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A quantum spin liquid hosts massive quantum entanglement whose identification is one of the
most significant problems in physics. Yet, its detection is known to be notoriously difficult because
of featureless properties without a symmetry order parameter. Here, we demonstrate dynamic signa-
tures of a quantum spin liquid state by investigating Kitaev’s spin model on the hyper-honeycomb
lattice, where a quantum spin liquid state is stabilized as a stable thermodynamic phase. The real-
time dynamics of spin correlation function is obtained with the large-scale quantum Monte Carlo
simulation. We find the onset of a characteristic oscillation in dynamic local spin correlation as
entering the quantum spin liquid phase. Our results show that a quantum spin liquid may be char-
acterized by a sharp growth of coherent spin dynamics of the system, which we name as a dynamic
order. We further propose that a dynamic-order may naturally detect a featureless thermal phase
transition, which has been reported in a class of strongly correlated materials.

Introduction.— Massive entanglement of quantum
many-body systems may intrinsically appear in quantum
spin liquids which has been proposed as one of the main
states in future science and technology [1–3]. The spin
model on the honeycomb lattice proposed by Kitaev re-
alizes such a quantum spin liquid where any magnetic
orderings are prevented by the intrinsic massive entan-
glement of quantum spins [4].

An amount of theoretical and experimental works have
been performed in literatures. Analytic and numerical
studies with density matrix renormalization group, quan-
tum monte carlo (QMC) and exact diagonalization have
provided the insights of physical observables including
thermal conductivity, specific heat, and spin structure
factor [5–36]. The experimental progress has been made
in identifying and characterizing candidate materials,
such as α-RuCl3[37–82], and a trait of Majorana fermions
at non-zero temperatures has been analyzed by assuming
that its signature has survived at non-zero temperatures
[31].

At non-zero temperatures, strictly speaking, quantum
spin liquids are only stable in three spatial dimensions
while they become unstable in two spatial dimensions due
to strong gauge fluctuations and their confinement in two
spatial dimensions. In particular, in three-dimensional
Z2 spin liquids, a thermal phase transition between a
quantum spin liquid and a trivial paramagnetic state ex-
ists without any symmetry order parameters. The transi-
tion is caused by the condensation of string-type excita-
tions, accompanying the release of large entropy around
the critical point. The character of thermal transition
is clearly described by the exact solution for the Toric
code model, and as observed for the three-dimensional
Kitaev model in numerical calculations with QMC [6].
Note that a class of strongly correlated systems includ-
ing Sr2VO3FeAs [83] have been reported to show such a
symmetric thermal transition with a specific heat jump.

In this work, we report an intriguing characteristic of

FIG. 1. (a) the graphical representation of the Kitaev model
on hyperhoneycomb lattice with 3 × 3 × 2 unit cells. The
blue, red, and green bonds are for spin directional exchange
interaction terms. (b) Observables for the thermal transition
at T = Tw. The specific heat (blue) and the expectation value

of the non-local Wilson loop operator Ŵ (red) are shown.
The dynamic order (Ap) from a local spin correlation function
(green) captures the thermal transition.

quantum spin liquids at non-zero temperatures by using
both numerical and analytical calculations with a spin
model on the hyper-honeycomb lattice. We show that
dynamic responses of spin observables such as local spin
correlation function or spin structure factor may identify
quantum spin liquids at non-zero temperatures and their
transition temperature to a trivial paramagnetic state.
The identifications are associated with symmetric and
dynamical responses of the spin observables in drastic
contrast to spontaneous symmetry breaking phenomena.
Specifically, we uncover emergent behaviors of spin ob-
servables including the appearance and disappearance of
a oscillation below and above the transition temperature
in the local spin correlation function by performing both
QMC calculations with finite size systems and analytical
calculations with infinite size systems at zero tempera-
ture. Thus, we argue that the dynamic and symmetric
responses may identify quantum spin liquids at non-zero
temperatures, called dynamic orders of quantum spin liq-
uids.

The Model.— We consider a spin Hamiltonian on a
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hyper-honeycomb lattice with 4N3 sites and positive en-
ergy Jx,y,z,

H = −
∑

⟨ij⟩γ
Jγσ

γ
i σ

γ
j , γ ∈ x, y, z (1)

where ⟨ij⟩γ are for the nearest-neighbor bonds and σx,y,z
i

are the Pauli operators at a site i. This model is an ex-
tension of the honeycomb model by Kitaev to a hyper-
honeycomb lattice where the three types of the links
(x, y, z) are well defined as illustrated in Fig.1 (green,
blue, red). For the semi-open boundary condition (peri-
odic along a3 and open along a1 and a2), this Hamilto-
nian can be further simplified by introducing the Majo-
rana representation [6] with the Jordan-Wigner transfor-
mation,

H = iJx
∑

x bonds

cwcb − iJy
∑

y bonds

cbcw − iJz
∑

z bonds

µrcbcw

where the Z2 operator µr (whose eigenvalues are ±1) is
defined on each z bond and commutes with the Hamil-
tonian. This Hamiltonian becomes

H =
i

4

∑

k,k′

ckAkk′ck′ (2)

after fixing a value of µr. The matrix A has a fixed value
for x and y bonds, and the sign for z bonds is determined
by the fixed value of µr. For periodic boundary condi-
tions, the Hamiltonian also becomes i

4

∑
k,k′ ckAkk′ck′

with introducing the four Majorana representation, σα
i =

icib
α
i , as in the original work by Kitaev. Suitable fermion

parity also required (see SM for fermion parity in the
hyperhoneycomb lattice).

Note that the presence of a thermal transition was pre-
viously reported by finding a peak of specific heat (Cv)
at Tc/(3J) ∼ 6×10−3 for the isotropic exchange interac-
tions [6], which is reproduced in Fig. 1 (b) (blue). While
the specific heat provides useful information on the pres-
ence of phase transition, the magnetic character around
the critical point still remains unexplored.

Dynamic local spin correlation function.— Let us first
consider the local spin correlation function at a site j,

⟨Sz
j (t)S

z
j (0)⟩ =

∑

m,n

e−Em/T

Z ei(Em−En)t|⟨m|Sz
j |n⟩|2, (3)

by using the Lehmann representation with many-body
eigenenergy and eigenstate, En and |n⟩ at a temperature
T . The partition function Z =

∑
m e−Em/T is used. To

identify the presence and absence of a magnetic order,
we also define its time-average as

Dz ≡ lim
T0→∞

1

T0

∫ T0

0

dt ⟨Sz
j (t)S

z
j (0)⟩. (4)

FIG. 2. Dynamic local spin correlation functions with the pe-
riodic boundary condition for N = 4. Real (a) and Imaginary
(b) parts of the correlation functions for six different temper-
atures. (c) and (d) are for the real and imaginary parts of
the Fourier transformations of the correlation functions. We
use the broadness η = 0.09 for the presentation. The green
rectangles are for the transition temperature, T = Tw.

Then, one can easily prove the following two statements
(see SM for detailed proof). .

• Dz ̸= 0 for any spin rotational symmetry broken
states such as ferromagnetic or antiferromagnetic
states, choosing the z axis as the local magnetic
moment direction.

• Dz = 0 indicates the presence of the spin rotational
symmetry by contrapositive.

The Fourier transformation of the correlation function is
also introduced,

Ψz
j (ω) = lim

η→0+

∫ ∞

0

⟨Sz
j (t)S

z
j (0)⟩ei(ω+iη)t. (5)

Note that a non-zero small broadness parameter η is used
in Fig. 2.

With respect to computational cost, it is usually diffi-
cult to access the dynamical spin correlation, especially
in the time domain. However, the Majorana expression
of the Kitaev model makes the calculation possible with
practical computational resources. The dynamical local
spin correlation function can be rewritten in terms of the
Majorana fermions, and extending the previous results of
the pure Kitaev model in two spatial dimensions [29], we
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find the exact expression,

⟨Sz
j (t)S

z
j (0)⟩ =

∑
{Wp}

√
det(1 + e−(1/T−it)iAe−itiA(j))

∑

{Wp}

√
det(1 + e−iA/T )

where, A is the matrix of Eqn. (2). A(j) is obtained by
flipping two Z2 variables at site j from A (see SM for
more detailed explanation). One of the key advantages
of the exact expression is that Quantum Monte Carlo
simulations (QMC) may be utilized to evaluate the dy-
namical spin correlation function, without resorting to
the use of numerical analytical continuation.

Using this, we obtained the correlation function for
N = 3, 4, 5 when J = Jx = Jy = Jz = 1/3 for both
boundary conditions. While the figure illustrates results
with the periodic boundary condition, we have also ver-
ified that similar results under the semi-open bound-
ary condition. We performed about 6000 Monte Carlo
steps for measurements after 3000 steps for thermaliza-
tion. Parallel tempering with 64 replicas, which enables
rapid equilibration at lower temperatures, was employed.
We stress that the sign ambiguity of the square roots in
⟨Sz

j (t)S
z
j (0)⟩ usually causes serious technical problems,

but we succeed to remove the ambiguity by exploiting
the Pfaffian properties of A for the first time in this work
(see SM for detailed discussion).

Dynamic order.— Our main results are illustrated in
Fig. 2. We display the dynamical local spin correlation
around the critical temperature, Tw, with the periodic
boundary condition for N = 4. In Fig. 2 (a) and (b), it is
clearly shown that the dynamical character of the system
sharply changes around Tw. Above Tw, the spin correla-
tion monotonically decays with characteristic time scale,
3Jt ≃ O(10). Whereas just below Tw, clear oscillatory
signature appears. The sharp change also appears in fre-
quency domain, where the peak position of Ψz

j (ω) is sud-
denly shifted from the high temperature value (∼ 0.03)
to the low temperature value (∼ 0.1), across the critical
temperature, planes with the green boundary.

We remark two points of our analysis. First, we iden-
tify the transition temperature (T = Tw) by examining
an expectation value of the Wilson loop operator, Ŵ as
defined in [6]. This choice of Wilson loop operator de-
scribes a loop excitation of gauge fields, which can be
used to detect a thermal phase transition in a Z2 gauge
theory. Note that the onset temperature Tw of ⟨Ŵ ⟩ can
be different from the peak of specific heat for a finite-
size system. We believe that the two temperatures be-
come identical in thermodynamic limit. To be specific,
we determine the transition temperature with the crite-
rion |⟨Ŵ ⟩| = 0.03, giving Tw = 6.7 × 10−3 for N = 4.
Second, the periodicity of the oscillation in ⟨Sz

j (t)S
z
j (0)⟩

and the peak position of Ψz
j (ω) at low temperatures are

insensitive to temperatures in our numerical calculations

FIG. 3. (a) Numerical results of spin structure factor at 0.9Tw

and 1.1Tw with the color scale. The vertical line is for temper-
ature. The sudden changes of the peak positions are clearly
shown. (b) Spin structure factors at q = 0 are illustrated. The
green rectangle is for the transition temperature, T = Tw. We
use the broadness η = 0.01 for the presentation.

though their values vary with the system size. It means
that the oscillation in the low temperature phase may be
attributed to a well-defined low energy excitation.

To extract further physical meanings of our QMC re-
sults, we employ an approximation focused on the main
peak of the spin correlation function to extract further
physical insights.

Re(⟨Sz
j (t)S

z
j (0)⟩)

≃ Astat(T ) + Adyn(T ) e
− t

tϕ(T ) cos(ϕ(T )t). (6)

Four parameters (Astat(T ), Adyn(T ), tϕ(T ), ϕ(T )) are in-
troduced to fit the QMC results. The parameter in the
cosine function (ϕ(T )) may be understood as an aver-
age of the differences between significant excited states’
energy, which become low energy excitations at low tem-
peratures. Note that our approximation can be systemat-
ically improved by adding additional trigonometric func-
tions in principle. As a sanity check, we find that the
QMC results give Astat(T ) = 0 for all cases, equivalent
to Dz = 0, as it should be.

We extract the temperature dependence of Adyn(T ) of
our QMC results, which is illustrated in Fig. 1 together
with specific heat calculation and the expectation value of
a Wilson loop operator, ⟨Ŵ ⟩. Surprisingly, the amplitude
of the dominant mode, Adyn(T ), precisely follows the

tendency of ⟨Ŵ ⟩ which becomes negligible for T > Tw.
This correspondence implies an unexpected connection
between the two quantities concerning the quantum spin
liquid phase; a topological quantity ⟨Ŵ ⟩, which charac-
terizes the phase theoretically, and the coherency of the
dynamics, Adyn(T ), representing the experimentally ob-
servable quantity of the quantum spin liquid phase. From
this correspondence, we argue that Adyn(T ) plays a role
of an order parameter of the thermal transition at Tw

and we call it the dynamic order.

Spin structure factor.— The spin structure factor is
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defined as

S(q, ω) =
1

N

∑

i,j

e−iq(ri−rj)

∫ ∞

−∞
eiωt⟨S⃗i(t) · S⃗j(0)⟩dt.

Imposing the periodic boundary condition for N = 4,
the spin structure factor is calculated by using our QMC
results. The representative results at T/Tw = 0.9 and
T/Tw = 1.05 along the defined momentum path are il-
lustrated in Fig. 3(a). In Fig. 3(b), its momentum cuts
along q = 0, S(0, ω), at four temperatures (T/Tw =
0.9, 0.95, 1.04, 1.1) are shown.

The significant differences between lower and higher
temperatures than Tw manifest. For T = 1.1Tw, the spin
structure factor has a broad continuum feature in all the
energy scale except the peak around ω ∼ 0.03 and q ∼ 0.
Note that the peak position shows the strong tempera-
ture dependence. On the other hand, the two more flat
dispersion relations around ω ∼ (0.1, 0.15) appears in
T = 0.95Tw whose positions are temperature indepen-
dent. Note that our QMC results qualitatively agree with
the previous one for the thermodynamic limit at T = 0
[11]. We suspect that the sharp peaks below Tw is pro-
portional to the dynamic order, Adyn(T ).

To check the size dependence, we compare QMC cal-
culations of the local dynamic correlation function below
Tw with the parton analysis at T = 0 following the pre-
vious works [11, 12]. The parton analysis allows us to
access a large size of lattice points, in principle the ther-
modynamic limit (N → ∞). The results indicate that
our QMC results are adiabatically connected to the par-
ton analysis at T = 0 with larger lattice size points (see
Supplementary materials). In Fig. 4, we present the par-
ton analysis with N = 200 at T = 0 where the clear
oscillations of the real and imaginary parts of local spin
correlation functions manifest. We note that the width
around the peak frequency is much wider than our QMC
results, indicating strong decays even at zero tempera-
ture. Thus, based on our finite size QMC calculations
and the parton analysis at zero temperature, we argue
that the appearance of the peak at ω∗, or equivalently
the periodicity of the oscillation, may dynamically char-
acterize the quantum spin liquid phase.

Discussion and Conclusion.— The physical meaning
of the emergent oscillation at ω∗ associated with Adyn(T )
needs more discussion. As demonstrated in Fig. 1, the
behavior of Adyn(T ) is clearly related to the non-local
Wilson loop though Adyn(T ) is from the dynamic local

spin correlation while ⟨Ŵ ⟩ is non-local. It is an intrigu-
ing open question how the local object Adyn(T ) captures
the non-local Wilson loop. Our results open a new pos-
sibility that the time dynamics of a local spin observable
could capture properties of non-local objects, identifying
a quantum spin liquid.

Our theoretical results may be directly applicable to
experiments including neutron scattering, dynamic mag-

FIG. 4. (a) Real (blue) and Imaginary (red) parts of the local
spin correlation function with N = 200 at T = 0. (b) Real
(blue) and Imaginary (red) parts of the Fourier transforma-
tion of the local spin correlation function with N = 200 at
T = 0 with η ∼ 10−3.

netic susceptibility and nuclear magnetic resonance of
three dimensional spin liquid candidate materials such
as β-Li2IrO3 [84, 85]. We note that such dynamic spin
responses are in a spin sector while specific heat measure-
ments capture all thermal degrees of freedom. Thus, our
dynamic spin responses are free of trivial phonon contri-
butions. Future research in dynamic spin response func-
tions in three dimensional candidate materials of quan-
tum spin liquids is highly desirable.

In conclusion, we investigate dynamic signatures of Ki-
taev’s model on the hyper-honeycomb lattice by using
quantum Monte Carlo and parton calculations of spin
correlation functions. At low temperatures, we uncover
the characteristics such as an emergent oscillation of local
spin correlation functions of a spin liquid state which dis-
appears at high temperatures, named dynamic order. We
propose that a dynamic-order may be applicable to in-
vestigate highly entangled quantum many-body systems.
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B. Büchner, H. C. Kandpal, J. van den Brink, D. Nowak,
A. Isaeva, and T. Doert, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 126403
(2016).

[8] L. J. Sandilands, Y. Tian, K. W. Plumb, Y.-J. Kim, and
K. S. Burch, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 147201 (2015).

[9] H.-C. Jiang, Z.-C. Gu, X.-L. Qi, and S. Trebst, Phys.
Rev. B 83, 245104 (2011).

[10] H.-S. Kim and H.-Y. Kee, Phys. Rev. B 93, 155143
(2016).

[11] A. Smith, J. Knolle, D. Kovrizhin, J. Chalker, and
R. Moessner, Physical Review B 93, 235146 (2016).

[12] J. Knolle, D. Kovrizhin, J. Chalker, and R. Moessner,
Physical Review Letters 112, 207203 (2014).

[13] J. Knolle, D. Kovrizhin, J. Chalker, and R. Moessner,
Physical Review B 92, 115127 (2015).

[14] J. Yoshitake, J. Nasu, Y. Kato, and Y. Motome, Physical
Review B 96, 024438 (2017).

[15] J. Yoshitake, J. Nasu, and Y. Motome, Physical review
letters 117, 157203 (2016).

[16] J. Yoshitake, J. Nasu, and Y. Motome, Physical Review
B 96, 064433 (2017).

[17] J. Yoshitake, J. Nasu, Y. Kato, and Y. Motome, Physical
Review B 101, 100408 (2020).

[18] M. Gohlke, G. Wachtel, Y. Yamaji, F. Pollmann, and
Y. B. Kim, Physical Review B 97, 075126 (2018).

[19] M. Gohlke, R. Moessner, and F. Pollmann, Physical Re-
view B 98, 014418 (2018).

[20] M. Gohlke, R. Verresen, R. Moessner, and F. Pollmann,
Physical review letters 119, 157203 (2017).

[21] S. M. Winter, A. A. Tsirlin, M. Daghofer, J. van den
Brink, Y. Singh, P. Gegenwart, and R. Valent́ı, Journal
of Physics: Condensed Matter 29, 493002 (2017).

[22] S. M. Winter, Y. Li, H. O. Jeschke, and R. Valent́ı, Phys.
Rev. B 93, 214431 (2016).

[23] S. M. Winter, K. Riedl, D. Kaib, R. Coldea, and R. Va-
lent́ı, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120, 077203 (2018).

[24] R. Yadav, N. A. Bogdanov, V. M. Katukuri, S. Nishi-
moto, J. van den Brink, and L. Hozoi, Scientific Reports
6, 37925 (2016), ISSN 2045-2322.

[25] H. Takeda, J. Mai, M. Akazawa, K. Tamura, J. Yan,
K. Moovendaran, K. Raju, R. Sankar, K.-Y. Choi, and
M. Yamashita, Phys. Rev. Res. 4, L042035 (2022).

[26] L. Viciu, Q. Huang, E. Morosan, H. Zandbergen,
N. Greenbaum, T. McQueen, and R. Cava, Journal of
Solid State Chemistry 180, 1060 (2007), ISSN 0022-4596.

[27] G. B. Halász, B. Perreault, and N. B. Perkins, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 119, 097202 (2017).

[28] Z.-X. Luo, E. Lake, J.-W. Mei, and O. A. Starykh, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 120, 037204 (2018).

[29] M. Udagawa, Physical Review B 98, 220404 (2018).
[30] M. Udagawa and R. Moessner, arXiv preprint

arXiv:1912.01545 (2019).
[31] I. Rousochatzakis, S. Kourtis, J. Knolle, R. Moessner,

and N. B. Perkins, Phys. Rev. B 100, 045117 (2019).
[32] M. Songvilay, J. Robert, S. Petit, J. A. Rodriguez-Rivera,

W. D. Ratcliff, F. Damay, V. Balédent, M. Jiménez-Ruiz,
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[62] É. Lefrançois, G. Grissonnanche, J. Baglo, P. Lampen-
Kelley, J.-Q. Yan, C. Balz, D. Mandrus, S. Nagler,
S. Kim, Y.-J. Kim, et al., Physical Review X 12, 021025
(2022).

[63] P. Czajka, T. Gao, M. Hirschberger, P. Lampen-Kelley,
A. Banerjee, N. Quirk, D. G. Mandrus, S. E. Nagler, and
N. P. Ong, Nature Materials 22, 36 (2023).

[64] A. Koitzsch, C. Habenicht, E. Mueller, M. Knupfer,
B. Buechner, S. Kretschmer, M. Richter, J. van den
Brink, F. Boerrnert, D. Nowak, et al., Physical Review
Materials 1, 052001 (2017).

[65] B. Zhou, J. Balgley, P. Lampen-Kelley, J.-Q. Yan, D. G.
Mandrus, and E. A. Henriksen, Physical Review B 100,
165426 (2019).

[66] S. Mashhadi, Y. Kim, J. Kim, D. Weber, T. Taniguchi,
K. Watanabe, N. Park, B. Lotsch, J. H. Smet,
M. Burghard, et al., Nano letters 19, 4659 (2019).

[67] D. Weber, L. M. Schoop, V. Duppel, J. M. Lippmann,
J. Nuss, and B. V. Lotsch, Nano letters 16, 3578 (2016).

[68] M. Grönke, P. Schmidt, M. Valldor, S. Oswald, D. Wolf,
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Supplemental Material for ”Dynamic Orders of Quantum Spin Liquids at non-zero
Temperatures”

I. Connection between QMC results and zero temperature parton analysis

We demonstrate that our QMC results are adiabatically connected to the parton analysis at zero temperature.
Namely, the peak around ω/(3J) ∼ 0.11 in Fig. 2(c) is smoothly connected to the one of Fig. 4(b) in the main-text.
We perform the parton analysis at zero temperature for small number of N(= 5, 6, 7, 8, · · · ) as shown in Fig. S1. The
lowest-energy flux sector is determined from 8 different topological sectors for the periodic boundary condition, where
all local ⟨Wp⟩ = 1.

It is clear that the four graphs for N = 5, 6, 7, 8 are clearly consistent with the QMC result (blue) for N = 4 with
parallel tempering [1] in Fig. S1.

FIG. S1. Comparison with parton analysis at zero temperature (N = 5, 6, 7, 8) and QMC results (N = 4) at T = 0.9Tw. We use
η = 0.003 for N = 4 QMC results.

II. Properties of Dz

In this section, we discuss properties of the time averaged local spin correlation function, Dz, defined as

Dz ≡ lim
T0→∞

1

T0

∫ T0

0

dt ⟨Sz
j (t)S

z
j (0)⟩. (1)

Let us first consider a magnetically ordered phase which has a non-zero expectation value of a local spin operator,
Sα
j (t) with α = x, y, z. Without loss of generality, one can choose its spin direction as the z direction, giving mj ≡

⟨Sz
j (t)⟩ > 0. Then, the z component spin operator can be rewritten as

Ŝz
j (t) = mj Î+ δŜz

j (t), ⟨δŜz
j (t)⟩ = 0, (2)

where the hat notation (̂) is used to notify quantum operators. It is natural to assume that the stability of the ordered
phase guarantees small fluctuation in the sense that ϵ(t) ≡ ||δŜz

j (t)||/mj ≪ 1, where the norm of δŜz
j (t) can be defined

as ||δŜz
j (t)|| =

√
|⟨δŜz

j (t)δŜ
z
j (0)⟩|, for example. Then, the time averaged local spin correlation function becomes

Dz = m2
j

(
1 + lim

T0→∞
1

T0

∫ T0

0

dt
⟨δŜz

j (t)δŜ
z
j (0)⟩

m2
j

)
≥ m2

j

(
1− lim

T0→∞
1

T0

∫ T0

0

dt ϵ(t)2
)
> 0. (3)

Note that ϵ(t) describes an exponential decay form in usual magnetically ordered phases. Thus, we show that Dz ̸= 0
for a magnetically ordered phase. Then, its contrapositive is that a magnetically symmetric phase has Dz = 0.

III. Solving sign ambiguity

In this section, we determine the sign of
√

det(1 + e−(β−it)iAe−itiA′). In this case, since eA is not in the form of a
skew-symmetric matrix, the direct application of the robledo formula is challenging [2]. Instead, we use the formula
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below, applicable when H is a Hamiltonian of free Majorana fermions. (See appendix A in [3])

Tr[e−Hai1 . . . aina
†
j1 . . . a

†
jn] =D(−H)× Pf




0 −Bi1,i2 · · · −Bi1,in Ai1,j1 Ai1,j2 · · · Ai1,jn

−Bi2,i1 0 · · · −Bi2,in Ai2,j1 Ai2,j2 · · · Ai2,jn
...

...
. . .

...
...

...
. . .

...
−Bin,i1 −Bin,i2 · · · 0 Ain,j1 Ain,j2 · · · Ain,jn

Aj1,i1 Aj1,i2 · · · Aj1,in 0 −Cj1,j2 · · · −Cj1,jn

Aj2,i1 Aj2,i2 · · · Aj2,in −Cj2,j1 0 · · · −Cj2,jn
...

...
. . .

...
...

...
. . .

...
Ajm,i1 Ajm,i2 · · · Ajm,in −Cjn,j1 −Cjn,j2 · · · 0




(4)

= D(−H)× Pf(Ŝ(−H)) (5)

Here, D(H) corresponds to the partition function of H, and the matrix Ŝ(H) is a matrix whose components consist

of the Green function of H. (Specifically, Aij = ⟨e−Haia
†
j⟩/D, Bij = ⟨e−Haiaj⟩/D, and Cij = ⟨e−Ha†ia

†
j⟩/D). Let

H0 =
∑

ik
i
4ciAikck and H ′ =

∑
ik

i
4ciA

′
ikck. Given that ⟨M0| represents the ground state of H, Eg is the ground

energy of H, and a is the annihilation operator that diagonalizes H. Consider the following two equations:

⟨M0|e−(β−it)H0e−itH′ |M0⟩ = e−(β−it)EgTr[e−itH′
a1 . . . aNa†1 . . . a

†
N ] (6)

=e−(β−it)EgD(−itH ′)Pf(Ŝ(−itH ′)) (7)

In this case, D(−itH ′) = Tr(e−itH′
) =

∏
i 2 cos

tϵi
2 , where ϵi are all the positive eigenvalues of the matrix Aj,α.

Therefore, equation (7) provides an exact value without any sign ambiguity. Meanwhile,

⟨M0|e−(β−it)H0e−itH′ |M0⟩ = Tr[e−(β−it)H0e−itH′
a1 . . . aNa†1 . . . a

†
N ] (8)

=D(−(β − it)H0,−itH ′)Pf(Ŝ(−(β − it)H0,−itH ′)) (9)

In this case, D(−(β − it)H0,−itH ′) =
√
det(1 + e−(β−it)iAe−itiA′) is the partition function of e−(β−it)H0e−itH′

that

may have a sign ambiguity. Moreover, Ŝ can be easily calculated using the following matrix:




a1
a2
...

a†N


 = X̂




c1
c2
...

c2N


 (10)

Ŝ(−(β − it)H0,−itH ′) = X̂[
1

1 + e−(β−it)iAe−itiA′ ]X̂
τ (11)

Furthermore, by comparing the following expression, a similar method yields Tr[(−1)F e−(β−it)H0e−itH′
] = det(Q)×√

det(1− e−(β−it)iAe−itiA′) [4]. Given that ⟨M0| is in the vacuum state, which is in the even sector, (−1)Fγ = 1.
Therefore,

⟨M0|(−1)F e−(β−it)H0e−itH′ |M0⟩ = detQ× e−(β−it)EgTr[e−itH′
a1 . . . aNa†1 . . . a

†
N ] (12)

=det(Q)× e−(β−it)EgD(−itH ′)Pf(Ŝ(−itH ′)) (13)

=det(Q)×
√

det(1− e−(β−it)iAe−itiA′)Pf(X̂[
1

1− e−(β−it)iAe−itiA′ ]X̂
τ ) (14)

Using the above method, we have calculated the correlation function and confirmed that it provides the same sign as
the results obtained continuously from t = 0 in all cases. Therefore, we can compute the spin correlation in parallel,
which gives us a time advantage. Also, for the N=5 open boundary, our method can be applicable though the previous
method in literature might produce the negative sign.

IV. Correlation function expression for QMC
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For the semi-open boundary condition, the Hamiltonian is

H = −iJx
∑

x bond

cbcw − iJy
∑

y bond

cbcw − iJz
∑

z bond

µrcbcw (15)

Fixing µr = ic̄bc̄w, we can express the Hamiltonian H(µr) =
∑

i,j

i

4
ciAij(µr)cj =

i

4
cτ Â(µr)c. Also, H ′

j,xy is the

Hamiltonian which has different sign for the x,y bonds connected to the j compared to H. Additionally, A′
j,xy(µr)

is the matrix that is identical to A(µr) except the signs for the x and y bonds connected to site j. Let’s denote the
Â(µr) → Â,

⟨Sz
j (t)S

z
j′(0)⟩ =

1

4

Tr(e−βHeitHσz
j (0)e

−itHσz
j′(0))

Tr(e−βH)
=

1

4

Tr(e−βHeitHe−itH′
j,xyσz

j (0)σ
z
j′(0))

Tr(e−βH)
(16)

= −1

4

Tr{µr}Tr{c}(e
−(β−it) i

4c
τ Âce−it i

4c
τ Â′

j,xycc̄jcj c̄j′cj′)

Tr{µr}Tr{c}(e
−β i

4c
τ Âc)

(17)

=





1
4

Tr{µr}Tr{c}(e
−(β−it) i

4
cτ Âce

−it i
4
cτ Â′

j,xyc
)

Tr{µr}Tr{c}(e
−β i

4
cτ Âc)

if j = j′

− i
4

Tr{µr}Tr{c}(e
−(β−it) i

4
cτ Âce

−it i
4
cτ Â′

j,xyc
µjj′
r cjcj′ )

Tr{µr}Tr{c}(e
−β i

4
cτ Âc)

if j − j′ is z bond in Kitaev model

(18)

For other case of j, j′ sites, c̄j lead to a different {µr} sector, so it is zero under Tr{µr}. Ultimately, by using the
equation from the following paper [21] and summing over the Majorana fermion contribution,

⟨Sz
j (t)S

z
j′(0)⟩ =

1

Tr{µr}

√
(det(1 + e−βiÂ))

(19)

×





1
4Tr{µr}

√
det(1 + e−(β−it)iÂe−itiÂ′

j,xy ) if j = j′

− i
2Tr{µr}

√
(det(1 + e−(β−it)iÂe−itiÂ′

j,xy )× [ 1

1+e−(β−it)iÂe
−itiÂ′

j,xy
]jj′ × µjj′

r ) if j − j′ = z bond
(20)

The advantage of this derivation is that it allows for easy calculation of correlations in the x and y components. Given
that A(µr)j,α is the identical matrix A′(µr) except the sign for the bonds other than α bond at j site, it follows that.

⟨Sα
j (t)S

α
j′(0)⟩ =

1

Tr{µr}

√
det(1 + e−βiÂ)

(21)

×





1
4Tr{µr}

√
det(1 + e−(β−it)iÂe−itiÂj,α) if j = j′

− i
2Tr{µr}

√
(det(1 + e−(β−it)iÂe−itiÂj,α)× [ 1

1+e−(β−it)iÂe−itiÂj,α
]jj′ if j − j′ = α bond

(22)

When j−j′ = α bond j = b, j′ = w where b, w are in equation (15) to apply this equation. Other correlation should be
zero because they have c̄j after Jordan-Wigner transformation. Note that the calculation with the periodic boundary
condition is discussed in previous literature [4].

V. Projection operator on hyperhoneycomb lattice

In the pure Kitaev model, applying periodic boundary conditions involves the relation σα
i = ibαi ci, which requires

the condition:

Dj = bxj b
y
j b

z
jcj = 1 (23)

to hold for all sites j. This ensures the eigenstates of the actual Kitaev spin liquid are selected using the projector
operator:
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Pp =
∏

j

1 +Dj

2
(24)

where j runs over all sites in the Kitaev model. To calculate the expectation value of an operator Ô in a Kitaev spin
liquid, the expression Tr[PpÔ] is used. For an operator Ô that preserves the flux sector, the following equation can be
derived [5]:

Tr{µr}Tr{c}[PpÔ] = Tr{µr}Tr{c}[
1 +

∏
j Dj

2
Ô] = Tr{µr}Tr{c}[PF Ô] (25)

Where, PF =
1+

∏
j Dj

2 . Now, consider a hyperhoneycomb lattice with M = 4 × N1 × N2 × N3, where M is total
number of unit cells, and N1, N2 and N3 are the number of unit cells along the a1, a2 and a3 directions, respectively,
as shown in Fig. S2.

FIG. S2. the graphical representation of the Kitaev model on hyperhoneycomb lattice

Our goal is to express PF in a form suitable for QMC calculations on the hyperhoneycomb lattice. First, we compute

M∏

j=1

Dj =
M∏

j=1

bxj b
y
j b

z
jcj = (i

M
2

M∏

j=1

bxj )× (i
M
2

M∏

j=1

byj )× (i
M
2

M∏

j=1

bzj )× (i
M
2

M∏

j=1

cj) (26)

The term i
M
2

M∏

j=1

cj can be expressed as:

i
M
2

M∏

j=1

cj =

M
4∏

l=1

(icl1cl2)(icl3cl4) =

M
4∏

l=1

(1− 2fa†
l fa

l )(1− 2f b†
l f b

l ) = (−1)F (27)

where, l runs over N1 × N2 × N3 unit cells, and the sublattice index m ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} is shown in Fig. S2. Here,
clm represents the Majorana fermion at the l-th unit cell and sublattice m. The f -fermion operators are defined as:

cl1 = i(fa†
l − fa

l ), cl2 = fa†
l + fa

k and cl3 = i(f b†
l − f b

l ), cl4 = f b†
l + f b

l .

For a general free Majorana Hamiltonian,

H =
∑

i,j

iciAijcj = 2i
∑

m

ϵmd′md′′m (28)

where ϵm are the positive eigenvalues of iA and d′m, d′′m are another set of Majorana operators. We can find a matrix
Q̂ such that (d′1, d

′′
1 , ..., d

′
M
2

, d′′M
2

) = (c1, ..., cM )Q̂. It follows that

i
M
2

M
2∏

j=1

d′jd
′′
j = det(Q)× i

M
2

M∏

j=1

cj = det(Q)× (−1)F . (29)
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We define (−1)Fγ = i
M
2

M
2∏

j=1

d′jd
′′
j as fermion parity of the d Marjorana fermions. The Z2 variable is defined as uij =

iboi b
e
j , where, o and e denote sublattice indices corresponding to odd (o ∈ {1, 3}) and even (e ∈ {2, 4}) sublattices,

respectively. To express the bz Majorana operator in terms of uij , consider the following:

i
M
2

M∏

j=1

bzj =

M
4∏

l=1

(ibzl1b
z
l2)(ib

z
l3b

z
l4) =

M
4∏

l=1

uz
l1l2u

z
l3l4 , (30)

where bzlm denotes the bz Majorana operator located at the m-th sublattice of the l-th unit cell. uz
l1,l2

is Z2 variable
defined between the sites l1 and l2. b

x and by operators can also be expressed in terms of the uij .

In the hyperhoneycomb lattice, the Kitaev Hamiltonian can be viewed as connecting multiple xy chains with zz
bonds. Let us define M1 = N1 ×N3, M2 = N2 ×N3, where M1 and M2 represent the number of xy chains in the a2
and a1 directions, respectively. Each xy chain with the a2 direction is labeled as s1, with sites within them labeled as
p1. Here, p1 ranges from 1 to 2N2 and increases along the a2 direction. Similarly each xy chain with the a1 direction is
labeled as s2, with sites within them labeled as p2. Here, p2 ranges from 1 to 2N1 and increases along the a1 direction.
Using these definitions, the product of bx and by operators across all sites can be written as:

(i
M
2

M∏

j=1

bxj )(i
M
2

M∏

j=1

byj ) = [i
M
2

M1∏

s1=1

(

2N2∏

p1=1

bxs1,p1
)

M2∏

s2=1

(

2N1∏

p2=1

bxs2,p2
)][i

M
2

M1∏

s1=1

(

2N2∏

p1=1

bys1,p1
)

M2∏

s2=1

(

2N1∏

p2=1

bys2,p2
)] (31)

where, bx,ys,p represents the bx,y operator at p-th site in the s-th xy chain. This equality holds because reordering bx

and by in the same manner does not introduce a sign change. For a single chain with 2N sites, the product of bx

operators can be expressed as:

iN
2N∏

p=1

bxs,p = iNbxs,1b
x
s,2 . . . b

x
s,2N = iN (−1)(2N−1)bxs,2b

x
s,3 . . . b

x
s,2Nbxs,1 = (−1)(−1)

N∏

p=1

ux
(s,2p),(s,2p+1) (32)

Similarly, for by:

iN
2N∏

p=1

bys,p = iNbys,1b
y
s,2 . . . b

y
s,2N = iN (−1)Nbys,2b

y
s,1b

y
s,4b

y
s,3 . . . b

y
s,2Nby2N−1 = (−1)N

N∏

p=1

uy
(s,2p),(s,2p−1) (33)

where, (s, p) is p-th site for s-th xy chain. ux,y
(s,2p),(s,2p+1) represents the Z2 variable between the sites (s, 2p) and

(s, 2p+ 1). Substituting the single-chain expressions into the full product, we have:

[i
M
2

M1∏

s1=1

(

2N2∏

p1=1

bxs1,p1
)

M2∏

s2=1

(

2N1∏

p2=1

bxs2,p2
)][i

M
2

M1∏

s1=1

(

2N2∏

p1=1

bys1,p1
)

M2∏

s2=1

(

2N1∏

p2=1

bys2,p2
)] (34)

= (−1)M1×(N2−1)+M2×(N1−1)[

M1∏

s1=1

(

N2∏

p1=1

ux
(s1,2p1),(s1,2p1+1)u

y
(s1,2p1),(s1,2p1−1))

M2∏

s2=1

(

N1∏

p2=1

ux
(s2,2p2),(s2,2p2+1)u

y
(s2,2p2),(s2,2p2−1))]

(35)

Consequently, substituting (29), (30), (35) to equation (26) gives

PF = (1 + (
∏

α=x,y,z

∏

i∈A

uα
i )× det(Q)× (−1)Fγ )/2 (36)

for hyperhoneycomb lattice with N = N1 = N2 = N3. Here, A is the set of all sites with odd sublattice indices, and
uα
i is the Z2 variable in the α-direction at site i.
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