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Motivated by very recent experimental observations of the 1/9 magnetization plateaus in
YCu3(OH)6+xBr3−x and YCu3(OD)6+xBr3−x, our study delves into the magnetic field-induced
phase transitions in the nearest-neighbor antiferromagnetic Heisenberg model on the kagome lattice
using the variational Monte Carlo technique. We uncover a phase transition from a zero-field Dirac
spin liquid to a field-induced magnetically disordered phase that exhibits the 1/9 magnetization
plateau. Through a comprehensive analysis encompassing the magnetization distribution, spin cor-
relations, chiral order parameter, topological entanglement entropy, ground-state degeneracy, Chern
number and excitation spectrum, we pinpoint the phase associated with this magnetization plateau
as a chiral Z3 topological quantum spin liquid and elucidate its diverse physical properties.

The kagome lattice is an exceptional platform for ex-
ploring novel many-body states [1–55], owing to its dis-
tinctive lattice and electron structures. In particular, the
spin-1/2 kagome antiferromagnet with only the nearest-
neighbor Heisenberg exhange interactions has attracted
significant interest as a promising candidate for realizing
the quantum spin liquid (QSL). Although many theo-
retical studies have suggested that the ground state of
this system is likely a QSL [17–31], there remains a lack
of consensus regarding the precise nature of this QSL
state. On the experimental front, the kagome antiferro-
magnets like herbertsmithite [34–37], Zn-barlowite [38–
42] and YCu3(OH)6+xBr3−x [43, 44] have shown great
promise as QSL materials. Moreover, when subjected to
an external magnetic field, the spin-1/2 kagome antifer-
romagnet can also manifest novel quantum states [45–55],
further highlighting its potential as an ideal platform for
exploring exotic quantum states of matter.

Very recently, it was reported experimentally
that 1/9 magnetization plateaus were observed in
YCu3(OH)6+xBr3−x and YCu3(OD)6+xBr3−x [56–58].
In contrast to the commonly observed 1/3 magnetiza-
tion plateaus characterized by classical spin orders in
other frustrated antiferromagnets with triangular and
honeycomb lattices [59–67], this 1/9 plateau phase is
a magnetically disordered state. This suggests that
the mechanism underlying this phase is fundamen-
tally distinct from the order-by-disorder mechanism
that typically gives rise to the 1/3 magnetization
plateaus. However, experimental consensus on cer-
tain fundamental characteristics of this phase, such
as its gapped or gapless nature, still remains elusive.
Theoretically, despite several numerical studies on the
spin-1/2 kagome antiferromagnetic Heisenberg model
have corroborated the existence of the 1/9 magnetization
plateau [49, 51, 55], its precise nature remains a subject
of debate. The density matrix renormalization group
(DMRG) calculation has proposed that this plateau
phase may correspond to a Z3 spin liquid [49], whereas

the tensor network methods have provided evidence
supporting a VBS interpretation [51, 55]. Given these
divergent perspectives, more comprehensive investiga-
tions employing a variety of methodologies are necessary
to unravel this exotic magnetic phenomenon.

In this letter, we investigate the effect of an external
magnetic field on the kagome antiferromagnetic Heisen-
berg model using the variational Monte Carlo (VMC)
method. Without a field, our results reveal that the
ground state is a Dirac spin liquid (DSL). This DSL is
robust against weak fields, however, as the field increases
beyond a threshold, a new disordered state emerges. This
state has a non-zero chiral order parameter and triples
the primitive cell. Its magnetization directly jumps onto
M/Ms = 1/9 (Ms the saturation magnetization) and re-
mains constant over a wide range of field. In this 1/9
plateau phase, the magnetization distribution is uniform.
The topological entanglement entropy (TEE) is approxi-
mately γ = 1.05, which is very close to ln 3 ≈ 1.1 within
numerical error. Based on the relation γ = lnD ≈ ln 3,
where D is the total quantum dimension, we refer to this
exotic state as a chiral Z3 topological QSL. Moreover,
the ground-state degeneracy (GSD) is 9, implying that
this state has an Abelian topological order (D2 = 9).
We further unveil the characteristic spin excitation spec-
trum of this Z3 QSL, providing key signatures to identify
it directly in experiments.

The kagome antiferromagnetic Heisenberg model in an
external magnetic field is written as

H = J
∑

〈ij〉

Si · Sj −Bz

∑

i

Sz
i , (1)

where 〈ij〉 signifies the sum over nearest-neighbor bonds,
Si represents the spin-1/2 operator at site i (Sz

i its z-
component), J is the exchange interaction, and Bz the
magnitude of the magnetic field.

Following the standard VMC framework, we introduce
a fermionic representation for spin operators [68–71], i.e.
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FIG. 1. Mean-field ansätzes and spinon band structures. The
mean-field ansätze for the DSL (a) and Z3 QSL (b), with flux
pattern represented by shaded areas, arrows, and correspond-
ing values. (c) Complete mean-field spinon band structure for
the DSL. (d) Selected mean-field spinon bands (bands 3 to 7)
for the Z3 QSL, using optimal variational parameters derived
from VMC calculations at Bz/J = 0.5.

Si =
1
2ψ

†
iσψi with ψi = (ci,↑, ci,↓)

T , which adhere to the

local constraint ψ†
iψi = 1. We then decouple the model

(1) into a quadratic mean-field Hamiltonian [72]:

Hmf =
∑

〈ij〉

(tijψ
†
iψj +H.c)−

∑

i

µψ†
iσ

zψi, (2)

where tij represents the spinon hopping and µ is the
chemical potential that is tuned by the magnetic field.
Our analysis of various possible states with spinon pair-
ings reveals that such states are not energetically fa-
vorable [72], so the mean-field Hamiltonian considered
does not include spinon pairing terms. We construct
the variational wave function as |Ψ(p)〉 = PG|GS〉mf

with p = (tij , µ) embodying the variational parame-
ters, PG representing the Gutzwiller projector that im-
poses the strict single-occupation constraint, and |GS〉mf

the ground state of Hmf . The optimization of p is
achieved through the minimization of the energy E(p) =
〈Ψ(p)|H |Ψ(p)〉/〈Ψ(p)|Ψ(p)〉, utilizing the stochastic re-
configuration method [73, 74]. For our main results, we
utilize lattice sizes of N = 16 × 12 × 3 for the DSL and
N = 12 × 12 × 3 for the Z3 QSL and VBS states [72],
respectively, unless specified otherwise.
In the regime of low magnetic fields, our VMC cal-

culations reveal that the ground state is a gapless DSL.
This state is characterized within the framework of mean-
field Hamiltonian (2) by uniform spinon hopping ampli-
tudes, accompanied by an alternating flux pattern of 0
and π through the triangular and hexagonal plaquettes,
as depicted in Fig. 1(a). As illustrated in Fig. 1(c), the
mean-field spinon dispersion exhibits characteristic Dirac
cones. This DSL is consistent with the results obtained
in previous theoretical researches [17, 21, 23, 24, 27]. Ow-
ing to the vanishing zero-energy density of states for the
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FIG. 2. Variational energy E (a), average magnetization
M/Ms (b) and chiral order parameter |χ| (c) as functions
of Bz.

spinons, the magnetic field must reach a threshold to
produce a noticeable magnetization response, as shown
in Fig. 2(b). The false plateau with M/Ms < 0.01 in
Fig. 2(b) is caused by the finite-size effect, it asymptoti-
cally approaches to zero with increasing system size [72].
When the field Bz exceeds 0.35J , the DSL is no longer

energetically favorable, as shown in Fig. 2(a). The iden-
tified phase transition point is in quantitative agreement
with that derived from the previous DMRG and tensor
network methods [49, 51, 55]. However, there was a sig-
nificant divergence in previous studies regarding the na-
ture of the phase after the phase transition, as discussed
above. Our VMC calculations reveal that the ground
state for 0.35 . Bz/J . 0.63 is a Z3 QSL, whose na-
ture will be discussed in detail subsequently. In the pro-
cess to search for the most energetically favored state, we
have carried out a comprehensive examination of a vari-
ety of gauge-inequivalent ansätzes, including the uniform
resonating-valence-bond state, DSL, chiral spin liquid, Z2

QSLs with different spinon pairings, Z3 QSL, and several
VBS states [72]. For the Z3 QSL and VBS states, we ex-
tended the unit cell to encompass nine sites, equivalent
to three primitive cells of the kagome lattice. For the Z3

QSL, the amplitudes of the parameter tij in the mean-
field Hamiltonian (2) and the fluxes within each primitive
cell are uniform, making the 3×1 and

√
3×

√
3 extended

unit cells equivalent. Our calculations utilize the 3 × 1
extended unit cell, which facilitates setting the flux in
each primitive cell to be 2π/3, as depicted in Fig. 1(b).
To optimize the phases of the parameter tij = teiθij , we
incorporate 15 independent θij into our set of variational
parameters for the sake of generality. Given that the VBS
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FIG. 3. (a) Distribution of magnetization Mi/Ms in the
1/9 magnetization plateau phase. The black dashed lines
highlights the unit cell for this phase. The sphere diam-
eters correspond to the magnetization magnitude at each
site. Since the magnetization distribution is almost uniform,
we explicitly provide the minimum and maximum values of
magnetization. The magnetization values along a represen-
tative direction (indicated by the dashed blue line) are also
shown in the inset. (b) Spin-spin correlation functions C(r)
along three representative directions, as indicated by the
dashed lines with corresponding colors in (a). Here, C(r) =
∑

γ∈{x,y,z}〈Ψ|S̃γ
r0
S̃γ
r0+rδi

|Ψ〉 with S̃γ
r = Sγ

r −〈Ψ|Sγ
r |Ψ〉, δi be-

ing the unit vectors of the three directions and r the distance.

states can break the translational and rotational symme-
tries, both the 3× 1 and

√
3×

√
3 extended unit cells are

used for the VBS states.

The ground-state energy curve depicted in Fig. 2(a)
clearly shows two phase transitions: one from DSL to Z3

QSL atBz/J ≈ 0.35, the other from Z3 QSL to a
√
3×

√
3

VBS [72] at Bz/J ≈ 0.63. In Fig. 2(b), the magnetiza-
tion ratio M/Ms of the field-induced Z3 QSL for 0.35 .

Bz/J . 0.63 is observed to stabilize at 1/9. This forms a
robust magnetization plateau, which aligns with the ex-
perimental findings in compounds YCu3(OH)6+xBr3−x

and YCu3(OD)6+xBr3−x [56–58]. From the perspective
of spinons, the first five of the nine available spinon bands
[see Fig. 1(d)] are occupied by spin-up spinons, while
spin-down spinons occupy only the first four, resulting in
a magnetization ratio of M/Ms = 2(N↑ −N↓)/N = 1/9.
We also notice that the

√
3 ×

√
3 VBS for Bz/J > 0.63

exhibits a 1/3 magnetization plateau, consistent with
the experimental observations [56, 57]. Furthermore, we
calculate the chiral order parameter defined as |χ| =
|∑i∈△/▽ Si1 · (Si2 × Si3)|/N△/▽ [75, 76], where the in-

dices 1, 2, and 3 correspond to vertexes (arranged clock-
wise) in an elementary triangle i, and N△/▽ represents
the total number of triangles. As depicted in Fig. 2(c), |χ|
is found to be non-zero and constant throughout the 1/9
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FIG. 4. (a) Entanglement entropy of the 1/9 magnetization
plateau phase as a function of subsystem size. We choose the
shape of the subsystem as a diamond, as indicated by the
shaded area in the inset. The horizontal axis means that the
area of the subsystem is L2 times of primitive cell. The best
fit to S(L) = αL−γ gives γ ∼ 1.05. (b) Distribution of Berry
phase in the Θ1-Θ2 space, which is discretized into a grid of
100 plaquettes. The Berry phase over each small plaquette is
approximately proportional to the Berry curvature. (c) Spin
excitation spectrum for a lattice size of 6× 6× 3. (d) Energy
distribution curves of the spectra at Γ′ and M. The insert
shows the momentum path Γ-M-Γ′-K-Γ used in (c).

plateau phase, while it is zero in the DSL and
√
3 ×

√
3

VBS phases. In the magnetization process, the only
nonzero chirality of this Z3 QSL can be detected experi-
mentally using polarized neutron scattering [77].

We then examine the distribution of magnetization
across the lattice for the 1/9 magnetization plateau
phase. As shown in Fig. 3(a), the magnetization M/Ms

at each site is very close to 1/9. Such uniformity is in
stark contrast to the behavior seen in the magnetization
plateau phases of other frustrated antiferromagnets [59–
67], which typically exhibit a non-uniform magnetization
within their expanded unit cells. On the other hand,
though the magnetic moment distribution superficially
resembles that of conventional ferromagnetic states, the
underlying spin-spin correlations are profoundly differ-
ent. As depicted in Fig. 3(b), the equal-time spatial
spin-spin correlation function C(r) in this phase exhibits
a rapid decay to zero with the distance between pairs
of sites. This behavior differs essentially from the long-
range correlations of ferromagnetic order, where spins at
infinitely separated distances remain perfectly correlated.
The presence of such short-range spin-spin correlations is
a distinguishing characteristic of a QSL.

Our subsequent analysis focuses on the topological
properties of the 1/9 magnetization plateau phase. An
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TABLE I. Eigenvalues of the 9 × 9 overlap matrix with the
elements Oαβ;α′β′ = 〈Ψα,β|Ψα′,β′〉 for the Z3 QSL, calculated
with lattice size N = 12× 12× 3 = 432.

ε1 ε2 ε3 ε4 ε5 ε6 ε7 ε8 ε9

3.547 0.916 0.901 0.875 0.837 0.825 0.809 0.146 0.144

important quantity for characterizing topological prop-
erties is the TEE [78–83]. To obtain the TEE, we parti-
tion the system into two subsystems A and B, and calcu-
late the Renyi entropy Sn = (1−n)−1 log[Tr(ρnA)], where
ρA = TrB|Ψ〉〈Ψ| and |Ψ〉 is the ground-state wave func-
tion [72, 83]. For a short-ranged Hamiltonian, the entan-
glement entropy is predicted to follow S(L) = αL − γ,
with L representing the boundary length of a contractible
patch with codimension-1 boundary. The coefficient α is
n-dependent, while γ, the TEE, is independent of n. We
focus on the Renyi entropy with index n = 2, which is
more feasibly to compute with our VMC method [72, 83].
Moreover, this TEE can reflect the total quantum dimen-
sion D of the topological order, i.e., γ = lnD. To extract
the TEE, we calculate the entropy S2 for varying sizes
of the shaded region and apply a linear extrapolation to
L → 0 in order to eliminate the area-law-associated αL
term. As shown in Fig. 4(a), the TEE of the 1/9 mag-
netization plateau phase is γ ≈ 1.05 ≈ ln 3, suggesting
that the total quantum dimension D should be 3. There-
fore, we can infer that this disordered phase with 1/9
magnetization is a Z3 QSL.

The nontrivial topological nature of this chiral Z3 QSL
can be further characterized by its GSD [84–86]. We
have constructed 9 projected ground states by applying
different boundary conditions to the mean-field Hamilto-
nian Hmf , each corresponding to varying magnetic fluxes
threading the two hole of the torus lattice [72]. These
states are denoted as |Ψα,β〉 = PG|GSα,β〉mf , where
the fluxes α and β take on the values of 2nπ/3 with
n ∈ {0, 1, 2}. The ground-state degeneracy aligns with
the linear independence of these 9 variational wave func-
tions. To elucidate this degeneracy, we computed the
overlaps between each pair of the nine states, assembling
an overlap matrix [72, 87, 88]. Analysis of this matrix
revealed that all nine of its eigenvalues are nonzero, con-
firming that the GSD is ng = 9, as summarized in Ta-
ble I. Given that the total quantum dimension is D2 = 9,
it shows that this chiral Z3 QSL manifests an Abelian
topological order, satisfying the relation D2 = ng.

Moreover, unlike other chiral spin liquids [87–89], the
chiral Z3 QSL discussed here has a topological Chern
number of zero. As shown in Fig. 1(d), the mean-
field spinon dispersion exhibits gaps between any two
bands, thereby the Chern number of each band is well-
defined (see Table II). From the perspective of spinons,
the Chern number arising from the spin-up spinons is
C↑ =

∑5
i=1 Ci = −1 for the magnetization ratioM/Ms =

TABLE II. Chern numbers C of the mean-field spinon bands
for the Z3 QSL.

Index 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

C 1 -2 1 1 -2 4 -2 -2 1

1/9, while the spin-down spinons yield a Chern number

C↓ =
∑4

i=1 Ci = 1. Thus, the total Chern number is
zero, but the spin Chern number Cs = (C↑ − C↓)/2 is
nonzero, which is similar to that of quantum spin Hall
states [90]. To verify the zero Chern number beyond
the mean-field level, we construct the projective many-
body wave functions with twisted boundary condition:
ci+Lj ,↑ = ci,↑e

iΘj and ci+Lj ,↓ = ci,↓e
−iΘj , with j = 1, 2

indicating the two primitive lattice vector directions, Lj

the lattice size along the j direction and Θj ∈ [0, 2π] the
twisted boundary phase. The Chern number is calculated
by integrating the Berry curvature F(Θ1,Θ2) [72, 87, 91]:

C = 1
2π

∫ 2π

0
dΘ1

∫ 2π

0
dΘ2F(Θ1,Θ2). As depicted in

Fig. 4(b), the Berry curvature has both positive and neg-
ative values, resulting in a net Chern number of zero.
This zero Chern number also implies a zero chiral cen-
tral charge [92]. Considering its long-range entanglement
and the GSD of ng = 9, we can identify this Z3 QSL as
a topologically ordered phase with a rank 9 topological
order, denoted as 9B0 in Ref. 92. Moreover, the non-zero
chirality of this Z3 QSL is also consistent with the exis-
tence of two 9B0 states that break time-reversal symmetry
and are mutual time-reversed states.
Finally, we discuss how to experimentally identify the

Z3 QSL by measuring the spin excitation spectrum. Fig-
ure 4(c) shows the longitudinal dynamic structure factor
D(q, ω) [72] calculated using the VMC method [29, 93,
94]. The excitation spectrum is gapped and manifests
as a broad continuum, originating from the fractionaliza-
tion of the S = 1 spin excitations. A notable feature is
the enhanced periodicity of its lower edge, as evidenced
by the presence of multiple minima with the same en-
ergy in the first BZ. This is related to the translation
symmetry fractionalization [95, 96], and the unique frac-
tionalization characteristics of the Z3 QSL can be used to
distinguish it from other QSL states [29, 94]. Addition-
ally, the ω-dependence of the spectra at specific momenta
can also serve as a basis for experimental identification
of the Z3 QSL. As shown in Fig. 4(d), the spectra at Γ′

and M exhibit several characteristic peaks, and they dif-
fer significantly from the spectra of other QSL states in
the kagome system [29, 94].
In summary, motivated by experimental observations

of the 1/9 magnetization plateaus in YCu3(OH)6+xBr3−x

and YCu3(OD)6+xBr3−x, we utilize the VMC method
to investigate the magnetization of the antiferromagnetic
Heisenberg model on the kagome lattice, with a particu-
lar emphasis on elucidating the nature of the 1/9 mag-
netization plateau. By increasing the magnetic field, we
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observe a field-induced magnetically disordered phase ex-
hibiting a 1/9 magnetization plateau. Detailed investi-
gations of the magnetization pattern, spin correlations,
chiral order parameter, and topological entanglement en-
tropy have led us to identify this 1/9 magnetization
plateau phase as a chiral Z3 topological QSL. We also
highlight key features in the spin excitation spectrum
that can be used for the experimental identification of
this Z3 QSL. It should be noted, however, that our model
does not include disorder effects, which are unavoidable
in real materials. The influence of disorder effects on the
magnetization plateau phase is also an important issue
that warrants further study.
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kagomé antiferromagnet, Phys. Rev. B 47, 5459 (1993).

[2] M. B. Hastings, Dirac structure, rvb, and gold-
stone modes in the kagomé antiferromagnet,
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ture of chiral spin liquids on the kagome lattice,
Phys. Rev. B 92, 125122 (2015).

[77] W. Schweika, M. Valldor, J. D. Reim, and U. K.
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S1. MEAN-FIELD DECOUPLING

The antiferromagnetic (AFM) Heisenberg spin model
we consider in the main text can be rewritten by
fermionic doublet representation as the following,

Si · Sj = −1

4
(TijT

†
ij + PijP

†
ij) + const, (S1)

where Tij = ψ†
iψj (Pij = ψ†

i ψ̄j) is the singlet hopping

(pairing) term with ψ = (c↑, c↓)
T , ψ̄ = (c†↓,−c

†
↑). Be-

cause of the SU(2) gauge structure of this fermionic rep-
resentation, it is necessary to implement Lagrangian mul-
tipliers λ to constraint condition, namely enforcing gen-
erators of SU(2) gauge groupΛi = 0 to return to the sub-
space of real physical state in the mean-field theory [1].
Their expression with fermionic doublet representation
as following,

Λx
i = −1

4
(ψ†

i ψ̄i + ψ̄†
iψi),

Λy
i = − i

4
(ψ†

i ψ̄i − ψ̄†
iψi),

Λz
i =

1

2
(1− ψ†

iψi).

(S2)

One can notice that the λz term is just equivalent to
the local particle number constraint while the λx and λy
terms compose into the on-site pairing constraint that is
the deduction of the former one [2].
When the external magnetic field Bz is turned on, the

model still preserves the U(1) spin rotational symmetry
around the spin-z direction. Namely, the Sz is always
conserved, consequently the role of the field is to tune the
chemical potential. Therefore, we can decouple spin in-
teractions into noninteracting quadratic structure to ob-
tain the following full mean filed Hamiltonian (we omit
an irrelevant constant)

Hmf =
∑

i,j

(tijψ
†
iψj +∆ijψ

†
i ψ̄j +H.c.)

+
∑

i

λ ·Λi − µψ†
i σzψi,

(S3)

where tij (∆ij) is the spinon hopping (pairing) pa-
rameter, and µ is the chemical potential tuned by the
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field. Therefore, all the variational parameters are p =
(tij ,∆ij ,∆

t
ij ,λ, µ). Obviously, there must be various

gauge non-equivalent ansätzs in Eq. (S3) with so plenty
of variational parameters. We selectively consider some
of them according to the projective symmetry group [2–4]
(PSG) as shown below.

S2. DETAILS OF VARIOUS ANSÄTZES

uRVB.—The uniform RVB state is considered because
it is easiest to construct, i.e., all the first nearest-neighbor
(NN) hopping terms tij = 1.0 and the rest are vanishing.

DSL.—Now let’s consider one of the most competitive
candidate ground states in the AFM J1 Heisenberg model
on kagome lattice when the field is absent, Dirac spin
liquid (DSL). In this DSL, if we only consider the first
nearest-neighbor (NN) hopping ones, there are zero (π)
fluxes through triangles (hexagons), respectively. From
PSG analysis [3, 4], the second singlet hopping terms can
also exist in principle while the third NN terms in this
state are forbidden by PSG so that we rationally abandon
them. However, we find the second hopping term almost
disappears according to the VMC calculations.

Chiral QSL.—The chiral spin liquid (CSL) is the topo-
logical order with the θ (π− 2θ) fluxes through triangles
(hexagons). Actually, the above DSL is a particular case
of this CSL for θ = 0. This state, supporting the semionic
excitation, is the lattice version of the ν = 1/2 Kalmeyar-
Laughlin state and could be stabilized by the third NN
AFM Heisenberg J3 and three-spin chiral interaction [5].
Z2 QSL with spinon pairing.—For this kind of QSLs,

their invariant gauge group (IGG) is Z2. According to
PSG [3], a so-called Z2[0, π]β state is found, where [0, π]
just means the flux pattern is the same as the DSL.
In fact, this Z2 QSL is an adjoining phase of the DSL
with the second NN spinon-pairing instability because
the PSG of the two states are the same [4]. However,
this gapped state is not energetically favored for AFM
Heisenberg model [6]. By our calculation, we also find
the optimal pairing term is almost zero (as we know,
the pairing parameters are never exactly equal to zero
in the variational process), i.e., this state degenerates
into the DSL, which is consistent with the result in the
Ref. [6]. Even though it is claimed that the d+ id-wave
(p + ip-wave) spinon pairing is gauge equivalent to the
s-wave (f -wave) one [4], we nonetheless consider all of
them without loss of generality. Their pairing pattern
is shown in Fig. S1(a). The hopping terms for those of
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FIG. S1. (a) is the illustration of the pairing pattern for each

hexagon on kagome lattice. In detail, ∆n = ∆eiLnπ/3, where
L = {0, 1, 2, 3} are the angular momenta for the s-, p + ip-,
d + id- and f -wave spinon pairings, respectively, and π/3 is
the azimuth angle of the first NN bonds. (b) is the hopping
pattern of the David-star-type VBS state, t1 is the hopping
term on the twelve red bonds on the boundary of David star
while t2 is the one on the six blue bonds on the hexagon.

DSL and Z3 QSL are adopted. However, all the paired
states are not energetically favored by our calculation,
i.e., the optimal amplitude of spinon pairing is always
close to zero. Therefore, in the main text, the mean-filed
Hamiltonian includes no pairing term ∆ij and λ.
David-star-type VBS state.—As shown in Fig. S1(b),

we construct the David-star-type VBS state [7], whose

unit-cell size is
√
3 ×

√
3, as a possible instability of

DSL. When the |t1| 6= |t2|, this situation gives the achiral
masses. However, this situation increases the variational
energy [8]. Moreover, in our numerical analysis, we in-
clude the ratio δ = |t1/t2| in the variational parameter.
We find that the optimal δ is almost 1, i.e., this VBS
state is not energetically favored.
Z3 QSL.—Its ansätz is elaborated in the main text.

This exotic state triples the primitive cell with 18 differ-
ent hopping terms tij = eiθij (we fix the amplitude of tij
to 1). The number of independent θijs is 15 because of
a 2π/3 flux through each primitive cell in the unit cell.
To capture possible VBS state [9] as an instability of this
Z3 QSL at 1/9 magnetization plateau, we further include
the 17 independent amplitudes (we can fix a amplitude
to 1 as the reference in variational process) of hopping
term in variational parameters and adopt the previously
optimized phases θijs in the case of uniform amplitudes.
However, by our calculation, we do not observe the pos-
sible VBS state, i.e., all the amplitudes are almost equal
to 1 at this 1/9 plateau, as shown in Fig. S2.
VBS state based on the Z3 QSL.—With the increase of

the magnetization, we repeat the above variational cal-
culation to search the possible VBS states with 9 kinds
of sublattices as an instability of the Z3 QSL. To cap-
ture as much accurate information of this VBS state as
possible, we iterate the above variational calculations.
In detail, we apply the optimal amplitudes obtained in
the previous iteration to optimize the phases, then, ap-
ply this optimal phases to optimize the amplitudes in
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FIG. S2. (a) and (b) are the amplitudes of hopping terms as a
function of SR iterations in VMC for the lattice sizes 12×9×3
and 12 × 12 × 3 at 1/9 magnetization plateau, respectively.
The black dashed line means the t1 = 1.0 as the reference and
the remaining initial amplitudes are far from uniform. And
the insert illustrates the distribution of 18 hopping terms.

the next iteration. The reason why we do this is be-
cause the number of variational parameters is so large.
Besides, to further stabilize this numerical calculation,
we reweight the last two optimal amplitudes (phases)
to obtain a new one as the inputs in the current iter-
ation to optimize phases (amplitudes). Specifically, in
the nth iteration to optimize amplitudes, the new phases
are θij,new = ρθij,n−2 + (1 − ρ)θij,n−1, where ρ = 0.3 we
adopt is weight factor. After several iterations for differ-
ent lattice sizes, we find the optimal phases almost retain
unchanged, so we can regard the amplitudes and phases
as independent of each other. Interestingly, we do find
a possible VBS instability when M/Ms > 1/9, as shown
in Fig. S3 and listed in Table. S1 and S2. However, after
recovering the contribution of magnetic field, this kind of
VBS is not energetically favored when Bz/J & 0.63 but
the following VBS state is dominant.√

3×
√
3 VBS state stabilized in the 1/3 magnetization

plateau phase.—This VBS state is the one in the 1/3
magnetization plateau mentioned in the main text when
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FIG. S3. Non-uniform amplitudes of hopping terms as a func-
tion of SR iterations in VMC for the lattice size 12 × 9 × 3
when the M/Ms = 44/324 > 1/9. And the distribution of
hopping terms is the same as the insert of Fig. S2.

Bz/J & 0.63. Its optimal variational parameters tij are
shown in Fig. S4.
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FIG. S4. The blue dashed line means the unit cell of the√
3 ×

√
3 VBS state. The flux pattern is the same as Z3

QSL, namely, the flux through each primitive cell is 2π/3 and
parameterized to each NN bond carefully. The amplitudes
of the 18 variational hopping parameters in the VMC are
labeled by red numbers. The optimal variational amplitudes
obtained by the VMC method in a 12 × 12 × 3 system are:
t1 = 1.073, t2 = 1.059, t3 = 1.027, t4 = 1.075, t5 = 1.070, t6 =
1.016, t7 = 0.909, t8 = 1.026, t9 = 1.014, t10 = 0.939, t11 =
1.022, t12 = 1.027, t13 = −0.011, t14 = 1.012, t15 = −0.005,
t16 = −0.006, t17 = 1.000, t18 = 0.929. Here, we fix t17 =
1.000 as the reference for all the other amplitudes. Besides,
the reason of the minus sign of t13,15,16 ∼ 0 is because we
allow the amplitudes are negative numbers in our variational
calculations.

Finally, based on the above ansätzes, we can construct
the trial wave function by applying the Gutzwiller projec-
tor to the ground state of the various different mean-field
Hamiltonian (S3), |Ψ〉 = PG|GSmf〉.

TABLE S1. Variational energy per site omitted the contri-
bution from magnetic field as a function of magnetization for
the lattice size 12 × 12 × 3. The second (third) row labeled
by E1(2) is the energy of the Z3 QSL (the VBS state based on

the Z3 QSL) and the fourth one is that of
√
3×

√
3 VBS state

stabilized in the 1/3 magnetization plateau phase. The error
bars for all the energies are almost ∼ 10−5, and the symbol
“\” means we do not calculate the corresponding energy since
the phase transition has happened.

M/Ms 1/9 50/432 56/432 60/432 64/432 1/3
E1 -0.41178 -0.41003 -0.40459 -0.40077 -0.39680 \
E2 -0.41178 \ -0.40459 -0.40086 -0.39687 -0.33784
E3 \ \ -0.40455 -0.40058 -0.39658 -0.34106

TABLE S2. Variational energy per site omitted the contri-
bution from magnetic field as a function of magnetization for
the lattice size 12 × 9 × 3. The second (third) row labeled
by E1(2) the energy of the VBS state based on the Z3 QSL

(
√
3×

√
3 VBS state). The error bars for all the energies are

almost ∼ 10−5.

M/Ms 48/324 60/324 84/324 96/324 1/3
E1 -0.39698 -0.38213 -0.35837 -0.34813 -0.33787
E2 -0.39688 -0.38200 -0.35791 -0.34757 -0.34103

S3. MAGNETIZATION IN VMC

A. States without spinon pairing

For these states without spinon pairing, the parameters
λx,y are not considered any more. For a system with 2N
sites, the form of projective state can be expanded by the
real-space configuration |x〉 as follows,

|Ψ〉 =
∑

x

〈x|Ψ〉|x〉, 〈x|Ψ〉 = det(A), (S4)

A is a 2N × 2N matrix with the elements Aij =

〈0|ci,σi
φ†j |0〉, where φj is the jth eigenvector of the mean-

field Hamiltonian. When Bz = 0, these states with only
singlet hopping terms (up spinon and down spinon are
not coupled to each other) should preserve Sz = 0, i.e.,
N↑ = N↓ = N . Thus, det(A) = det(A↑) det(A↓), where
A↑(↓) is an N↑(↓) × N↑(↓) matrix related to the spin-up
(spin-down) spinon mean-field Hamiltonian. When a fi-
nite field Bz is turned on, the filling of spinons with op-
posite spins is tuned through the parameter µ at the
mean-field level. In practical calculation for a finite sys-
tem, we sweep all the sectors of total Sz = (N↑−N↓) one
by one and compare their variational energies to obtain
the optimal Sz, corresponding to the magnetization for
a finite field.

B. States with spinon-singlet pairing

For the states with spinon-singlet pairing as described
in Sec. S1, the general ground state is the BCS-type wave
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function, |GSmf〉 =
∏

ij,σiσj
(1+aiσi,jσj

c†iσi
c†jσj

)|0〉. For a
system with 2N sites (to which the subsequent discussion
is primarily dedicated, unless specified otherwise), the
projective state is rewritten as follows,

|Ψ〉 =
∑

x

〈x|Ψ〉|x〉, 〈x|Ψ〉 = Pf(R), (S5)

where R is a 2N × 2N skew-symmetry matrix with el-
ements Rij = aiσi,jσj

. In our work, the spinon pairing
is only singlet, so the form of |GSmf〉 can be reduced by
σi = σ̄j . Meanwhile, the R matrix is also reduced as
follows,

R =

(
0 B

−BT 0

)
, (S6)

and the element of N×N matrix B is Bij = ai↑,j↓. Then,
one can notice that Pf(R) = det(B). Finally, this kind of
projective ground state in our work is composed of the su-
perposition of various spinon-singlet configurations, i.e.,
RVB state with total Sz = 0.
The finite magnetization must happen when the field

is large enough. It results in total Sz = (N↑−N↓)/2 > 0.
In this case, for arbitrary configuration, it is impossible
to construct N pairs of spinon singlets. This means that
the original det(B) is no longer valid. Now, for a certain
total Sz > 0, N↑ − N↓ = Nδ > 0, Nδ is the number of
the unpaired spin-up spinons, while N↓ that of the sin-
glets. In addition, there is no freedom to select which Nδ

spin-up spinons remain unpaired, so all possible scenar-
ios should be considered. Thus, the new inner production
〈x|Ψ〉 should be expressed as follows,

〈x|Ψ〉 =
∑

i

det(Ai) det(Bi), (S7)

where the matrices Ai and Bi, representing the inner
products of the unpaired and paired spinon sectors, are
of dimensions Nδ × Nδ and N↓ × N↓, respectively. The
index i denotes the various possible configurations spec-
ifying which Nδ spin-up spinons are unpaired, with the
remainder forming pairs. The elements of Ai (Bi) are
similar to those of Eq. S4 (S5). In fact, according to
the property of the determinant in linear algebra, the
superposition of all possible det(Ai) det(Bi) is just a de-

terminant of an expanded matrix, det(B̃) = 〈x|Ψ〉, which
is composed of two matrices as follows,

B̃ = (A′, B′), (S8)

where A′ (B′) is an N↑ × Nδ (N↑ × N↓) matrix. Now
let’s elaborate these two matrices. For a mean-field
Hamiltonian Ht without sipnon pairing, there must be
2N eigenvalues En and the corresponding eigenvectors
φn, and we put them in order, E1 < E2 < . . . <
En. The ground state should be firstly filled by the
first Nδ quasi-particles with the lowest energy. We can
pack the corresponding Nδ eigenvectors into a matrix,
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FIG. S5. Illustration of the finite-size effect for the average
magnetization per site of the DSL when the field Bz is small.

U = (φ1, . . . , φNδ
). Assuming a real-space configuration

|x〉 = c†r1↑ . . . c
†
rN↑

↑c
†
rN↑+1↓

. . . c†rN↓|0〉, the concrete forms

of A′ are as follows,

A′ =



Ur1,1 . . . Ur1,Nδ

...
. . .

...
UrN↑

,1 . . . UrN↑
,Nδ


 . (S9)

When the spinon pairing term H∆ is included, the ele-
ments of matrix B′ should be as follws,

B′ =



ar1,↑,rN↑+1,↓

. . . ar1,↑,rN,↓

...
. . .

...
arN↑

,rN↑+1,↓
. . . arN↑

,rN,↓


 . (S10)

It should be noted that we omit all the irrelevant fac-
tors in the forms of projective states.

S4. FINITE-SIZE EFFECT

For the VMC technique, the finite-size effect always
needs to be considered. In this work, the average mag-
netization is very sensitive to lattice size. To elaborate
this, we study the M/Ms of DSL when the magnetic
field Bz < 0.35 with different lattice sizes N , as shown
in Fig. S5. It is hard to capture the relatively continu-
ous magnetization for all the sizes we consider. But, this
situation for finite-size system is correct because we have
to tune the total Sz one by one and the magnetization
is always discrete. Besides, as described in main text, a
low false magnetization 4/N plateau always exists for the
gapless DSL. And it must be close to zero with increase
of the system size.
Now, we explain the reason why we always choose

L1 = 2n and L2 = 4n. It is because the two Dirac cones
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FIG. S6. Dispersion of the DSL along with the direction from
k = b1/2 to k = b1/2 + b2 in first BZ. The top flat band
is doubly degenerate and the rest bands are non-degenerate.
The blue dashed line means the Fermi level. We note we omit
the b1/2 in the x-axis label for simplicity.
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FIG. S7. Variational energy per site of the DSL when the
average magnetization M/Ms = 0 for different lattice sizes.

in first Brillouin zone (BZ) appear at k1 = b1/2 + b2/4
and k2 = b1/2 + 3b2/4 (see Fig. S6), where b1(2) are
the reciprocal bases for the lattice bases a1 = (2, 0) and

a2 = (1/2,
√
3/2). In Ref. [8], the variational energy per

site E = 0.42866(2) for the lattice size 8× 8× 3 with the
periodic-antiperiodic (P-A) boundary condition (BC).
And our calculation indicates E = 0.42868 ± 0.00003
(E = 0.42724± 0.00003) for P-A (periodic-periodic (P-
P)) BC with 4×105 samples for the averages, one sample
after 240 update with sufficient statistical independent.
In fact, the Dirac cones are avoided by the P-A BC.
Therefore, it suggest that the variational energy is sensi-
tive to the BC for this kind of size with L2 = 4n. But,
to capture the physics of Dirac cones as much as pos-
sible, we calculate the variational energy per site with
L2 = 4n and P-P BC for larger sizes, as shown in the
Fig. S7. Along with the increase of size, the variational
energy E is convergent and close to 0.4286. Even for size
16 × 12 × 3, the E is slightly higher than those of the
larger sizes, the tendency of magnetization is similar to
that of the size 24× 12× 3. Therefore, we adopt the size
16× 12× 3 for the main results of DSL in main text.
For the gapped Z3 QSL, the variational process be-

comes highly time-consuming when dealing with very
large lattice sizes due to the presence of 15 variational
parameters. To examine the finite size effects, we have

12 × 6 × 3 12 × 9 × 3 12 × 12 × 3 18 × 12 × 3
�	
�

−0.4120

−0.4115

−0.4110

�

���s��������

FIG. S8. Illustration of the finite-size effect for the variational
energy per site of the Z3 QSL when the average magnetization
M/Ms = 1/9. And we omit the energy from the field because
it is a constant for fixed average magnetization. For the size
18 × 12 × 3, we adopt the optimal parameters from those of
size 12× 12× 3.

performed the VMC calculations on four different lattice
sizes: 12× 6× 3, 12× 9× 3, 12× 12× 3 and 18× 12× 3.
The variational energies per site at average magnetiza-
tion 1/9 plateau are shown in Fig. S8. We find that the
energy differences among the lattices with sizes 12×9×3,
12×12×3 and 18×12×3 are already very small. There-
fore, we adopt the size 12×12×3 for presenting the main
results of the Z3 QSL in the main text.
Additionally, for the Z3 QSL, the 3 × 1 and

√
3 ×

√
3

extended unit cells are equivalent. As demonstrated in
Table S3, the variational energies calculated using these
two extended unit cells are equal within the margin of
error.

TABLE S3. Variational energy per site omitted the contribu-
tion from magnetic field as a function of lattice size for the Z3

QSL. The second (third) row labeled by E1(2) represents the

energy of the Z3 QSL with the 3×1 (
√
3×

√
3) unit-cell shape.

The error bars for all energy values are almost ∼ 8 ∗ 10−6.

Size 12× 6× 3 12× 9× 3 12× 12× 3
E1 -0.411520 -0.411776 -0.411781
E2 -0.411506 -0.411715 -0.411776

S5. CHERN NUMBER

A nonzero Chern number is one of the fundamental
topological quantities to characterize a topological phase
of matter. Here we won’t go into details about the con-
cepts of Berry connection, Berry phase and Chern num-
ber with formal analytical expression. We just introduce
the numerical calculation of the Chern number of the
filled bands.

A. Mean-field level

We derive the mean field Hamiltonian using optimized
variational parameters from the VMC method, and sub-
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FIG. S9. Sublattice indices for the Z3 QSL. The 9 sites
marked in different colors mean 9 different sublattices.

sequently transform it into the momentum space to ob-
tain its Bloch form H(k). This form is periodic along the
directions defined by the reciprocal lattice vectors b1,2,
satisfying H(k) = H(k + n1b1 + n2b2) for any integers
n1,2. This Fourier transformation must be handled with
care and caution. To be specific, it usually needs another
gauge transformation, ck −→ cke

ik·δ, such as

c1k → c1k, c2k → c2ke
ik·δ1 , c3k → c3ke

−ik·5δ2 ,

c4k → c4ke
ik·2δ2 , c5k → c5ke

ik·(δ1+2δ1), c6k → c6ke
ik·3δ2 ,

c7k → c7ke
ik·4δ2 , c8k → c8ke

ik·(δ1+4δ1), c9k → c9ke
−ik·δ2 ,
(S11)

where δ1 = a2/2 and δ2 = a1/6. Here, a1 = (3, 0)

and a2 = (−1/2,
√
3/2) are the primitive vector. The

sublattice indices are shown in Fig. S9
For a lattice with finite size, the Brillouin zone is filled

with discrete k points. We define intervals of k points in
two directions of reciprocal primitive vectors,

ui =
li
Ni

bi, (i = 1, 2; Ni/li ∈ N
∗). (S12)

In our simulation, we take li = 1 to guarantee the highest
numerical precision. We also note larger intervals are
also allowed as long as the result is convergence. We
assume that the eigenstate |n(k)〉 of H(k) is also period
in Brillouin zone as the same as H(k). We can define the
U(1) quantity for a certain k as following,

η(k)ui
≡ 〈n(k)|n(k + ui)〉

|〈n(k)|n(k + ui)〉|
. (S13)

η(k)ui
is well defined as long as above denominator is

nonzero. Then, we can define another variable about
phase in a loop with η(k)ui

,

θ(k) =
1

i
ln
(
η(k)u1

η(k + u1)u2
η(k + u2)

†
u1
η(k)†u2

)
,

− π < θ(k) ≤ π.
(S14)

Finally, we define the Chern number which is associated
to nth band,

Cn ≡ 1

2π

∑

k∈BZ

θ(k), (S15)

as shown in main text.
As a consequence of non-trivial Chern number of the

exotic Z3 QSL at the mean-field level, we can observe
that the chiral edge states emerge in the gaps for both
spin-up and spin-down spinons, as shown in Fig. S10.

k
1
/p

FIG. S10. Spinon dispersions (bands 3 to 6) of Z3 QSL
with open boundary condition along the direction of a2 =
(−1/2,

√
3/2) as shown in Fig. S9.

B. Monte Carlo technique

First, we need to construct the projective many-body
wave function with a spin-dependent twisted boundary
condition: ci+Lj ,↑ = ci,↑e

iΘj and ci+Lj ,↓ = ci,↓e
−iΘj ,

where j ∈ {1, 2}, Lj = L = 12 and Θj ∈ [0, 2π] are the
twisted boundary phases. Here, j indicates the directions
of the two primitive lattice vectors, as shown in Fig. S9.
For numerical calculation, it is hard to capture Berry
curvature directly. Therefore, we discretize the space of
the phases into a grid consisting of small plaquettes. In
our calculations, we adopt NP = 10 × 10 = 100. The
Berry phase of each plaquette P is given by

BPP = Im{ln(〈Ψ1|Ψ2〉〈Ψ2|Ψ3〉〈Ψ3|Ψ4〉〈Ψ4|Ψ1〉)},
(S16)

where |Ψ1,2,3,4〉 are the normalized projective many-body
function on the four corners of the plaquette P . The
overlaps can be calculated by standard Monte Carlo tech-

nique, 〈Ψi|Ψj〉 =
∑

x ρ(x)
〈x|Ψj〉
〈x|Ψi〉

, where ρ(x) = |〈x|Ψi〉|2
is the sampling weight. Finally, we can calculate the
Chern number by summing the Berry phase of each pla-
quettes, C = 1

2π

∑
P BPP .

S6. TOPOLOGICAL ENTANGLEMENT

ENTROPY

An important quantity to characterize the topological
order is the topological entanglement entropy (TEE) [10,
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FIG. S11. The left panel is a schematic diagram of bipartition
on a kagome system and the right one is the corresponding
torus. And this bipartition is trivial because the boundaries
are contractile.

11]. We divide a system into two parts, as shown in Fig.
S11. The von Neumann entanglement entropy of P1 for
an arbitrary system can be represented as follows,

S(L) = αL− γ, (S17)

where the coefficient α is not universal and depends on
the details of the Hamiltonian, L is the 1-codimensional
area of the boundary of P1 and γ is just the univer-
sal TEE. Besides, there is another quantity, topological
quantum dimension Dq, related to TEE. For instance,
for a gapped Z2 QSL, γ = ln 2 = lnDq [12]. Namely, we
can obtain the quantum dimension of a topological order
by its TEE.
Numerical calculation of TEE from the von Neumann

entanglement entropy in the VMC method is difficult, so
we focus on the Renyi entropy instead of the former one.
The Renyi entropy is defined as [13]

Sn =
1

1− n
ln [Tr (ρn1 )] , (S18)

where ρ1 is the reduced density matrix by tracing out
the subsystem P2, i.e., ρ1 = Tr2|Ψ〉〈Ψ|, |Ψ〉 is a nor-
malized wave function of the system. In this paper,
we just focus on the Renyi entropy with index n = 2,
S2 = − ln

[
Tr

(
ρ21
)]

= αL− γ. We note that the α in the
area term is non-universal and n-dependent but the TEE
γ is universal. In the VMC calculations, we use a swap
operator X [14] defined as

X |α1〉
⊗

|α2〉 = |β1〉
⊗

|β2〉, (S19)

where |α1〉 = |a〉|b〉, |α2〉 = |m〉|n〉, |β1〉 = |m〉|b〉 and
|β2〉 = |a〉|n〉. Here, |a〉 and |m〉 are in P1, while |b〉
and |n〉 are in P2. We can rewrite S2 in terms of the
expectation value of X with respect to the wave function
|Ψ〉⊗ |Ψ〉, S2 = − ln〈X〉. We can empirically predict it
is a complex number in practical calculation if the |Ψ〉 is
complex. Consequently, we can divide this expectation
into two parts, 〈X〉 = 〈Xmod〉〈Xphase〉, which can be
individually calculated by Monte Carlo (MC) method.
In our VMC calculations, the two key expectation values
are given by

〈Xmod〉 =
∑

α1,α2

ρα1
ρα2

|f(α1, α2)| , (S20)

〈Xphase〉 =
∑

α1,α2

ρ̃α1,α2
eiθ(α1,α2), (S21)

ραi
=

|〈αi|Ψ〉|2
〈Ψ|Ψ〉 , f(α1, α2) =

〈β1|Ψ〉〈β2|Ψ〉
〈α1|Ψ〉〈α2|Ψ〉 , (S22)

ρ̃α1,α2
=

|〈α1|Ψ〉〈α2|Ψ〉|2 |f(α1, α2)|∑
α1,α2

|〈α1|Ψ〉〈α2|Ψ〉|2 |f(α1, α2)|
, (S23)

eiθ(α1,α2) =
f(α1, α2)

|f(α1, α2)|
. (S24)

It should be noted that ρ̃α1,α2
is a joint probability dis-

tribution related to the detail of plaquette P1. In the
main text, to confirm the quantum dimension of the state
at 1/9 magnetization plateau, we choose the multiple of
primitive cell of kagome lattice, i.e., rhombus, as the con-
tractile plaquette P1 to calculate the entanglement en-
tropy.

S7. GROUND-STATE DEGENERACY

The total quantum dimension Dq, as mentioned above,

is defined asDq =
√∑

i d
2
i with di is the quantum dimen-

sion of the ith topological excitation. For the Abelian
topological phase, the ground-state degeneracy (GSD)
satisfies GSD = D2

q . As a canonical example, the toric-
code model [15] supports an Abelian topological phase
with four kinds of Abelian (i.e., di = 1) topological
exitations(1, e,m, f), and GSD = 4.
The topological order of a gapped QSL can be char-

acterized by its GSD when one compacts the lattice to
a torus: in the thermodynamic limit, there is no energy
cost when a Z2 π flux is inserted in any hole of the torus.
In the mean field theory, this procedure is equivalent to
changing the boundary conditions of Hmf from period to
anti-period. For a 2D system, in general, we can always
construct four state |φ±,±〉mf , where the + (-) subscript
means the period (anti-period) boundary condition along
the directions of two lattice basis vectors. To extend the
analysis to the case of Z3 QSL, we can attempt to con-
struct 9 states based on Hmf , analogous to the approach
for the Z2 QSL, despite we do not know the Abelian or
non-Abelian nature of this Z3 QSL. To be specific, the 9
states are |φα,β〉mf with α(β) = {0, 2π/3, 4π/3}, where α
(β) means the extra phase when the hoppings cross the
boundary along the lattice basis a1 (a2) as follows,

|1〉 = |φ0,0〉mf , |2〉 = |φ0,2π/3〉mf , |3〉 = |φ0,4π/3〉mf ,

|4〉 = |φ2π/3,0〉mf , |5〉 = |φ2π/3,2π/3〉mf , |6〉 = |φ2π/3,4π/3〉mf ,

|7〉 = |φ4π/3,0〉mf , |8〉 = |φ4π/3,2π/3〉mf , |9〉 = |φ4π/3,4π/3〉mf .
(S25)
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FIG. S12. The curve of variational energy (per site, we omit
the contribution of external field.) for the Z3 QSL with dif-
ferent fluxes through the holes of torus at 1/9 magnetization
plateau.

Then, a Gutzwiller projection is required to enforce these
9 ground states to recover physical Hilbert space. As
shown in Fig. S12, their variational energies of these
9 states should be degenerate within numerical error.
Namely, there is no energy cost when a Z3 flux is in-
serted in any hole of the torus for this Z3 QSL at 1/9
magnetization plateau.

We can calculate the 9 by 9 overlap matrix O with
the above 9 states. In detail, the matrix element, Oij =

〈i|j〉/
√
〈i|i〉〈j|j〉, where i, j = {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9}. Ob-

viously, the diagoanl elements Oii = 1 and Oij = O∗
ji.

Thus, we calculate the 27 upper-triangular (i < j) ele-
ments of the overlap matrix with lattice size 12× 12 for
the Z3 QSL at 1/9 magnetization plateau as follows,

O1,2 = 0.378ei2.72,O1,3 = 0.381ei2.59,O1,4 = 0.384e−i2.28,

O1,5 = 0.139ei0.61,O1,6 = 0.378ei2.05,O1,7 = 0.391e−i2.28,

O1,8 = 0.384ei1.63,O1,9 = 0.139e−i0.50,O2,3 = 0.382e−i0.16,

O2,4 = 0.372ei1.29,O2,5 = 0.373e−i2.19,O2,6 = 0.137e−i0.73,

O2,7 = 0.139e−i0.46,O2,8 = 0.387e−i1.13,O2,9 = 0.389ei3.02,

O3,4 = 0.143ei1.40,O3,5 = 0.389e−i2.02,O3,6 = 0.391e−i0.59,

O3,7 = 0.381e−i0.29,O3,8 = 0.142e−i0.99,O3,9 = 0.379e−i3.13,

O4,5 = 0.36ei2.85,O4,6 = 0.375e−i1.96,O4,7 = 0.356e−i1.72,

O4,8 = 0.140e−i2.37,O4,9 = 0.360ei1.83,O5,6 = 0.393ei1.37,

O5,7 = 0.363ei1.62,O5,8 = 0.377ei0.96,O5,9 = 0.139e−i1.10,

O6,7 = 0.138ei0.27,O6,8 = 0.381e−i0.37,O6,9 = 0.373e−i2.45,

O7,8 = 0.381e−i0.64,O7,9 = 0.362e−i2.83,O8,9 = 0.39e−i2.10.
(S26)

Finally, we diagonalize this overlap matrix to obtain its
eigenvalues. The number of the significantly finite eigen-
values is just GSD.
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FIG. S13. (a), (b) and (c) are the three components of static
spin-spin correlation as a function of distance r between two
sites along the lines 1, 2 and 3, respectively.

S8. CORRELATION FUNCTIONS

A. Static correlation functions

We have elaborated the full static spin correlation of
Z3 topological QSL in the main text. Here, as shown in
Fig. S13, we exhibit its three components for each line as
depicted in Fig. 3(b) in the main text. As described in
the main text, the spin correlation functions are defined
as C(r)αα = 〈S̃α

r′ S̃α
r′+r〉, where α = {x, y, z} and S̃α

r =
Sα
r − 〈Sα

r 〉. We find that the three components of the
correlation functions have the same behavior.

B. Dynamic structure factors

Here, we will not delve into the full general technical
details of the dynamic spin structure as calculated by the
Gutzwiller projected state [16–18], but rather highlight
some essential and distinct aspects.
We redefine the dynamic spin structure in the kagome

system as follows,

Dαβ(q, ω) =
∑

n

〈ΨG|S̃z
q,α|Ψq

n〉〈Ψq
n|S̃z

q,β |ΨG〉|

∗ δ(ω − Eq
n + EG),

(S27)

where r and r′ are the Bravais vectors, α and β are the in-
dexes of sublattice, EG denotes the energy of the ground
state |ΨG〉, Eq

n represents the energy of the excited state

|Ψq
n〉 for the momentum q, and S̃z

q,α is the Fourier-

transformed operator of S̃z
r,α = Sz

r,α − 〈ΨG|Sz
r,α|ΨG〉.

We note that the reason why we consider the term S̃z
r,α

is because of the finite magnetization background. For
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these states with Sz = 0, this term goes back to the
original form, i.e., Sz

r,α. To compare with the observa-
tion of inelastic neutron scattering experiment, the total
dynamic spin structure is considered by following linear

combinations,

D(q, ω) =
∑

α,β

eiq·(δα−δβ)Dαβ
s (q, ω). (S28)
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