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Canted magnetism and Z, fractionalization in metallic states
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Abstract

A recent experiment has examined ultracold, fermionic, spin-1/2 °Li atoms in the Lieb lattice at different Hubbard
repulsion U and filling fractions v (Lebrat et al. arXiv:2404.17555). At v = 1/2 and small U, they observe an
enhanced compressibility on the p, , sites, pointing to a flat band near the Fermi energy. At v = 1/2 and large
U they observe an insulating ferrimagnet. Both small and large U observations at ¥ = 1/2 are consistent with
theoretical expectations. Surprisingly, near v = 1/4 and large U, they again observe a large p,, compressibility,
pointing to a flat p,, band of fermions across the Fermi energy. Our Hartree-Fock computations near v = 1/4
find states with canted magnetism (and related spiral states) at large U, which possess nearly flat p,, bands
near the Fermi level. We employ parton theories to describe quantum fluctuations of the magnetic order found in
Hartree-Fock. We find a metallic state with Z, fractionalization possessing gapless, fermionic, spinless ‘chargons’
carrying Z, gauge charges which have a nearly flat p, , band near their Fermi level: this fractionalized metal is also
consistent with observations. Our DMRG study does not indicate the presence of magnetic order, and so supports a
fractionalized ground state. Given the conventional ferrimagnetic insulator at v = 1/2, the Z, fractionalized metal

at v = 1/4 represents a remarkable realization of doping-induced fractionalization.
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The square lattice Hubbard model of spin-1/2 fermions plays a fundamental role in the theory of cuprate

high temperature superconductivity. Although at filling fraction » = 1/2 and large Hubbard repulsion U

this model has long-range antiferromagnetic order, fractionalized spin liquids have been proposed [1, 2] to

play a role in the physics upon hole doping away from v = 1/2. In recent studies [3, 4], fractionalization

is important in the intermediate temperature pseudogap regime, but the lowest temperature state is

a conventional state in which the fractionalized excitations confine.

The present paper will examine

the theory of the Hubbard model on the Lieb lattice. Here too, the large U insulator at v = 1/2 is

conventional, with long-range ferrimagnetic order. But we propose that the Lieb lattice can realize the
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FIG. 1: Spin pattern of the canted magnetic state obtained at quarter filling within Hartree-Fock theory.
The magnetizations on p, and p, sites (marked in blue) are equal in absolute value but they form an
opposite angle (f) with respect to the magnetization on d sites (marked in red).

remarkable phenomenon of doping-induced fractionalization in the metallic low temperature state near
v=1/4.

Our theoretical work follows the observations of Lebrat et al. [5], who studied ultracold, fermionic,
spin-1/2 SLi atoms in an optical lattice, realizing the Hubbard model on a Lieb lattice with nearest-
neighbor hopping. Their ability to vary the filling fraction v and the ratio of the Hubbard repulsion U
to the hopping t has uncovered a rich phase diagram. For U = 0, the Lieb lattice features an exactly
flat band in the middle of the fermionic spectrum (see Fig. 2), and a finite temperature signature of the
flatband was observed as a large compressibility on the p, , sites at half-filling. For large U, an insulating
ferrimagnetic state is expected [6-8| for v = 1/2, and finite temperature signatures of the ferrimagnetic

state were observed in the staggered magnetization and magnetic susceptibility.

The focus of the present paper is on the remarkable observations of Lebrat et al. [5] at large U
near v = 1/4. Here, they again observed an enhanced compressibility on the p,, sites, pointing to a
metallic state of fermions with a nearly flat band near the Fermi level. This is surprising because the
small U free electron theory does not have any flat band near the Fermi level at v = 1/4 (see Fig. 2).
A simple way to realize a p,, flat band at v = 1/4 at large U is to assume that all spins are parallel,

realizing a fully polarized ferromagnet of effectively spinless fermions at filling fraction vspiniess = 2v = 1/2.



But the existing observations, and our numerical results presented here, do not support such a maximal
polarization. Instead, our analysis here leads to two novel classes of metallic states for large U near

v=1/4:

e Hartree-Fock computations reveal states with canted magnetism, and related spiral order, shown
in Figs. 1 and 3. The canted state is a partially polarized ferromagnet along one direction in spin
space, and an antiferromagnet along an orthogonal direction. The fermionic dispersion of the canted
state features a nearly-flat p, , band near the Fermi level (see Figs. 4, 5). The Fermi level bands in

the spiral states are not particularly flat (see Fig. 6).

e We extend theories of quantum fluctuations of canted [9, 10| magnetism to obtain a gapless, metallic
state with no net magnetization and spin rotation invariance and lattice symmetries preserved. This
state features Zy fractionalization [11-13] with the same super-selection sectors (‘anyons’) as the
toric code [14]. In the € sector we have gapless, spinless, fermionic ‘chargons’ which contain a nearly-
flat band near their Fermi level. In the e sector, we have gapped, spinful, bosonic, spinons. Finally,
there are also gapped, bosonic ‘visons’ in the m sector, which we will briefly note. Similar theories
[11, 15] apply to the spiral states in Fig. 3, and they also lead to Zy fractionalization but with Ising-
nematic order associated with breaking lattice 90° rotational symmetry. Insulating phases with Zg

or U(1) fractionalization on Lieb-like lattices with phonons have been considered in Refs. [16, 17].

The canted state is relatively easy to rule out by observing the absence of a net ferromagnetic moment.
The states with spiral magnetic order also have Ising-nematic order, and so would break lattice rotational
symmetry in spin-insensitive observables. The numerical and theoretical results we present here favor the
more exotic Zy fractionalized state near v = 1/4.

Our analysis begins in Section II by a Hartree-Fock analysis of the Hubbard model on Lieb lattice.
This analysis leads to the phase diagram spiral, canted, and ferromagnetic states shown in Fig. 3 near
v =1/4. We also compute the band structure and site-resolved compressibilities of these states.

In Section IIT we describe quantum fluctuations of the canted and spiral states of the Hubbard model
of Section IT in terms of a SU(2) gauge theory [10, 18-25]. This proceeds by expressing the fermions ¢,
(¢ =1,]) of the Hubbard model in a rotating reference frame in spin space [26-29]

al [ ) [ (1.1)
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The z, realize the bosonic spinons, and the 14 are the fermionic chargons. The representation (1.1)



introduces a SU(2) gauge symmetry under which

zr —2F
(L U (L U BN

P P 2] z%" 2] z}k

2 —2F
T ot (1.2)

where U is an arbitrary SU(2) rotation, UTU = 1. Tt is important to note that this gauge rotation is
distinct from (and commutes with) spin rotations V', which act as left multiplication on the z matrix [18]

ZT —Zlk ZT —ZI

(1.3)
z, 2t z, 2

Section IIT describes how the SU(2) gauge symmetry is higgsed down to Zy in states with fluctuating
magnetic order, leading to the doping-induced Zs fractionalized metal. The spectrum of spinless fermionic
chargons in this state is the same as that of the electrons in the corresponding ordered magnetic state
obtained in Hartree-Fock theory. We also present the low energy theory of bosonic S = 1/2 spinons in
the Zo fractionalized metal, and estimate their spin gap. We noted above that the fractionalized state
obtained in this manner from the spiral states of Fig. 3 have Ising-nematic order, while the state obtained
from the canted state of Fig. 1 does not have any broken symmetry.

Section IV presents an alternative theory of the fractionalized metal in terms of canonical Schwinger

bosons b, and a fermionic, spinless, chargon f applied to the projected subspace of a ¢-J model; so [30]
o =bofT , Bhbe+flf=1 (1.4)

This parton decomposition only has a U(1) gauge symmetry under which b, — e®b,, f — ¢f. We
show in Section IV that the U(1) is higgsed down to Zs, leading ultimately to a fractionalized state with
the same underlying structure as that obtained from the canted state in the SU(2) gauge theory of the
Hubbard model in Section III. Key to this conclusion is the presence of full square lattice symmetry and
the absence of Ising-nematic order in the Schwinger boson spin liquid; furthermore, condensation of the
Schwinger bosons in this Zs fractionalized state leads preferentially to the canted magnetic state in Fig. 1.
The f partons act as spinless fermions whose dispersion is shown in Fig. 9, and feature a flat band at the

Fermi level at v = 1/4.
II. HARTREE-FOCK THEORY

In this section, we apply the Hartree-Fock approximation to the Hubbard model on the Lieb lattice,

which reads

H=—t Z C},gcj’,a + Uan,Tnij,i, (21)
(j?jl>7o- ‘j
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FIG. 2: Panel (a): Lieb lattice. The sites of the d sublattice are shown in red, while those of the Cy4
related p, and p, sublattices are shown in blue. Panel (b): Band structure at U = 0. Note the presence
of a flat band at Ey = 0.

KxlT

where c;r-, » (¢jo) creates (annihilates) a fermion on Lieb lattice site j with spin projection o, the notation
(4,7") restricts the sum to those pairs of sites j, 7' that are nearest neighbors, U > 0 is a contact repulsive
interaction, and n;, = c}’acjﬂ =Y _nj.. In Fig. 2(a) we show a sketch of the Lieb lattice on which
the ¢, fermions live. This is composed of three sublattices, which we name d, p,, and p,, in analogy
to the Emery model of cuprates. Note, however, that the lattice sites of our model contain s-orbitals,
unlike the Emery model that actually has d and p orbitals on d and p, , sublattices, respectively. In the
noninteracting limit (U = 0) we can diagonalize (2.1) exactly and obtain the band structure shown in

Fig. 2(b). We get three bands: a perfectly flat band at zero energy and two particle-hole symmetric bands

linearly touching the flat one at k = (7, 7).

Within the Hartree-Fock approximation, we mean-field decouple the Hubbard interaction in a spin-

rotationally invariant way as [31-33|

Unjang, = —=Spjchej + A; - cdhoe; + - — 12,7

- (2.2)



where o = (c!,02,0?) are the Pauli matrices. The following self-consistency relations hold

(cle;), (2.3a)
<cT-0'cj> . (2.3b)
The expectation values are computed using the (quadratic) mean-field Hamiltonian

HMF——thcJ —1—2{ u+5u]cc]+Aj cac]}. (2.4)

In the above Hamiltonian we have added a chemical potential u to fix the total filling v = ﬁ > j<c}cj>,
where N, is the total number of sites.

From this point on, we relabel the sites j as j = (j, a), where j labels a Bravais vector, and o = d, py,
py the three sites in the unit cell. The coordinates of site j = (j, ) are expressed as Rj = Rj +r, =
Tj€y + Y€y + T, with xj, y; integers, é, = (1,0) and é, = (0,1) are the elementary Bravais vectors, and
rg = (0,0), rp, = é;/2, and r,, = €,/2 are the sublattice shifts. Note that we have set the lattice spacing
to 1/2.

At this point, one can either solve equations (2.3) in real space on a finite-size system (see Refs. [31,
32, 34] for such a computation on the square lattice and Ref. [35] for a three band Hubbard model on the
Lieb lattice) or make an assumption on the spatial dependence of the parameters du;, A; and work in

momentum space (see Refs. [6, 7| for a similar computation on the Lieb lattice). Here, we take the second

approach and make two different Ansdtze and retain the one that minimizes the Hartree-Fock free-energy:

e We make no assumption on the form of du;, A; within the three-site unit cell, but we require that
the spatial dependence of 611, A; can be obtained by replicating the unit cell with no modifications.
We call this Ansatz a Q = 0 Ansatz. In formulas, it reads dp o = Opta, Ajo = Aq.

o We assume 0454 = Ofta, and A, to take the form
Aj,=As[cos(Q Rjo+ ¢a) 01 +sin(Q - Rjq + ¢a) 2] , (2.5)

where A, and ¢, are some amplitudes and angles, respectively, that are allowed to vary only within
a unit cell, 912 are two mutually orthogonal unit vectors which can be arbitrarily chosen, and
Q = (Qz,Qy) is a wave-vector that minimizes the mean-field free energy. We call this Ansatz a

spiral Ansatz.

Note that there is a particular class of states that can be described by both Ansdtze. In fact, setting Q = 0
in a spiral Ansatz, is equivalent to requiring that a Q = 0 state is coplanar, that is, all three spins in the

unit cell lie within the same plane.
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FIG. 3: Phase diagram at quarter filling as a function of the Hubbard U. The insets above each phase
represent a characteristic configuration of the spins in the corresponding phase. Note that in the insets,
for representation purposes, the x-axis is oriented vertically and the y-axis horizontally.

We perform a scan in the interaction parameter U at quarter filling v = 1/4 and fixed (low) temperature
T = 0.01t and for two system sizes: 20x20 and 40x40 unit cells. In the following we are showing results
for the 40x40 system, but the phase diagram for the 20x20 one is qualitatively identical.

In Fig. 3 we show the Hartree-Fock phase diagram at quarter filling as a function of the interaction
strength U in units of the hopping parameter ¢t. For U < 4t we find a paramagnetic solution, that is, where
A; = 0. We find magnetic order to set in at U =~ 4t, where a spiral phase with Q = (¢, 7) (or symmetry
related) emerges. Upon increasing U, g gradually decreases, becoming zero at U ~ 4.88¢. In the regime
4t < U < 5.75t we find a nonvanishing magnetization only on p, sites (or p, sites, if Q = (m,q)). For
5.75t < U < 9t the magnetization on p, and d deviates from zero and so does ¢, first decreasing from ¢ = 7
at U = 5.75 to ¢ = 0.677 at U = 6t and then increasing again to ¢ = m at U ~ 8.5¢. For 8.5t < U < 9¢,
g remains locked to 7. All phases described so far spontaneously break the lattice point group symmetry
Cyy and all three amplitudes (if finite) A4, Ap,, A, take different values. Similarly, the local densities are
different on each one of the sublattices. We also find ¢p, = ¢4 + m and ¢, = ¢q. Typical spin patterns
of the spiral phases are shown in the four leftmost insets of Fig. 3.

At U =~ 9t we find a first order transition to a Q = 0 state to occur. The phase found immediately
after such transition happens to be the canted ferromagnetic state displayed in Fig. 1, characterized by
equal spin amplitudes on p, and p, sites, that is, A,, = A, # Aq but opposite phases, p,, = @q+ 0
and ¢, = pq4 — 0. We also find equal densities on p, and p, sites. 6 is a continuously varying parameter,
ranging from 0 ~ 0.247 at U ~ 9t to 6 =~ 0.167 at U = 9.75¢, beyond which it discontinuously jumps to

zero. For U 2 9.75 we find a fully polarized ferromagnet with saturated spin amplitudes A, = % for all
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FIG. 4: Total compressibility x, (panel (a)), d-site compressibility x, 4 (panel (b)), and p-site
compressibility (panel (c)) as functions of the chemical potential p for several values of the Hubbard U.
Here, pg indicates the (U-dependent) value of the chemical potential that enforces quarter filling. Inset

of panel (a): magnetizations on d- and p-sites as functions of U. Inset of panel (b): angle 6 (see text) as
a function of U.
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FIG. 5: Band structures in the canted ferromagnetic phase for different values of the Hubbard U,
indicated on top of each panel. The color of the bands in each panel indicates the sublattice weight at
every k point. The parameters of the calculation are shown in the insets of Fig. 4.

a. Sketches of the spin patterns in the canted ferromagnetic and ferromagnetic phases are shown in the

two rightmost insets of Fig. 3.

A. Spectral properties of the canted ferromagnetic phase

It is instructive to analyze the spectral properties of the magnetic phases found within Hartree-Fock at
quarter-filling. As a proxy of the spectral function, we define the compressibility x, = dn/du. Further-

more,we define the sublattice-resolved compressibility x,.o = Ong/0u, with a = d, p, or p,. These two



quantities were measured in the cold atomic simulator of Ref. [5]. We compute the (sublattice-resolved)
compressibility at fixed value of the interaction strength by keeping the self-consistently determined pa-
rameter A, fixed to their Hartree Fock values and vary only the chemical potential u to evaluate the
total density n(u) as well as the sublattice-resolved densities nqy(p). We then numerically differentiate
these functions to obtain the compressibilities. In the following, we present results obtained by forcing a

Q = 0 solution.

Imposing such solution, we always find the canted ferromagnetic state where A4, = A4, = A, and
©p, = @a+0, vp, = ¢4 — 0. In the inset of panel (a) of Fig. 4 we show the magnetizations on d- (mq)
and p-sites (my) as functions of U, whereas in the inset of panel (b) of Fig. 4 6 as a function of U. We
start finding a magnetic state at U = 4.5¢, where A; = 0 and § = 7/2. At U = 6.5¢ the magnetization
on the d sites starts to be nonzero and 6 deviates from 7 /2. Eventually, at U = 9.75t, mg and m,, reach

their saturation value 1/4 and a for larger U (not shown) we get a fully polarized ferromagnetic state.

Upon increasing the Hubbard U we observe that the total compressibility (panel (a) of Fig. 4) develops
a sharp peak around p = 0, signaling the flattening of the band at the Fermi level. When the system
transitions to the ferromagnetic state, such a band becomes completely flat and the compressibility exhibits
a Dirac delta-like structure at g = 0. Inspecting the site-resolved compressibilities x, 4 and xn (panels
(b) and (c) of Fig. 4), we note that the zero-energy peak in the total compressibility originates from
the compressibility on p sites. Furthermore, we note that the d-site compressibility develops a dip (and
eventually vanishes) around p = pg (with pg being the value of the chemical potential at quarter filling)

as interactions are increased. We note that the relation x, = xn.d + 2Xn,p holds.

To further investigate the origin of the peak in compressibility, in Fig. 5 we plot the band structure of
the canted ferromagnetic phase along the Brillouin zone path (0, 0)-(m, 0)-(m, 7)-(0,0) for three different
values of U/t. For U = Tt, we observe a dispersive band around the Fermi level that is flat along the (7, 0)-
(m,7) path. Upon increasing the Hubbard U the band level flattens everywhere in the Brillouin zone and
gets an increasingly larger weight on p-sites. In the ferromagnetic phase (not shown) the band becomes
exactly flat and its weight on the d sublattice becomes exactly zero. This can be simply understood by the
fact that the bandstructure in the ferromagnetic phase is nothing but the noninteracting band structure
with a momentum independent spin split. It is then natural that close to the ferromagnetic phase, that

is, when the canting angle 6 is small, the flat band acquires a small dispersion, growing with increasing 6.

10
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FIG. 6: Band structures (panel (a)) and compressibilities (panel (b)) for (¢,0) and (,0) spiral phases
for several values of the interaction strength, ranging from 6t to 9¢.

B. Spectral properties in the spiral phases

We here briefly discuss the behavior of spectral properties in the spiral phases. In Fig. 6, we show
band structures (panel (a)) and compressibilities (panel (b)) for different values of the interaction U. We
observe that larger values of U give rise to a flatter band around the Fermi level, seen as a peak in the
compressibility. However, at least within the interaction interval considered here, such band remains rather

dispersing.
IIT. SU(2) GAUGE THEORY OF FERMIONIC CHARGONS AND BOSONIC SPINONS

A possible way to study quantum fluctuations on top of the Hatree-Fock state is by resorting to an
SU(2) gauge theory [10, 18-25]. We start with Eq. (1.1) , where we fractionalize the Hubbard model
fermions into bosonic spinons z,, representing fluctuations of the spin reference frame [26-29] and spinless
fermionic chargons 1y, carrying the charge of the original fermions.

We perform a Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation on the imaginary time action of the Hubbard model
in the spin and charge channels while preserving spin-rotational invariance (see Ref. [29] for details), we
get,

A 1
Sle,e, S, p] = /0 dr [Z@(&T —p)cj —t Z cjcjr — Z (ipjcjcj + S; - ¢jocy) + i Z (p? + |Sj\2)] ,
J (73" J J
(3.1)

11
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TABLE I: Transformation properties of the Hubbard model fermions ¢; and spin field §; and of the
fields ¢ = (v4,%—), R;, Hj, and p; under global spin rotations (SU(2),), SU(2) gauge transformations

(SU(2)g4), and global U(1) charge transformations (U(1).). Here V and U; are SU(2) matrices, and

Vi = % [aaVTabV] and U qp = % [a“U JT aU. ]} are the adjoint representations of V' and Uj, respectively.

with 8 = 1/T the inverse temperature. Applying decomposition (1.1) to the above action, we obtain

_ B _ N
Sl, 4, R, H, p| = /0 dr [ij(é» + RIO:R; — p)p; —t > 0 RIRy

J (4:3")

(3.2)
- g i H
=2 (o byt + Hy o) + 3 |+ | |
J J
where
2j1 —z*’
Rj=|" *N , (3.3)
Sk Zga
is an SU(2) matrix, implying |zj+|> + |2,/ = 1, and
Hj O = R;O'Rj . Sj , (3.4)

is a spinless Higgs field. In Tab. I we list the transformation properties of the fields in the above action
as well as of the Hubbard model fermions ¢; and spin field S; under global spin transformations, SU(2)
gauge transformations, and global U(1) charge transformations. As discussed in Sec. I, decomposition (1.1)
brings in an SU(2) gauge redundancy, which will lead to the emergence of an SU(2) massless gauge field
AL=E23 1g).

The condensation of Hj will higgs down the gauge group to U(1) or even Zs, depending on the specific
form of Hj, by gapping out two (for U(1)) or all three (for Zz) components of Af, leaving behind a state
with U(1) or Zs topological order. The ‘vison’ or m particle of the Zo fractionalized state is realized by a
vortex configuration of the Higgs field [23]. Note that the U(1) phase might be eventually unstable against
the formation of valence bond solid (VBS) order due to the proliferation of monopoles [36]. The additional

condensation of R; in a phase with (H;) # 0 fully confines the U(1) or Z, gauge field and spontaneously

12



breaks the SU(2) global spin symmetry, giving a state with long range magnetic order. The topologically
ordered ((H;) # 0, (R;) = 0) phase is separated from a trivial paramagnetic phase ((H;) = 0, (R;) # 0)
by a deconfined quantum critical point (DQCP) where (H;) = 0 and (R;) = 0.

To make further progress, we treat the charge field p in action (3.2) within a mean-field approximation,
that is, we perform the replacement ip; — dp; = —%@jzpﬁ. Similarly, we can replace the Higgs field
with its mean-field expectation value (H;) = %(@a’%). Moreover, following Ref. [10], we decouple in a

mean-field fashion all those terms containing two R fields and two ¥4 fields, getting

Set[t), ¥, R] =Sy, ] + S:[z,2*], (3.5a)

/ {Z j[0r — (14 0p5) — <Hj>'0]¢jt2%Tﬁ/¢j/}, (3.5b)

(4,3"

/ { Z (X = XG5 7002 — Xj; 2 € O0rzj + XG; 7 € 0n2 — ij;-‘zj] (3.5¢)

—t Z [ (X XG55 = OG =X )zie 2 + (XG5 —X37)% gzﬂ } 7

where e = (9 ), ij; = (1 sVt o), le;?', = (R}Rj/> and we have re-expressed R; as (ZI ;?Ti ) We have
also added a Lagrange multiplier field A; to enforce the constraint |z; 1|2+ |2;,|? = 1, and replaced it with
its expectation value A; = —i()\;). Note that, due to the static nature of the mean-field approximation,
(R}@TRj> = 0. Assuming Tjj, = Z;j_y1 [10, 20|, where 0 < Z;_j5 < 1 is a dimensionless number
renormalizing the chargon hopping parameters, one can translate the Hartree-Fock results to the action
above with the replacements t — to = Z(; jnt < t, ¢; — 1, Aj — (Hj), while dju; remains the same. The
main difference between the Hartree-Fock method and the SU(2) gauge theory is that the latter includes
quantum fluctuations through the spinons and can therefore host nontrivial phases with no magnetic order.

We now analyze the form that the effective action Seg takes in each one of the phases found within

Hartree-Fock approximation for (Hj).

A. Canted Ferromagnetic Higgs phase

Within our gauge choice, the canted ferromagnetic phase is characterized by

Hq(0,0,1) a=d,
(Hj) = (Hj,) = H,(sin 6,0, cos ) a=pg, (3.6)

H,(—sin#,0,cos0) a =Dy,

13



. . . . . _j%a
with H, > 0. It is convenient to perform a gauge transformation v; — Vji;, with Vj, = e "2 o?

oo = {0,0,—0}, that aligns the Higgs field along the (0,0,1) direction on all sites at the expense of
creating a hopping term that is non-diagonal in the SU(2) gauge indices s, s’. In momentum space, the

chargon action reads

A -H| B
(B |AL+H

Sultr 9] = -1 /k ! i g — W, (3.7)

where k = (k,wy,), wy, = (2n + 1)77T indicates the fermionic Matsubara frequencies, and

U =(Yrdt  Vkport Chpyr Vhde Chpom Chpy—) (3.8a)
—(p + Spq) — 2t COS (%ﬂ”) cos (g) — Dt COS (%’) cos (g)
Ai = | —2t.gcos (%I) cos (g) —(p+ opp) 0 , (3.8b)
—2toff COS (%’) cos (4) 0 —(p+ Spp)
0 — 2t COS (%) sin (g) +2teg cOS (%y) sin (g)
Bl =| +2t.g cos (%) sin (g) 0 0 ; (3.8¢)
—2tefr COS <%’) sin (g) 0 0
H =diag(Hgy, Hy, H)) . (3.8d)

The present choice of (Hj) retains translational invariance in Sy, implying that ij: = XZi/(Rj,a -
Ry o). Owing to this symmetry, we define x3 = x5 (0) = [x55(0)]* and X,Sf;: = Xiim($éu/2) =
[X;;Syd(:lzéﬂ/Q)]*, with u = z,y. The system’s Co, symmetry 1; s — ¥_; ; further enforces Xf[f;- = Xff,/_ =
Xff/. Sy is also symmetric under the antiunitary transformation © = 1K (see Tab. II), with IC denoting
complex conjugation, implying that Xﬁ?l € R, with X = d,p,,py,r,y. Additionally, the chargon action

™

Sy is invariant under the action of the symmetry v s — Sao [62303]

ssVCuia,s (see Tab. II), implying

/.,ss' /.88 (0)
o

Xd = diag(xrr, Xq ) xf,i/ = 5S'Xp, > Xfcs/ = ss'x;* . We further notice that ng/ = X&' + Xo - O, Where
Xo o (H,). Because we chose a gauge in which (H;) is parallel to (0,0,1) on every site, all x5 will be

diagonal. Combining all the symmetries, we find the spinon action to take the following form

P | Qx

S.lz, 2" :—TZ/ Z,I iXr S — Tor
Q, 'K Qk Py
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T 042 gd (C]
Rio = (#5,95) + ra||Rj +a) (=45, 7)) + SaaTar | (45,%) + SaaTar | Rja
G, Cita,a Saal CCy4zi,a’ Saar Coqj,a’ iO'QCj,a K
'(/Jj,a ’(/}jJra,oz Saa’ ei%OB wC42j,a’ Saa’ ei%os ’(/}Udj7a’ Tﬁm K
Rja Rjtao |Saos Rosior €59 |Sans Royiar €57 |ia2 Ry oK
Zj,a Zjta,a Soca’ e_i% 20y j,a! Saa’ e_i% Za 4,0 iU2Zj,aK

TABLE II: Transformation properties of the Zs spin liquid of Egs. (3.7) and (3.9) under translations (7'),
90 degree rotations (Cl4;), diagonal mirror symmetries (o4) and time reversal ©. In the first row we list
the transfromation properties of the lattice coordinates, in the second one those of the original Hubbard
model fermions c;, in the third one those of the fermionic chargons v;, in the fourth one those of the
bosonic spinons I?;. Note that the fifth and last row is redundant, as R; is expressed in terms of the z;

100 . .
bosons. Here S, = (8 01 > and C denotes complex conjugation.

where k = (k, ), Q, = 2n7T indicates the bosonic Matsubara frequencies and

Z =(2kdt  Zhpet Phpyt Fokdl  Aekps,l Zik,py,i)T ; (3.10a)
M\ 2P cos (%ﬂ”) 2P cos (%y)
Pc=1] 2Pcos (%) —Ap 0 , (3.10b)
2P cos <%’> 0 —;\p
0 +2() cos (%z) —2() cos (%y)
Qx =] —2Qcos (%) 0 0 )
+20) cos <%"> 0 0

Xt :diag(Xd,Tv Xp,75s Xp,75 —Xd, 75 —Xp,T> *Xp,‘r) s (3-1Od)

where P = —t(xi* +x;7), @ = —2tx¢ ™, and xa,r = X477 — Xa~

calculated within Hartree-Fock theory, than /P = tan(6/2).

We observe that, when (Hj) is

Action (3.9) describes a Zgy spin liquid that preserves all original space group symmetries. While it
is obvious to see that translations are preserved by action (3.9), C4, rotations and o4 diagonal mirror
operations act projectively, as listed in Tab. II. The transformation properties in Tab. II imply that the

projective symmetry group (PSG) of the Zs spin liquid defined by the actions (3.7) and (3.9) has the

following nontrivial properties

Cr.oq = —04C}, o3 =—1. (3.11)

It is interesting to note that these are same transformation properties as those obeyed by a d-wave super-

conductor on the square lattice.
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We also note that in this phase the chargon hopping Tf}-, takes the form

(Z;Zj/> <Z;~K8Zj’f/> ~ (g g) if j7 j/ = (dapx) or (pitu d)

R _
T = (3.12)

*

—(zjezyr) (25:%)) (,PQ ‘PQ) if 5, " = (d,py) or (py,d)

Remembering that /P = tan(f/2) and comparing Eq. (3.12) with (3.5b) and (3.7), we deduce a posteriori

that our approximation of replacing ¢ — t.g is self-consistent.

B. Ferromagnetic Higgs phase

In the ferromagnetic Higgs phase, we find (Hj.) = Ho(0,0,1), with dpu,, = pp, = opg = op. The
chargon action is obtained from action (3.7) setting 6 = 0, Hy = H,, = H,, = Hy and dpp, = dpp, =
Opg = dp. Aside from the symmetries inherited from Eq. (3.7), the chargon action shows the additional
symmetry ; — ei%o3¢j’ forcing all x‘;j; to be diagonal. This implies that the spinon action can be
obtained from Eq. (3.9) by setting @ = 0. We furthermore observe x, = xodiag(1,1,1,—1,—1,—1), with

X0 =2 % This implies that in this case we have a U(1) spin liquid.

Within this gauge choice, the PSG acts trivially, that is, all symmetries can be implemented without

resorting to a gauge transformation.

It is worthwhile to remark that in this case the spinon action simply describes free bosons, which will
realize a Bose-Einstein condensate at T" = 0, rendering the ferromagnetic Higgs phase always unstable to

ferromagnetic long range order.

C. Ferrimagnetic Higgs phase

Although we never find a ferrimagnetic Higgs phase at quarter filling within Hartree-Fock theory, we
discuss it here as it emerges around half-filling ¥ = 1/2. In this phase we find (Hj,) = H,(0,0,1) with
Hy, ={H4,—Hy,—Hp}, with Hy, H, > 0 and 1, = 6pp,. This phase can be obtained from the canted
ferromagnetic Higgs phase by setting § = 7. Therefore, the spinon action will be given by Eq. (3.9) with
P = 0. Note that with the help of the Zy gauge transformation 24 — 24, 2p, — 2p,; 2p, = —2p,> Ya — Va,

Vpy = Upys Yp, = —tp,, We can bring the BY=™ (see Eq. (3.8¢)) and Qx matrices (Eq. (3.10c)) to the
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FIG. 7: Spin gap computed within the SU(2) gauge theory by forcing a canted ferromagnetic Higgs
phase for three different values of the temperature (in units of the renormalized hopping t.g). We obtain
form

a spin gapped phase only for U < 6.9 tg.

0 2t o COS (%) 2t COS (%’)
BT = | 9t cos (%‘) 0 0 )
— 2t COS (%) 0 0

0 2Q) cos (%’f) 2() cos (%)
Qx =] —2Qcos (%x) 0

(3.13a)

(3.13b)
8
The action of the ferrimagnetic Higgs phase is invariant under the transformations ;. — 62%71/57&,

Zia — € "2 2, where ¢ = {¢, —b, —¢} and ¢ is an arbitrary angle. This observation implies that the

liquid. Within the gauge choice in Eq. (3.13), the PSG of this phase is trivial.
D.

invariant gauge group (IGG) of this state is U(1), rendering the ferrimagnetic Higgs phase a U(1) spin

Spin gap in the canted ferromagnetic Higgs phase

In this section, we compute the spin gap at quarter filling in the canted ferromagnetic phase. This

17

can be done by determining the mean-field values of the Lagrange multipliers Ay and ), in Eq. (3.10b) by



imposing that the constraint on the bosonic spinons is fulfilled on average:
(z725) =1, (3.14)

where the average is computed using action (3.9). The remaining parameters, that is, P, @, x4, and
Xp,~ are computed within Hartree-Fock theory for the chargons, using the renormalized chargon hopping
ter as a free parameter. Once all parameters in the bosonic action (3.9) are known, one can compute the
spectrum around k = 0, where a minimum in the lowest band occurs, and the value of the lowest band

corresponds to the spin gap.

In Fig. 7 we show a calculation of the spin gap A within the SU(2) gauge theory at quarter filling as a
function of the Hubbard U at three different temperatures, always forcing a canted ferromagnetic Higgs
phase. All quantities are given in units of the effective hopping t.g < t. We observe that for U = 6.9 tog
the spin gap takes very small values, eventually vanishing at 7" = 0, signaling the appearance of long range
canted ferromagnetic order in the ground state. Differently, for U < 6.9 t.g, the spin gap remains sizable
down to the lowest temperatures, signaling the formation of a spin gapped ground state, corresponding
to a Zgy spin liquid with gapless fermionic chargons forming an almost flat band at the Fermi level (see

Sec. ITA).

E. (g,0) Spiral Higgs phase

The spiral Higgs phase is characterized by a Higgs condensate of the form

Hy (sin(Q - Rjq),0,co8(Q - Rjq)) a=d,
(Hia) = { —Hp, (sin(Q- R;p,),0,co8(Q - Ryp,)) a=p,, (3.15)

Hp, (sin(Q - RjaPy)’ 0,cos(Q - Ri,py)) @ =Dy,

where Q = (¢,0) and H, > 0 for each a. As done in the previous sections, we perform an SU(2) gauge

transformation such that the Higgs condensate in the new basis takes the form (Hj) o (0,0,1). This is
9

achieved using the SU(2) matrix V; = ¢7#3 7, with ¢ 4 = Q-Rj 4, ¢ p. = Q-Rjp, +7 and ¢j,,, = Q- Ry, .
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In this gauge the chargon action reads

_ AQ H‘ BY
Syl 9] = —TZ/ Ul fiwn g — [ — K Uy, (3.16a)
=k (B |42+ H
—(p+ opaq) 2i tegt cos () cos (%) —2tef COS (%’)
AR = | “2itarcos (f)cos (5)  —(u+ o) 0 , (3.16D)
ot () .
0 2tegsin () sin (%) 0
BE = | 2tgsin (4)sin (&) 0 0, (3.16¢)
0 0 0
H = diag(Hg, Hp,, Hp,) . (3.16d)

Evaluating the coefficients in Eq. (3.5¢) from action (3.16), we obtain the following action for the bosonic

spinons
P Q
S,z 2] = — Tz/ Z§ e Q- IT‘ “11 2, (3.17a)
Qp k Qk Pfk
“Ma - 2iPpsin (%) 2P, cos ()
Pe=| —2iP,sin (&)  —X, 0 : (3.17b)
2P, cos (%’) 0 Xpy
0 +2Q) cos (%I) 0
Qx = | —2Qcos (%) 0 01, (3.17c¢)
0 0 0
Xr :diag(Xd,T7 Xpz,7s Xpy,ms —Xd, 75 — Xpa, _Xpy,T) ) (317d)

where, similarly to the previous sections, Ag, Ay, and j\py are chosen to enforce (z;z]> = 1. We observe
that if the coefficients of the spinon action above are calculated from a converged Hartree-Fock solution,
then % = cos (%) and P% = tan (%). This fact ensures that when computing the chargon hopping matrix
Tj};-, from Eq. (3.17), this will have the same structure as in Eq. (3.16), making the initial assumption of
replacing t — teg self-consistent.

Analyzing Eq. (3.17), we can see that because the spinon "pairing terms" are nonvanishing only on
x-bonds, this theory describes a Zs spin liquid that spontaneously breaks the lattice Cy, point symmetry

group. Furthermore, we observe that the spinon dispersion exhibits two degenerate minima at k = (£kg, 0)
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in the lowest band, where ko is approximately ¢/2 if P,, P,, and @ are computed from a converged Hatree-
Fock solution and if A, are such that the spinons are gapless (implying long range spiral order) or nearly

gapless.
IV. SCHWINGER BOSON THEORY

We start this section by introducing a t-J Hamiltonian, corresponding to the large-U limit of Eq. (2.1)

H=—tP Y o cy,P+7> 8-Sy, (4.1)
(') (")

where t is the hopping term and J > 0 is a Heisenberg interaction between the spins, and P are the
projection operators on the basis with no double occupancy. The fermions described by c¢; , are subject to

the constraint ) ¢jo < 1. To enforce this constraint, we use the decomposition (1.4) of the fermionic

T
o Cj,a
operator ¢;, = b, f; in terms of the Schwinger boson and the fermionic spinless chargon, with a constraint
at each site bngw + f;r fi = 1. By introducing auxiliary fields and treating them with the saddle-point

approximation, we arrive at the following mean-field Hamiltonian:

ot
Hpp= > <_ijj'600'b;[‘ab;’a’ + (P + Rjj1)doarbl byor + <Pt Tfir + C-C-> +Z (bl bio+£1£5-1).

<j7j/>’o-7a-/ .7
(4.2)
The mean-field parameters are defined in the following way:
J
Qjj = §an'<bjabj'a’>
J
Bigt = 5000 by (43

Rj o = t(f}£)-

In the most general case, the mean-field parameters depend on the position indexes (j,j'). However,
in the rest of the paper, we assume the system does not break any translational invariance. This allows
us to drop indexes. We also note that @ = —Qj/ ; so we choose the directions of the field within the
unit cell as shown in Fig. 8. There are three distinct Lagrange multipliers A4, Ay, , Ap, on each site in the
unit cell.

To proceed further we go to a Fourier space and introduce the basis:

By = (bar(k), by, (k). by (k). bly (=), 0] | (=), 8] | (=)

vk = (fa(k), fp. (k). fp, (k)
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FIG. 8: The directions of the @); ;s field inside the unit cell of the Lieb lattice.

In the chosen basis the boson Hamiltonian is given by 6 x 6 matrix

_ AN+ P, + R
Y= B, e B, (45)

Ql A+P* + R,

with

0 _QleikI/Z . Qgefikz/Z _QQeiky/Q _ Q467iky/2
Qr = | Qie~k=/2 4 Qqeike/? 0 0 , (4.6a)
QZe—iky/Q +Q4eiky/2 0 0
0 Pl*eik:z/2+P§<e—ikI/2 P;eiky/2+Pze—iky/2
Py = | Pre /2 - Pyetka/? 0 0 : (4.6D)
Pye—iky/2 4 p,eiky/2 0 0

and A = diag(A\g, Ap,; Ap, ). Rk has the same form as the P, matrix with P — R. The fermion Hamiltonian

is a 3 X 3 matrix

” g+ Pl*eikz/2 + Pékefikz/Q Pékeiky/2 _|_Pi<efiky/2
H,{ — 7% Pe—ike/2 | pyeike/2 Ap, + 1 0 Y. (4.7)
Pze—iky/Q _|_P4eiky/2 0 )‘py +u

We also assume that there is no nematic phase, so mean-field parameters in different directions have
the same absolute value: |Q1| = |Q2| = |@Q3| = |Q4| and the same for P and R. This assumption further

implies that \,, = Ap, = Ap. All P and R values are taken to be positive without loss of generality (they

21



FIG. 9: Fermionic bands at quarter filling as computed within Schwinger boson theory. The parameters
are L, = L, =20, T =0.02, J = 2.

can be made positive by a gauge transformation). With Q1 = Q3 = @ there are two distinct combinations

Q2= Q4 = Q and Q2 = Q4 = —Q. We find that the second case corresponds to the canted order described
earlier and has a lower energy, so below we only consider the latter case.

The self-consistency equations are:

@= Z(bm L k)>6_ikz/2—<bd,¢(—k)bpz’T(k)>eikz/2)
P = 57 (kB )12+ 8y (it () ws)

R= Z fd fpz 7,kw/2 ]

To find Lagrange multipliers A\g,A, we impose the constraint from the fractionalization and also tune the

\

chemical potential y to ensure the system is at quarter filling:

nh k=S (FIE) falk) + D (bl (R)baa(k)) =1
k ko=t
nf, +nb, =Z<f£m( Ve (R)) 4+ D (b, a(k)bpalk)) =1 (4.9)
k,a=1,1
W= Y SRR =
\ a=(d,pz,py) k

The fermionic Hamiltonian can be easily diagonalized via the transformation f,(k) = U (k) fy(k),
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where U is the unitary matrix made from the eigenvectors of Hf (k). The fermionic spectrum, shown in
Fig. 9, looks identical to the non-interacting case of spinless electrons with the renormalized coefficients
and different on-site potential for d and p sites. Comparing Fig. 9 to Fig. 2(b), we observe that the
different chemical potentials on d and p sites gap out one of the two dispersing bands from the flat band,
which is now quadratically touched only by the other dispersing band. Since the fermions are spinless, the
Fermi energy should be close to flat bands at quarter filling instead of half filling. This observation could
naturally explain the cold-atom observations [5].

The bosonic Hamiltonian is more subtle to diagonalize. Using the similar transformation B, (k) =
T(k)*By(k) and imposing the same commutation relation to hold for B, one concludes that T is a pseu-
dounitary matrix: To3TT = o3, where o3 = diag(1,1,1,—1,—1, —1). Therefore, the diagonal Hamiltonian
H' is related to the original Hamiltonian by the following similarity transformation o3H' = T~ !(03H)T.
To find the eigenvalues of H' one could diagonalize the bosonic Hamiltonian o3H, since similarity trans-
formations preserve the eigenvalues. We note that the eigenvectors of o3 H are the columns of the transfor-
mation matrix 7. Hence, we are able to construct the matrix 7" by taking the corresponding eigenvectors
of o3 H, and normalizing them to satisfy the pseudo-unitarity condition.

In the end, we have 6 unknown parameters @, P, R, Aq, \p, it and 6 self-consistency equations 4.8, 4.9
which allows us to solve them for different couplings J and temperatures T' (in the rest of the paper we
set t = 1 and measure J and T in the units of ). We chose L, = L, = 20 to perform the summation over

the Brillouin zone and solve the self-consistency equations using Broyden’s method.

0.10
100}
i 0.08r
075!
I 0.06+
&) I o
o o
0 0.5 1.0 1.5 20 25 0 05 1.0 15 20 25
J J

FIG. 10: The mean-field parameters as a function of J. L, = L, = 20 and 7" = 0.02.
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Fig. (10) shows that for small J < J.; =~ 0.34 we find a phase with Q = 0, P # 0, while for larger
J > J.1 there is a phase with both @ # 0, P # 0. We can understand the nature of the phases better by
drawing a classical analogy. Let us consider the classical spin vectors in the configuration depicted in Fig.

(1) and express them in terms of classical fields:
Sy =d'od=mqz, Sp, =p,op,=my(cosbz+sinbdi), Sy =p,op, =my(coshz—sindz) (4.10)

After solving for the classical fields, we can express mean-field parameters in terms of canting angle and

magnetizations:

P, = d'p, = /mgmpcosf/2, P, =d"p, = /mgm,cosf/2
Qz = depy = /mgmysing/2,  Qy = depy = —\/mgm,sin /2

(4.11)

Using this analogy, we conclude that the phase with @ = 0, P # 0 corresponds to the ferromagnetic
phase with § = 0 when the Schwinger bosons condense. The similar phase is predicted by the Hartree-Fock
theory. The phase with @ # 0, P # 0 corresponds to a canted phase, with canting angle given by the
equation: tan@/2 = P/Q. To further understand the nature of the canted phase, we computed a spin
gap (which is given by the bosonic spectrum, since bosons carry charge) and checked how it scales with
temperature. Fig. 11(a) demonstrates the existence of two regions J < Jeo =~ 1.5 where the gap goes to
zero as we lower the temperature and J > J.o where the gap remains finite. The first region corresponds
to the previously mentioned canted phase, the second region is Zs spin liquid.

Apart from the three phases above, we also observed the phase with @) # 0, P = 0 and finite spin gap.
To compare which of the phases is energetically favorable, we computed the free energies of all phases.

The expression for the free energy looks as follows:

8Q%? 8P? 16PR

F=E,
It J J

—2Xg — 44X, — 3une. (4.12)

The expression can be derived by properly introducing mean-field parameters using the Hubbard—Stratonovich
transformation and taking their value at the saddle point. Bosonic and fermionic energies are given by

the usual formulas:

(]

By = 23" (Ba(k) + 2T log (1 — e E+0/T) — Tlog (14 e~ M/T)) (4.13)
k

a=1,2,3
where E, (k) is bosonic dispersion relation and €, (k) is the fermionic dispersion relation. We checked that

the mean-field parameters obtained earlier correspond to extremum values of the free energy F'.
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FIG. 11: a) The bosonic spin gap as a function of J for different temperatures. Black dashed line
correspond to interpolation to zero temperature. b) The free energy of three different phases.

Fig. 11 (b) shows the free energy of all discussed phases. We see that the phase with P = 0 is always
higher in energy so it is never realized. The ferromagnetic phase at small J turns into a canted phase at

J > J.1, since it becomes more energetically favorable.

V. DMRG

In this section, we analyze the Hubbard model and the ¢-J model on the Lieb lattice using DMRG
(density matrix renormalization group) method. The complexity of the method scales exponentially with
L,, so we study the model on a cylinders with L, = 2 unit cells in the y direction. Since L, is small, the
system is effectively quasi one-dimensional and we can apply the Luttinger liquid theory to describe the
effects of interaction. For example, for commensurate fillings n = 1/2,1/3,1/6 the Umklapp processes are
relevant and the system acquires a charge gap. The detailed analysis of the phase diagram will be done

in the forthcoming paper, while here we include several crucial observations.
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Fig. 12a shows the occupation of ng sites and of n,, + n,, separately as a function of total filling. One

can compare it to the non-interacting case, where the plot is almost scaled twice. The comparison is even

more striking, see Fig. 12b, for the t-J model with J = 0, which is equivalent to Hubbard model with

infinite interactions. A similar behaviour was observed in the experimental paper [5]. One of the possible

scenarios to explain the doubling was presented above: it includes development of the magnetic order

and partial spin polarization. For example: in the fully spin-polarized system one half of the electrons is

completely gapped out, and there is effectively one electron per site.
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FIG. 13: Total spin of the system as a function of filling. Parameters: L, X L, =20 x2,t =1, D = 2000.

To test whether the system is in the canted or ferromagetic state we computed the total spin SZ,
of the system as a function of filling in Fig. 13. At half-filling n = 1 and U = 16, we observe S? =
Smaz(Smaz + 1) = 420 consistent with one spin per unit cell spqr = (1/2)L;L, = 20. This result is also
consistent with the original Lieb prediction of ferrimagnetism [37]. In the case of infinite interactions, we
observe almost the full polarization when the system is doped with two holes away from half-filling. This
polarization is associated with Nagaoka ferromagnetism.

Away from half-filling, the total spin rapidly goes to zero for both cases, signifying that the system is
in the singlet state. The discrepancy between the DMRG and mean-field calculations could be explained
by the fact that the mean-field usually overestimates the development of magnetically ordered phases.
Furthermore, DMRG calculations are not truly 2 dimensional and L, > 2 analysis is required, which

significantly complicates the calculations.
VI. DISCUSSION

This paper has introduced a Zs fractionalized metallic state for the Lieb lattice Hubbard model at large
Hubbard repulsion near filling fraction v = 1/4 which preserves all the symmetries of the lattice model.
This is proposed as an attractive candidate to explain observations on ultracold atoms [5], including the
unexpected enhanced compressibility on the p, , sites near v = 1/4. This fractionalized metal is obtained

by doping a conventional ferrimagnetic insulator at ¥ = 1/2, and so realizes the long-sought phenomenon
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of doping-induced fractionalization.

The structure of the fractionalized insulator is most easily understood from the parton construction in
Section IV, which fractionalizes the spin-1/2 fermion ¢, into a bosonic spinon b, and a fermionic spinless
‘chargon’ f. The nearest-neighbor exchange prefers a condensate of Q;; ~ €,5/b;sbj,/, Where i, j are nearest-
neighbors. On the other hand, the hopping term prefers a condensate of FP;; ~ bzabjg. The presence of
both @Q;; and P;; condensate leaves only the Zy gauge symmetry b;; — £b;, unhiggsed, leading to the Zo
fractionalized state with the same anyon sectors as the toric code. The b, excitations then represent the
gapped spinon sector (the e particles) of the fractionalized metal. When the b, condense, all fractionalized
excitations are confined in the state with canted magnetic order in Fig. 1. In the fractionalized state, the
chargons have effective filling fraction vy = 1 — 2v, and so vy = 1/2 when v = 1/4. The chargon band
structure is shown in Fig. 9, and there is a flat p, , flat band near the Fermi level at v = 1/4, as hinted
in Ref. [5].

Establishing the existence of Zs fractionalized state in future experiments requires lower temperatures
and the observation of a spin gap, along with the absence of a ferromagnetic moment present in the canted
magnetic state. Recent experimental work [38] has demonstrated progress towards achieving temperatures
comparable to the expected spin gap. The spiral states can be detected by measuring the susceptibility
to Ising-nematic ordering.

The nearly flat p,, band near the Fermi level in the Z, fractionalized metal indicates that this phase
is likely not stable down to zero temperature. Eventual instabilities to charge density wave order and

superconductivity appear likely and are interesting topics for further study.
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