P exchange between the David stars.
Since the ground state is a singlet, from Eq. (20) we
get the ⟨P1st⟩ = J1/6 for the latter. The energy of
the 12-site unit cell is then the energy of the decoupled
David-star (−3 × 5.262256(5) = −15.78677(2), see the
paragraph above) plus the energy J1 coming from the
bonds connecting the clusters (there are six bonds in the
unit cell, each having J1/6), so the upper bound per site
is EUB = [−15.78677(2) + 1]J1/12 = −1.232230(8)J1.
Putting the lower and the upper bound together, the 12-
site cluster provides

−0.778579 ≤ ⟨P1st⟩ ≤ −0.616115. (E9)

The VMC energy of the π-flux state, ⟨P1st⟩VMC =
−0.6885, is roughly in the middle of this interval. Al-
ternatively, for the nearest neighbor correlations, we get

−0.472623 ≤ ⟨T1 ·T2⟩ ≤ −0.391391. (E10)

Appendix F: The instability of the Ferromagnetic
phase

In this section, we calculate the stability of the ferro-
magnetic state in the SU(6) Heisenberg model described
by the Hamiltonian (19). The ferromagnet is a lattice-
symmetric state, which spontaneously breaks the inter-
nal SU(6) symmetry, where both the two-site and the
three-site permutations act trivially with eigenvalues +1.
Hence, the ground state energy per site is

eFM = 2J1 + 2J2 + 4K/3. (F1)

It is represented by the Young tableau having Ns boxes
in a single row.
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FIG. 20. (a) The lower bound to the ground state energy
per site [i.e. the ground state energy of the 12-site cluster in
Fig. 19 divided by 3, see Eq. (E6)], as a function of the free
parameters J ′

1 and J ′
2 for the nearest neighbor Heisenberg

model (J1 = 1 and J2 = 0). The blue dot shows the opti-
mal lower bound ELB = −1.557157(6) for J ′

1 = 0.2606476(0),
J ′
2 = 0.1211317, and the constraints (E4) and (E5) deter-

mine J ′′
1 and J ′′

2 . (b) The same as (a) with nearest neighbor
exchanges only (J ′

2 = J ′′
2 = 0). The optimal lower bound

ELB = −1.596933(7) (red dot) is reached where ground state
energies of different symmetries (even and odd under reflec-
tions) cross at J ′

1 = 0.100148(3). The thin green vertical line
denotes the cluster with equal exchanges, J ′

1 = J ′′
1 = 1/3.

1. Single-magnon instability

To determine the phase boundary of the ferromagnetic
state, we calculate the dispersion of a single magnon. By
this, we mean configurations with identical flavors (say
A) on all sites except one (say B), i.e., we flip an A spin
into B. The Hamiltonian then hops the B flavor to neigh-
boring sites, endowing it with a dispersion determined by

FIG. 21. The tiling of the kagome lattice with the 12-site
David stars for calculating the upper bound. The exchanges
on the red thick bonds are J1, and on the thin black bonds
are 0. The energy of the 12-site unit cell is then the en-
ergy of the decoupled David stars plus the energy of the thin
bonds connecting the clusters. The energy of each thin bond
is ⟨Pi,j⟩ = J1/6 from Eq. (20) since the ground state of a
David star is a singlet, and the expectation value ⟨Ti · Tj⟩
vanishes on the thin bonds connecting the singlets.

the eigenvalues of the three-by-three matrix

H1m = 2(J1 +K)

 −2 cos q12 cos q31
cos q12 −2 cos q23
cos q31 cos q23 −2


+ 2J2

 −2 cos(q23−q31) cos(q12−q23)
cos(q23−q31) −2 cos(q31−q12)
cos(q12−q23) cos(q31−q12) −2


(F2)

in reciprocal space, where the energy is measured from
the energy of the ferromagnetic state and qij = q · δij ,
where q = (qx, qy) is the momentum of the magnon and

δ12 =
a2
2

− a1
2

=

(
−1

4
,

√
3

4

)
,

δ31 = −a2
2

=

(
−1

4
,−

√
3

4

)
, (F3)

δ23 =
a1
2

=

(
1

2
, 0

)
are lattice unit vectors. The Hamiltonian (F2) describes
three magnon branches measured from the energy of the
ferromagnetic state. Since the J1 and K appear as a
combination J1 + K in the matrix above, the disper-
sion depends only on two free parameters, J1 + K and
J2. It turns out that the lowest magnon band is flat
for two cases: (i) the kagome lattice with nearest neigh-
bor exchanges when J2 = 0 and J1 + K > 0 [the green
line in Fig. (22)]; (ii) J1 + K = 0 and J2 > 0 [the
magenta line in Fig. (22)] that describes three interca-
lating decoupled kagome lattices. The extremal values
of the dispersions appear at the symmetric points in
the Brillouin zone. The one-magnon energies are εM =
−6(J1+K)−2J2, −2(J1+K)−6J2, and −4(J1+K)−4J2
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FIG. 22. The one- and two-magnon instability lines. The
different regions show the minimum of the single magnon in
the momentum space– in the green area, the lowest energy
magnon is at the K-point, and so on. At the 1-magnon in-
stability lines (the straight lines), their energy is the same as
that of the ferromagnetic state. When we add two magnons,
the magnons experience attraction for ferromagnetic J2 or K.
The magnons in the (Ns − 3, 0, 1, 0, 0) Young diagrams form
bound pairs with energies below the 1-magnon energies, and
they become negative at the red and blue lines in the white
region, thus reducing the area of stability of the ferromagnet.
The boundaries for system sizes from 27 to 108 are drawn in
red and blue lines for 2-magnon instabilities of different point
group symmetry.

at the qM = (0, 2π/
√
3) and the symmetry-related ”M”

points, εK = −6(J1 + K) and the two-fold degenerate
−3(J1 + K) − 6J2 at the qK = (±4π/3, 0) ”K” points,
and εΓ = −6(J1 +K)− 6J2 (two-fold degenerate) and 0
at the Γ point (q = 0).
When the one-magnon dispersion becomes negative,

we do not need to invest energy to reverse a spin, and the
ferromagnetic state is no longer the ground state. Exam-
ining the extremal values at the high symmetry points,
we find that the dispersion becomes negative at the M
point when J1+K = −3J2 > 0 and at the K point when
J1 + K = 0 and J2 ≤ 0. These instabilities are shown
as black lines in Fig. 22, and the ferromagnet is stable
against a single spin flip in the white region given by
J1 +K + 3J2 < 0 and J1 +K < 0.

(Ns,0,0,0,0) (Ns−2,1,0,0,0) (Ns−4,2,0,0,0) (Ns−3,0,1,0,0)

FIG. 23. The Young diagrams appearing in the
[NA, NB , NC , ND, NE , NF ] = [Ns−2, 1, 1, 0, 0, 0] sector of the
two magnon calculations for Ns sites, labeled by their Dynkin
indices. NA is the number of sites having A flavors, and so
on, so that NA + NB + NC + ND + NE + NF = Ns.

2. Instability due to two-magnon bound states

In addition, we also examined the stability of the fer-
romagnetic state against the formation of bound pairs of
magnon. To this end, we considered a two-magnon ex-
citation of the ferromagnetic state, where two spins are
flipped to different flavors. The two-magnon calculation
reveals whether the interaction between the magnons is
attractive and leads to a bound state, in which case the
boundary of the ferromagnetic phase shrinks further. We
followed the calculations in Ref. 83 for the SU(3) Heisen-
berg model and Refs. 84 and 85 for the SU(2) case.
Starting from the highest weight state of the fully sym-

metrical irreducible representation, |AA . . . A⟩, as a vac-
uum, the two-magnon wave function is

Ψ =
∑
i,j∈Λ

ci,j |A . . . ABiA . . . ACjA . . . A⟩ . (F4)

The dimension of the Hilbert space spanned by
|A . . . ABiA . . . ACjA . . . A⟩ basis is Ns(Ns − 1), as i =
1, . . . , Ns and j = 1, . . . , Ns, but the B and C can-
not occupy the same site (i ̸= j). Within these
states, we will find Ns − 1 states that belong to the
d = (Ns − 1)(Ns + 1) dimensional Young diagram with
(Ns − 2, 1, 0, 0, 0) Dynkin label, which are just rotated
single-magnon states, and a state with zero energy which
belongs to the d = (Ns + 1)(Ns + 2)/2 dimensional
fully symmetrical irreducible representation of the fer-
romagnetic state. But also new irreducible represen-
tations appear, denoted by the (Ns − 4, 2, 0, 0, ) and
(Ns − 3, 0, 1, 0, 0) Young diagrams (see Fig. 23).
We diagonalized the Hamiltonian matrix for up to 108-

site clusters numerically (in principle, being a two-body
problem, it can be solved analytically, but the expressions
would be pretty cumbersome). Using the Casimir oper-
ator, we separated the energies of the (Ns − 4, 2, 0, 0, 0)
and (Ns − 3, 0, 1, 0, 0) irreducible representations. The
(Ns − 4, 2, 0, 0, 0) state also appears in the SU(2) case
since the configurations with two B type spins (instead
of B and C) are members of the multiplet. However, the
(Ns − 3, 0, 1, 0, 0) is unique to the SU(N) models with
N ≥ 3. We found that there are bound pairs in the
(Ns− 3, 0, 0, 0, 0) irreducible representation in the region
we investigated in Fig. 22. The number of bound pairs
is 2Ns/3, which is also the number of triangles– for sub-
stantial ring exchange K with a negative sign, the B and
C spins are localized on a triangle. In the momentum
space, two bound pairs form two bands for each momen-
tum. The lowest energy bound state is at the Γ point in
the Brillouin zone, but it can have different point group
symmetry. The solid red and blue curves in Fig. 22 show
when these bound states start to have lower energy from
the ferromagnet, leading to the instability of the ferro-
magnet. For the J2 = 0 value, the bound state energy
becomes negative for K/J1 > −2.7532 [83]. We did not
examine whether the interaction between the bound pairs
is repulsive or attractive (in which case the ferromagnet
region would shrink further).



29

Appendix G: Flat bands

FIG. 24. (a) The wave function of a localized fermion on a de-
coupled, t△ = 0, David star at the singular point. It extends
over the three sites connected by thick red lines. Each David
star can support six linearly independent localized states. (b)
A localized state for coupled David stars (t△ ̸= 0). It extends
over two hexagons.

Here, we discuss the localized states leading to flat
bands in the mean-field Hamiltonian for the David star
ansatz. First, let us consider disconnected David stars
when t△ = 0. The equation for the banana-shaped local-
ized state in Fig. 24(a) reads

t v − t7u = 0 (G1a)(
0 2t

t 0

)
·

(
u

v

)
= ε

(
u

v

)
(G1b)

where u and v are the amplitudes in the wave function,
Eq. (G1a) ensures the locality of the state, and (G1b)
that it is an eigenstate. The two solutions are

ε = 2t7,
√
2t7 = ±t , u = ±

√
2v. (G2)

The solution with negative signs determines the singu-
lar point discussed in Sec. IVB1. For each David star,
there are six banana-shaped localized orbitals, each giv-
ing rise to a flat band – this is the six-fold degenerate flat
band observed from the diagonalization of the mean-field
Hamiltonian in the momentum space.

For the coupled David stars we can linearly combine
the banana-shaped states into a state shown in Fig. 24(b)
that encompass two hexagons and zero flux, where the
alternating amplitudes u and −u ensures the locality at
the isosceles triangles, and Eqs. (G1) modify to include
the effect of a finite t△ hopping,

t v − t7u = 0 , (G3a)(
0 2t

t t△

)
·

(
u

v

)
= ε

(
u

v

)
. (G3b)

This set of equations can be solved if the hopping ampli-
tudes satisfy t2 − 2t27 + t7t△ = 0 [i.e., Eq. (29)] and we
get

ε = 2t7 ,
t7
t

=
v

u
, and

t△
t

=
2v2 − u2

uv
. (G4)

For u = ±v
√
2, we recover Eq. (G2) for disconnected

David stars. Changing the ratio u/v, we get the solid
green line in Fig. 7 that emerges from the singular point.
It also describes the flat bands for the t7 = t = t△
DSL mean field Hamiltonian at higher energies by setting
u = v. Unlike the flat bands for the 0-flux kagome lattice
[86], these flat bands are non-topological (they form a set
of N7 = Ns/3 linearly independent states, where N7 is
the number of hexagons).
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[21] P. Nataf, M. Lajkó, A. Wietek, K. Penc, F. Mila, and
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and F. Mila, Plaquette order in the su(6) heisenberg
model on the honeycomb lattice, Phys. Rev. B 93, 201113
(2016).
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model on the kagomé lattice, Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 117205
(2007).

[33] T. Appelquist, D. Nash, and L. C. R. Wijewardhana,
Critical behavior in (2+1)-dimensional qed, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 60, 2575 (1988).

[34] D. Nash, Higher-order corrections in (2+1)-dimensional
qed, Phys. Rev. Lett. 62, 3024 (1989).

[35] T. Appelquist and D. Nash, Critical behavior in (2+1)-
dimensional qcd, Phys. Rev. Lett. 64, 721 (1990).

[36] M. Hermele, T. Senthil, M. P. A. Fisher, P. A. Lee, N. Na-
gaosa, and X.-G. Wen, Stability of u(1) spin liquids in two
dimensions, Phys. Rev. B 70, 214437 (2004).

[37] Y.-M. Lu and Y. Ran, 𭟋2 spin liquid and chiral antifer-
romagnetic phase in the hubbard model on a honeycomb
lattice, Phys. Rev. B 84, 024420 (2011).

[38] M. Hermele, T. Senthil, M. P. A. Fisher, P. A. Lee, N. Na-
gaosa, and X.-G. Wen, Stability of u(1) spin liquids in two
dimensions, Phys. Rev. B 70, 214437 (2004).

[39] J. Alicea, O. I. Motrunich, and M. P. A. Fisher, Alge-
braic vortex liquid in spin-1/2 triangular antiferromag-
nets: Scenario for cs2cucl4, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 247203
(2005).

[40] M. Hermele, Y. Ran, P. A. Lee, and X.-G. Wen, Prop-
erties of an algebraic spin liquid on the kagome lattice,
Phys. Rev. B 77, 224413 (2008).

[41] Y. Iqbal, F. Becca, S. Sorella, and D. Poilblanc, Gapless
spin-liquid phase in the kagome spin- 1

2
heisenberg anti-

ferromagnet, Phys. Rev. B 87, 060405 (2013).
[42] Y. Iqbal, D. Poilblanc, and F. Becca, Vanishing spin gap

in a competing spin-liquid phase in the kagome heisen-
berg antiferromagnet, Phys. Rev. B 89, 020407 (2014).

[43] Y. Iqbal, W.-J. Hu, R. Thomale, D. Poilblanc, and
F. Becca, Spin liquid nature in the heisenberg J1 − J2

triangular antiferromagnet, Phys. Rev. B 93, 144411
(2016).

[44] Y.-C. He, M. P. Zaletel, M. Oshikawa, and F. Pollmann,
Signatures of dirac cones in a dmrg study of the kagome
heisenberg model, Phys. Rev. X 7, 031020 (2017).

[45] A. Thomson and S. Sachdev, Fermionic spinon theory of
square lattice spin liquids near the néel state, Phys. Rev.
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in su(n) heisenberg models on the kagome and checker-
board lattices, Phys. Rev. B 86, 041106 (2012).

[64] D. Greif, L. Tarruell, T. Uehlinger, R. Jördens, and
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