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We investigate a quasi-two-dimensional system consisting of two species of alkali atoms confined
in a specific optical lattice potential [Phys. Rev. A 95, 053608 (2017)]. In the low-energy regime,
this system is governed by a unique ZN gauge theory, where field theory arguments have suggested
that it may exhibit two exotic gapless deconfined phases, namely a dipolar liquid phase and a
Bose liquid phase, along with two gapped (confined and deconfined) phases. We address these
predictions numerically by using large-scale density matrix renormalization group simulations. Our
findings provide conclusive evidence for the existence of a gapless Bose liquid phase for N ≥ 7. We
demonstrate that this gapless phase shares the same critical properties as one-dimensional critical
phases, resembling weakly coupled chains of Luttinger liquids. In the range of geometries and N
considered, the gapless dipolar phase predicted theoretically is still elusive and its characterization
will probably require a full two-dimensional treatment.

I. INTRODUCTION

Gauge-invariant theories form the bedrock of our cur-
rent understanding of the fundamental forces of nature,
describing three of the four known forces: electromag-
netic, weak, and strong interactions [1–4]. They are
also crucial for the low-energy description of topolog-
ical order in certain materials within condensed mat-
ter physics [5–7]. While their Lagrangian formulations
on lattices [8–14] are well-established through symmetry
principles, our understanding of their phase diagrams re-
mains incomplete, particularly in regimes of strong cor-
relation where traditional Monte Carlo lattice methods
(for a U.S.-centric perspective on the topic, see [15]) are
ineffective. This limitation poses a significant hindrance
in the study of nuclear matter at high fermionic densities,
which is crucial for understanding of the interiors of neu-
tron stars. Besides finite fermionic densities, other sig-
nificant challenges include real-time dynamics which are
necessary for understanding the scattering processes in
heavy-ion collisions, and topological terms, which could
provide insights into the asymmetry between matter and
antimatter in the universe.

In light of these challenges, the quantum simulation
community, following Feynman’s intuition [16], has be-
gun exploring methods to simulate gauge theories us-
ing ultracold atoms, trapped ions, and superconducting
qubits [17–24]. Recent advancements have refined many
of these initial proposals, and the first experimental re-
alizations of one-dimensional gauge systems have been
achieved [25–31]. These experiments include demonstra-
tions of local gauge invariance in large Bose-Hubbard-like
systems. Most of these proposals rely on the microscopic
realization of gauge theories, enforcing local gauge invari-
ance and protecting it from environmental effects. How-
ever, such approaches face significant challenges, as ul-
tracold atoms are typically dilute and neutral, and their

interactions are limited to two-body interactions. Conse-
quently, implementing the higher-body interactions nec-
essary for gauge Hamiltonians in two or higher dimen-
sions is difficult. Even though such higher-order inter-
actions are hard to obtain, advanced experimental plat-
forms, such as Rydberg atoms, where tweezers can ma-
nipulate atoms sequentially to achieve higher-order inter-
actions through a series of two-body interactions in the
presence of the so-called Rydberg-blockade can provide
access to them [18, 19, 32–36].

A different approach for simulating gauge theories is
based on the observation that many condensed matter
systems can be described by gauge theories at low ener-
gies. This emergent realization of gauge theories con-
trasts with the microscopic implementations discussed
above. Examples of such systems include topological spin
liquids in highly frustrated magnets and quantum Hall
states [37].

This alternative approach was first explored in
Ref. [38], where the authors proposed an experimen-
tal protocol for realizing emergent Abelian lattice gauge
theories using a mixture of two species of ultracold al-
kali atoms trapped on an optical lattice. A generalized
Bose-Hubbard Hamiltonian can be created by fast mod-
ulation of interspecies interactions, giving rise to exotic,
anisotropic gauge theories at low energies. In two dimen-
sions (2D), such exotic gauge theories have phase dia-
grams that differ significantly from their one-dimensional
counterparts.

While Ref. [38] presented the experimental protocol
and a qualitative phase diagram, our work revisits the
same systems, providing quantitative results on some
phases using tensor network (TN) [39–41] simulations. In
recent years, TN methods, free from the limitations as-
sociated with traditional Monte Carlo approaches, have
excelled in low-dimensional lattice gauge theory calcula-
tions [42–58]. In this work, we consider infinite cylin-
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ders with different finite radii, characterizing the liquid
phases with emergent discrete ZN symmetry and iden-
tifying phase boundaries between topological and trivial
phases for various N and cylinder lengths, corroborating
the predictions from Ref. [38]. Specifically, we demon-
strate that for ZN emergent gauge theories with N ≤ 6,
the system exhibits two gapped phases: the confined and
deconfined phases, with the latter possessing non-trivial
topological order. However, for N ≥ 7, a gapless liq-
uid (deconfined) phase emerges between these gapped
phases. Interestingly, we find that this gapless phase ex-
hibits critical properties akin to one-dimensional (1D)
Bose liquids, characterized by weakly coupled chains of
identical Luttinger liquids.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we in-
troduce the two-species cold-atomic setup and describe
the emergent ZN gauge theories due to inter-species dy-
namics in the low-energy description. We also present
the global ZN -symmetric model in the dual lattice. In
Sec. III, we examine the phase diagram of the system
for different quasi-2D ladder and cylinder geometries
through the lens of entanglement entropy and correla-
tion length. In Sec. IV, we analyze the gapless deconfined
phase by examining different correlation lengths and the
scaling of entanglement entropy. Finally, we draw our
conclusion in Sec. V.

II. THE SYSTEM

Following the approach presented in Ref. [38], we con-
sider emergent Abelian lattice gauge theories within the
low-energy manifold of two-species cold-atom dynam-
ics in 2D. The setup involves two bosonic species, re-
ferred to as a and b bosons, on a 2D optical superlat-
tice. A specific configuration of link-dependent tunneling
for the a-bosons and the fast modulation of the interac-
tions between the two species produces the desired effect.
Namely, the b-bosons behave as gauge bosons at low ener-
gies. The Hamiltonian describing the combined behavior
of the a and b bosons is given by a generalization of the
Bose-Hubbard model:

ĤBH =− Jb
∑
j,δ̂

(
b̂†j b̂j+δ̂ + h.c.

)
− Ja

1x

∑
jx∈odd

(
â†j âj+x̂ + h.c.

)
− Ja

y

∑
jy

(
â†je

i 2π
N (n̂b

j+ŷ−n̂b
j )âj+ŷ + h.c.

)
+
U

2

∑
j

(âj)
2âj, (1)

where N is a positive integer. For the schematic depic-
tion of the system, see Fig. 1(a). The first term in the
Hamiltonian describes the nearest-neighbor tunneling of
the b-bosons, which is uniform in both the x and y di-

rections with an amplitude Jb (here δ̂ = x̂ or ŷ). The
second term represents the nearest-neighbor tunneling of
the a-bosons along the x-direction with an amplitude Ja

1x

between sites j and j+ x̂ for odd jx. Here, the tunneling
amplitude of a-bosons between sites j and j+ x̂ for even
jx is considered vanishingly small compared to the other
terms in the Hamiltonian, and that is why it is neglected.
The third term describes the tunneling of a-bosons in the
y-direction with an amplitude Ja

y , which is modulated by
the occupation of b-bosons on the neighboring sites (see
Fig. 1(a)). The final term denotes the onsite repulsion be-
tween a-bosons. Here, we consider the limit U ≫ Ja

1x, J
a
y ,

so that at half-filling, the a-bosons effectively behave as
hardcore bosons. Moreover, the onsite repulsion between
b-bosons is considered to be vanishingly small, so we have
a large occupation of the b-bosons (i.e., n̄b ≫ 1) at each
site.
In the limit Ja

y ≪ Ja
1x, the dynamics of a-bosons cre-

ates effective plaquette interactions for the b-bosons in a
superlattice where plaquette p (red shadowed region in
Fig. 1(b)) contains the sites j, j+ x̂, j+ x̂+ ŷ, j+ ŷ for odd
jx (i.e., every second plaquette of the original lattice, for

details, see [38]). We define a plaquette operator B̂p as

B̂p =
2π

N

(
n̂bj − n̂bj+x̂ + n̂bj+x̂+ŷ − n̂bj+ŷ

)
, (2)

with n̂bj being the number operator for b-bosons, so

that these B̂p operators have eigenvalues
{

2πn
N

}
with

n ∈
[
− (N−1)

2 ,− (N−2)
2 , . . . , (N−2)

2 , (N−1)
2

]
. In the second

order perturbation theory, the effective Hamiltonian of
the b-bosons dressed by the dynamics of a-bosons reads
as (Fig. 1(b)):

ĤP = −2
∑
p

cos B̂p − 2g2
∑
p

[
cos

(
4π

N

(
L̂p − L̂p−ŷ

))
+ 2 cos

(
2π

N

(
2L̂p − L̂p+ŷ − L̂p−ŷ

))
+ cos

(
2π

N

(
L̂p − L̂p+x̂ − L̂p+ŷ + L̂p+x̂+ŷ

))]
, (3)

where the coupling constant g depends on b-boson filling
as well as tunneling amplitudes of both kinds of bosons

as g2 = n̄b

2
Ja
1x

Jb . Here the plaquette operator L̂p satisfies
the following algebra:[

L̂p, e
∓iB̂p

]
= ±e∓iB̂p ,[

B̂p, e
±i 2π

N L̂p

]
= ±2π

N
e±i 2π

N L̂p , (4)

i.e., e±i 2π
N L̂p fulfills the role of ZN ladder operators for

the eigenstates of B̂p, and conversely e∓iB̂p for the eigen-

states of L̂p. It is easy to check that the above Hamil-
tonian (3) has a global ZN symmetry corresponding to[∏

p e
iB̂p , ĤP

]
=

[∏
p e

−iB̂p , ĤP

]
= 0. In the limit

N → ∞, we get the global U(1) symmetry.
We note here that the Hamiltonian (3) involves every

second plaquette of the original lattice. To simplify, we
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FIG. 1. (Color online.) The schematic depiction of the system considered in this work. (a) The two-species Bose-Hubbard
system in a square superlattice described by Eq. (1). The nearest-neighbor tunneling of the a-bosons along the y-direction is
modulated by the occupation of the b-bosons on the neighboring sites. (b) The effective Hamiltonian (Eq. (3) or (9)) on the
coarse-grained lattice where two plaquettes along the x direction are combined into one. Here the relevant degrees of freedom
sit on the centers of the 2 × 1 square as depicted by the red circles. The blue, green, and purple arrows depict the two-,
three-, and four-plaquette interactions as described by the second, third, and fourth terms respectively in Eq. (3) or (9). (c)
The effective ZN gauge theory described by Eq. (6) or (10) obtained via duality transformation as mentioned in the text. The
wiggly lines describe the gauge or electric-field degrees of freedom located on the bonds of the coarse-grained lattice. The red
arrows denote the magnetic plaquette term (the first term in Eq. (6) or (10)), while the green and purple arrows describe the
two-body interaction along the y-direction given by the third and fourth terms respectively in the Hamiltonian (6) or (10).

can coarse-grain the lattice by grouping two plaquettes,
as illustrated in Fig. 1(b). In this coarse-grained lattice,
we consider the plaquette degrees of freedom to be lo-
cated at the centers of these 2× 1 squares (red circles in
Fig. 1(b)), describing a dual lattice to the original sys-
tem.

To arrive at the ZN gauge theory, we can invert the
duality transformation by defining the electric-field op-
erators on the link (j, x̂) between the sites j and j + x̂

in the coarse-grained lattice as Ê(j,x̂) = L̂p − L̂p−ŷ (see

Fig. 1(c)). Similarly, Ê(j,ŷ) = −L̂p + L̂p−x̂ on the link

(j, ŷ) between the site j and j+ŷ. On the other hand, eiB̂p

can be redefined as eiB̂p ≡ Û(j,x̂)Û(j+x̂,ŷ)Û
†
(j+ŷ,x̂)Û

†
(j,ŷ),

where following commutation relations are maintained:[
Ê(j,δ̂), Û(j,δ̂)

]
= −Û(j,δ̂),[

Ê(j,δ̂), Û
†
(j,δ̂)

]
= Û†

(j,δ̂)
. (5)

The Hamiltonian for the ZN gauge theory, derived
through the above duality transformation, is then written
as

ĤG =−
∑
j

(
Û(j,x̂)Û(j+x̂,ŷ)Û

†
(j+ŷ,x̂)Û

†
(j,ŷ) + h.c.

)

− 2g2
∑
j

[
cos

(
4π

N
Ê(j,x̂)

)

+ 2 cos

(
2π

N

(
Ê(j,x̂) − Ê(j+ŷ,x̂)

))
+ cos

(
2π

N

(
Ê(j,ŷ) − Ê(j+ŷ,ŷ)

))]
. (6)

Here the first term corresponds to the magnetic plaque-
tte term, while others are for interactions between the

electric fields. The ZN Gauss law corresponding to the
local ZN invariance is given by∑

δ̂=x̂,ŷ

(
Ê(j,δ̂) − Ê(j−δ̂,δ̂)

)
= 0. (7)

In terms of standard ZN operators P̂ and Q̂, defined
as

P̂ =

N−1∑
n=0

ei
2π
N n |n⟩ ⟨n| , Q̂ =

N−1∑
n=0

|n⟩ ⟨n mod N | , (8)

and satisfying Q̂P̂ = ei
2π
N P̂ Q̂, the Hamiltonian (3) in

the dual lattice and the ZN gauge theory Hamiltonian in
Eq. (6) can be rewritten as

ĤP = −
∑
p

[
P̂p + g2

(
Q̂2

p

(
Q̂†

p−ŷ

)2

+ 2 Q̂2
pQ̂

†
p+ŷQ̂

†
p−ŷ

+ Q̂pQ̂
†
p+x̂Q̂

†
p+ŷQ̂p+x̂+ŷ

)]
+ h.c., (9)

ĤG = −
∑
j

[
Q̂(j,x̂)Q̂(j+x̂,ŷ)Q̂

†
(j+ŷ,x̂)Q̂

†
(j,ŷ)

+ g2
(
P̂ 2
(j,x̂) + 2 P̂(j,x̂)P̂

†
(j+ŷ,x̂) + P̂(j,ŷ)P̂

†
(j+ŷ,ŷ)

)]
+ h.c., (10)

respectively. Here, in Eq. (9), we identify P̂p ≡ eiB̂p and

Q̂p ≡ ei
2π
N L̂p , while in Eq. (10) we use P̂(j,δ̂) ≡ ei

2π
N Ê(j,δ̂)

and Q̂(j,δ̂) ≡ Û(j,δ̂). Unless stated otherwise, in the rest of

the paper we will consider Hamiltonian ĤP (i.e., Eq. (9))
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in the dual lattice that possesses global ZN symmetry
to characterize the properties of the system in the low-
energy manifold. We should note that the duality rela-
tion between the Hamiltonians (9) and (10) is the gener-
alization of well-known Wegner duality defined between
2D quantum Ising model and Z2 gauge theory [59, 60]
(see also [61]).

In case of standard ZN gauge theories with finite N ,
the phase diagram consists of two gapped phases – a
topologically ordered deconfined phase at small values of
coupling strength g and a confined phase at large values
of g [62–64], where following Polyakov’s prediction the
former disappears at the U(1) limit of N → ∞ [65, 66].
In the present scenario, the confined phase is a symmetry-
broken phase due to the unique nature of the interactions
(see [38]). Moreover, using a mean-field argument [38], it
has been conjectured that a gapless Bose liquid phase ap-
pears at an ‘intermediate’ values of coupling strength g,
where the population imbalance of the b-bosons on pla-
quettes (given by non-zero B̂p i.e., the magnetic charge)
propagates freely along the y-direction. Consequently,
the system in this intermediate phase can be effectively
described as a series of one-dimensional gapless phases
stacked together in the x-direction. On the other hand,
another gapless phase of dipolar nature has been conjec-
tured to appear for N → ∞ and g → 0 with gN being
finite.

In this work, we provide robust numerical validation of
these predictions for finite N by employing density ma-
trix renormalization group (DMRG) algorithm [67, 68]
with matrix-product state (MPS)[39–41] ansatz. This
approach is applied to quasi-2D ladder and cylinder
systems that are infinitely extended in the y-direction
but have a finite length or circumference Lx in the x-
direction. Specifically, we use the infinite-size version
of DMRG (iDMRG)[69], where the underlying infinite
MPS (iMPS) extends infinitely in the y-direction and
wraps around the cylinder in a zigzag pattern along the
x-direction. Moreover, we make use of ZN symmetry
preserving tensors that conserve the global ZN symme-

try (corresponding to
[∏

p P̂
(†)
p , ĤP

]
= 0) throughout

the calculations.

III. THE PHASE DIAGRAM

In this section, we systematically analyze the phase
diagram of Hamiltonian (9) by examining three different
geometries: (1) the 1D case with Lx = 1, (2) a two-leg
ladder geometry with Lx = 2, and (3) cylinder geometries
with Lx > 2 and periodic boundary conditions in the x-
direction. For this purpose, we consider two quantities,
namely the von Neumann entanglement entropy of the
half-infinite block and the iMPS correlation length for a
given iMPS bond dimension χ. Such technique is called
finite-entanglement scaling and was introduced in a series
of publications [70–74].
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FIG. 2. (Color online.) (a) The entanglement entropy Sχ and
(b) the correlation length ξχ for the ground state of the ZN -
symmetric 1D system (Eq. (12)) as a function of g, calculated
for N = 5, 6, 7, 8 with iMPS bond dimension χ = 256. Only
two gapped phases are observed for N ≤ 6, while a gapless
phase emerges at N = 7 around g = 0.5 and becomes more
robust at N = 8. Vertical dashed lines indicate the gapless
phases for N = 7 and 8.

The von Neumann entanglement entropy of the half-
infinite block for a given bond dimension χ is defined
as

Sχ = −Tr
[
ρLχ ln(ρLχ)

]
= −

∑
k

λ2k lnλ
2
k, (11)

where ρLχ = TrR [|ψ⟩ ⟨ψ|] represents the reduced density
matrix of the left half of the system obtained by trac-
ing out the right infinite half of the system, and {λk}
are the corresponding Schmidt coefficients. For an iMPS
with bond dimension χ, the correlation length is given by
ξχ = −1/ ln |ϵ2|, where ϵ2 is the second largest eigenvalue
of the iMPS transfer matrix [74]. In gapless systems,
where the correlation length diverges, ξχ represents an
artificially introduced length scale due to the finite iMPS
bond dimension χ. Typically, ξχ ∼ χβ , with β being a
scaling exponent.

A. One-dimensional scenario

In 1D geometry, the last term in the Hamiltonian (9),
i.e., the four-plaquette term, is absent, and the system is
then described by the Hamiltonian:

Ĥ1D
P =−

∑
p

[
P̂p + g2

(
Q̂2

p

(
Q̂†

p−ŷ

)2

+ 2 Q̂2
pQ̂

†
p+ŷQ̂

†
p−ŷ

)]
+ h.c. (12)

In terms of gauge theory, such a 1D system of plaquettes
in the dual lattice corresponds to a local ZN invariant
system in a two-leg ladder geometry described by Hamil-

tonian (10) where the last term, i.e., the P̂(j,ŷ)P̂
†
(j+ŷ,ŷ)

term, is absent.
First, we observe that in absence of the three-plaquette

term (i.e., the last term) in Eq.(12), the odd and even ZN

sectors decouple for even N due to the squared Q̂2
p oper-

ators present in the second term. This decoupling maps
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the system into two copies of a ZN/2 symmetric N/2-
state quantum Clock model [75, 76]. It has become clear
that for the q-state quantum Clock model, while there
are two gapped phases for q ≤ 4, an intermediate gapless
phase appears for q ≥ 5 [77, 78]. In our scenario, we first
confirm (results not shown) that the system described by
Eq. (12), without the last term, exhibits an intermediate
gapless phase for N ≥ 10, regardless of whether N is even
or odd.

The presence of the three-plaquette term in Eq. (12)
introduces coupling between the odd and even sectors,
preventing the system from being mapped into two in-
dependent copies of the N/2-state quantum clock model.
This coupling fundamentally alters the structure and be-
havior of the system, raising a critical question: does
the gapless intermediate phase, observed in the absence
of the three-plaquette term, persist when this term is
included? If so, at what value of N does this phase be-
gin to appear? To address this, we carefully examine
the phase diagram of the system in the presence of the
three-plaquette interaction as elaborated below.

Figure 2 shows the entanglement entropy and the cor-
relation length for the ground state of Hamiltonian (12)
for different values of N calculated for iMPS bond di-
mension χ = 256. Both the entanglement entropy and
the correlation length approach to zero in the limit g → 0
for any values of N ≤ 8. Therefore, we detect a (triv-
ial) gapped phase in the small g limit. In the dual pic-
ture of ZN gauge theory, this gapped phase corresponds
to the deconfined phase with non-trivial topological or-
der [79–81]. The non-trivial topological character of this
deconfined phase is verified by checking the degeneracies
in the entanglement spectrum [82] of the ground state of
Hamiltonian (10) in the small g limit.

The correlation length approaches to zero also in the
high g limit indicating the presence of another gapped
phase. This gapped phase at strong coupling corre-
sponds to a spontaneous symmetry broken (SSB) phase
where global ZN symmetry of Hamiltonian (12) gets bro-
ken. That is why the entanglement entropy saturates to
S → lnN for g → ∞ as in our calculation iMPS ansatz
preserves the global ZN symmetry. In case of symmetry-
broken states, the order parameter

∑
p ⟨Q̂p + Q̂†

p⟩ be-
comes non-zero in this large-g phase. Within our ZN -
symmetry preserving iMPS calculations, this symmetry-

breaking can be verified by checking | ⟨Q̂pQ̂
†
p+Rŷ⟩ | ≈ 1

for large R. In the dual gauge-invariant system, this
strong coupling phase corresponds to an SSB confined

phase with
∑

j,δ̂ ⟨P̂(j,δ̂) + P̂ †
(j,δ̂)

⟩ being the order param-

eter. Moreover, we notice that there is only one cusp
(maxima) in the profile of entropy (correlation length)
for N ≤ 6, indicating a direct phase transition between
these gapped phases.

Starting from N = 7, the phase diagram undergoes
a notable change (Fig. 2) with the emergence of an ad-

ditional phase at intermediate values of g1. The high
correlation lengths observed in this intermediate phase
suggest its critical nature. Therefore, the inclusion of the
three-plaquette term causes the gapless phase to appear
at a lower value of N compared to its absence. Since gap-
less phases in 1D are essentially Luttinger liquids [83, 84],
we anticipate the same in this system. In the following
Sec. IV, we validate this expectation by examining the
scaling of entanglement entropy. In the dual ZN gauge
theory in two-leg ladder geometry, this gapless phase cor-
responds to a gapless deconfined phase. For larger values
of N , we find that the region of this gapless phase in-
creases, which indicates the robustness of this phase with
respect to increasing N . We should note that the ori-
gin of this gapless phase is fundamentally different from
the Coulomb phase recently observed in ZN lattice gauge
theories in the presence of Higgs matter in two-leg lad-
der geometry [85], as such Coulomb phase disappears for
pure gauge theory, i.e., in absence of the Higgs matter.

B. Two-leg ladder system

In this subsection, we consider the simplest extension
beyond 1D: a two-leg ladder geometry (i.e., Lx = 2),
which includes the four-plaquette term (the last term in
Eq.(9)). In this setup, the system maps to a three-leg
ladder system with open boundary conditions along the
x-direction in the dual ZN gauge theory (Eq.(10)). The
key question we aim to address here is whether the con-
clusions drawn in the previous subsection still hold as
we make the transition from a 1D to a quasi-2D sys-
tem. While we expect the gapped phases to persist, the
fate of the gapless phase remains uncertain. The four-
plaquette term may act as a relevant perturbation, po-
tentially causing a gap to open.
In Fig. 3, we show the entanglement entropy Sχ and

the correlation length ξχ for the ladder system for differ-
ent values of N and iMPS bond dimension χ as depicted
in the figure. Both the entropy and the correlation length
show similar features as in the 1D scenario. While for
N ≤ 6 the system exhibits only two gapped phases (the
deconfined and confined phases in the language of ZN

gauge theory)2, we observe extended gapless region for
N ≥ 7 in the intermediate values of g. By monitoring
large values of correlation length that increases with in-
creasing iMPS bond dimension, we identify the gapless

1 It should be noted that we observe a robust gapless phase start-
ing from N = 7. Determining whether the gapless phase also
exists for N = 6 or even N = 5 would require a very fine-grained
grid along the g-axis, significantly increasing computational com-
plexity. Therefore, we refrain from conducting such an analysis.

2 We stress again that there is a possibility of having a minuscule
gapless region sandwiched between the confined and deconfined
regions for N = 6, 5. However, distinguishing this phase from a
direct critical phase transition between the confined and decon-
fined phases is very challenging with iDMRG simulations with
finite bond dimension and finite grid-spacing in g.
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FIG. 3. (Color online.) The entanglement entropy Sχ and the correlation length ξχ of the ground state of the system (9) in
a two-leg ladder geometry as a function of g, calculated for N = 6, 7 and 8. The data indicates the presence of two gapped
phases for N = 6. At N = 7 the gapless phase emerges in the area 0.43 ≲ g ≲ 0.53, while at N = 8 it encompasses a wider
region 0.39 ≲ g ≲ 0.58. The black vertical lines demarcate the gapless region.
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FIG. 4. (Color online.) The entanglement entropy Sχ of
the ground state of the Z8-symmetric system (9) embedded
in cylinders with transverse dimensions Lx = 3 and Lx = 4
as a function of g. Similar to the situations for Lx = 1, 2,
we observe two gapped phases, confined and deconfined for
large and small values of g respectively, and a gapless phase
sandwiched between these two gapped phases at intermediate
values of g. The gapless phase persists in the range 0.35 ≲
g ≲ 0.53 for Lx = 3 and 0.35 ≲ g ≲ 0.52 for Lx = 4.

phase to be within the range 0.43 ≲ g ≲ 0.53 for N = 7
and 0.39 ≲ g ≲ 0.58 for N = 8. We should note that
nature of this gapless phase can be described by coupled
pillars of Luttinger liquids, as the four-plaquette term
now couples the two chains (along y direction) of former
Luttinger liquids along the x-direction. We leave this
discussion for Sec. IV.

C. Three- and four-legged cylinder system

Next, we analyze the fate of the intermediate gapless
phase by increasing the transverse dimension Lx. Specifi-
cally, we consider the Hamiltonian (9) in three- and four-
legged cylinder geometries, i.e., with periodic boundary
condition along x axis with Lx = 3 and Lx = 4. In the
dual lattice, such systems translate to ZN gauge theory

(i.e., Eq. (10)) embedded in cylinders with transverse di-
mension Lx = 3 and Lx = 4 respectively.
The numerical result for the entanglement entropy Sχ

for the ground state of Z8-symmetric Hamiltonian (9) for
different iMPS bond dimension χ is given in Fig. 4. The
qualitative scenario remains effectively unchanged from
the previous cases. From the cusps in the entropy profile,
we detect the gapless region in the range 0.35 ≲ g ≲ 0.53
for N = 7 and 0.35 ≲ g ≲ 0.52 for N = 8. It is therefore
evident that the gapless region remains robust at larger
transverse dimension Lx, and we expect it to remain true
even for fully extended 2D case.
The summary of the phase diagram found in our cal-

culation is presented in the Table I. It should be noted
that contrary to the predictions of [38], we do not find a
gapless at g → 0 predicted for large N . This is, probably,
because we have limited our analysis for finite N 3. In-
creasingN to very large numbers would increase the com-
putational cost due to the increment in the local Hilbert
space dimension. The absence of this gapless phase at
low coupling may also be attributed to the limited cylin-
der width which we consider with MPS ansatz.

IV. CHARACTERIZATION OF THE GAPLESS
DECONFINED PHASES

In this section, we first characterize the gapless decon-
fined phases appearing for N ≥ 7 by scrutinizing differ-
ent correlation functions. Next, we determine the central
charge of the underlying conformal field theory (CFT) in

3 We note that we have verified this by calculating the ground
state of the system till N = 15 for a few small values of g.
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System At small g At intermediate g (N ≥ 7) At large g

ĤP (Eq. (9)) Trivial gapped phase Gapless 1D liquids SSB phase

(Global ZN symmetry) (Weekly coupled Luttinger liquids)
∑

p ⟨Q̂p + Q̂†
p⟩ ̸= 0

ĤG (Eq. (10)) Deconfined phase Gapless deconfined phase SSB confined phase

(Local ZN symmetry) (Topologically ordered)
∑

j,δ̂ ⟨P̂(j,δ̂) + P̂ †
(j,δ̂)

⟩ ≠ 0

TABLE I. Different phases found in our study for cylinder/ladder systems with width Lx ≤ 4.

these critical regions from the scaling of entanglement
entropy.
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FIG. 5. (Color online.) (a)-(b) The power-law decay of the
correlation functions CP and CQ inside the gapless phase for
N = 8 and Lx = 1, 2. We set iMPS bond dimension χ to 512
and 1280 respectively for Lx = 1 and Lx = 2. The deviation
from power-law decay seen for Lx = 2 at large R is due the
finite correlation length ξχ imposed by finite χ. Both x and y
axes are in log-scale. (c)-(d) The power-law exponents bp and
bq, extracted by fitting the CP and CQ data respectively, in
the entire gapless region for N = 8 and Lx = 1, 2. The shaded
regions indicate the error bars and the vertical dashed lines
depict the extent of the gapless regions. Here, we set iMPS
bond dimension χ to 512 and 640 respectively for Lx = 1 and
Lx = 2.

A. Correlation functions

We consider the following two-point connected corre-
lation functions along the y-direction:

CP (R) := ⟨P̂ †
pP̂p+Rŷ⟩ − ⟨P̂ †

p⟩ ⟨P̂p+Rŷ⟩ ,
CQ(R) := ⟨Q̂†

pQ̂p+Rŷ⟩ − ⟨Q̂†
p⟩ ⟨Q̂p+Rŷ⟩ . (13)

In our calculations, since we are employing ZN symme-
try preserving iMPS ansatz, the local expectation values
⟨Q̂†

p⟩ or ⟨Q̂p⟩ necessarily vanishes.
At the small-g gapped phase, both the correlations de-

cay exponentially with R as it is expected for a trivial

gapped phase. On the other hand, at the strong-coupling
gapped phase, CP decays to zero exponentially, while |CQ|
saturates to one for large enough R due to SSB. For the
gapless phase at intermediate g, we expect both the cor-
relations to decay algebraically to zero: |CP (R)| ∼ R−bp

and |CQ(R)| ∼ R−bq as long as R ≲ ξχ. Figure 5(a) and
(b) display the power-law behavior of these correlators
inside the gapless region for N = 8 and Lx = 1 and
2. By extracting the exponent bp for the correlator CP
(Fig. 5(c)) we find that bp ≈ 2, i.e., |CP (R)| ∼ 1/R2, ir-
respective of the values of g. In the case of CQ the decay
is much slower where bq varies with varying g (Fig. 5).
This slow decay of CQ is expected as this gapless phase
is adjacent to the SSB phase where bq → 0.

B. Scaling of entanglement entropy

To understand the nature of the gapless phase, we
consider the scaling of entanglement entropy with re-
spect to the correlation length. For 1D (or quasi-1D,
as in the present scenario) critical systems, the entangle-
ment entropy increases logarithmically with the correla-
tion length following the well-known relation [86–88]:

Sχ =
c

6
log ξχ + b′, (14)

where c is the central charge of the underlying CFT and
b′ is a non-universal constant.

2 3 4 5
ln ξχ

2.0

2.5

3.0

3.5

S
χ Z7, Lx = 1

Z8, Lx = 1
Z7, Lx = 2

Z8, Lx = 2
Z8, Lx = 3
Z8, Lx = 4

FIG. 6. (Color online.) The scaling of entanglement entropy
Sχ as a function of the correlation length ξχ according to
Eq. (14) for different system-width Lx and N . The extracted
values of the central charge, along with other details, are given
in Table II.

By fitting Eq.(14) to the entropic data for various
iMPS bond dimensions within the gapless phase (see
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Fig.6), we find the central charge c = 1 for Lx = 1 in both
Z7 and Z8 symmetric systems. This result aligns with ex-
pectations for 1D gapless phases described by Luttinger
liquid theory. For Lx ≥ 2, the four-plaquette term in
Eq.(9) couples Lx identical copies of such Luttinger liq-
uids. In principle, this coupling could be relevant and po-
tentially open a (partial) gap in the system, resulting in
c ≤ Lx. However, the scaling analysis presented in Fig.6
shows c = Lx up to small numerical errors. This indi-
cates that the four-plaquette interaction is an irrelevant
perturbation, and following c-theorem [89], the system
essentially consists of Lx decoupled Luttinger liquids in
the long-wavelength (low-energy, infrared) limit. There-
fore, the gapless phase at intermediate g effectively re-
mains a set of pure 1D critical states, which we expect to
hold even for large Lx and in a fully extended 2D setting.

The extracted numerical values of c along with other
system parameters, considered for the plot of Fig. 6, are
presented in the Table II.

N Lx g χ-range considered c

7 1 0.55 [64, 512] 1.00(2)

8 1 0.55 [64, 512] 0.98(2)

7 2 0.5 [256, 1280] 1.98(2)

8 2 0.5 [256, 1280] 2.02(3)

8 3 0.45 [256, 2048] 3.03(4)

8 4 0.45 [256, 2048] 4.0(1)

TABLE II. The numerically extracted values of the central
charge c by fitting the entropic data to Eq. (14) for different
system (and iMPS) parameters. The values of g are chosen in
such a way that the system remains within the gapless region.

V. CONCLUSION

Ultracold atoms in particular optical lattice poten-
tials allow for the creation of models with local symme-
tries. In the current work, we have considered a specific
optical lattice setup involving two species of ultracold
bosons. In the low-energy manifold, inter-species dy-
namics give rise to unique Abelian ZN gauge theories.
By using infinite-system density matrix renormalization
group simulations, we have shown that such quantum
systems exhibit particularly interesting phases of mat-
ter. While for N ≤ 6 only two gapped phases exist as
in standard ZN gauge theories, we confirm the presence
of a gapless (deconfined) phase for N ≥ 7 as well as its
robustness with respect to increasing N . This gapless
phase exhibits the same conformal critical properties as
the one-dimensional Bose liquid phase, in line with field
theoretical predictions [38], where its description is same
as the collection of weakly coupled chains of identical
Luttinger liquids.

On the other hand, we cannot confirm the existence of
another gapless (presumably dipolar liquid) phase. This
is probably a consequence of finite N considered here or

the physical geometry of the system we can explore, in
which one of the two dimensions is bound to be very
short. As a result, even if we cannot observe it, we can-
not exclude the possibility of its existence in the thermo-
dynamic limit of the U(1) symmetric theory where the
dipolar liquid phase is conjectured to exist, i.e., in the
limit (Lx → ∞, g → 0, N → ∞, gN = const). Numeri-
cal calculations at large values of N are beyond the scope
of the current manuscript.
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