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Geometric frustration in quantum spin systems can lead to exotic ground states. In this study, we investigate
the SU(3) spin model on the checkerboard lattice to explore the effects of frustration arising from its point-
connected (N + 1)-site local structure. We employ density matrix renormalization group (DMRG) and exact
diagonalization (ED) techniques to determine the ground state properties. Our results reveal the absence of both
3-sublattice antiferromagnetic order and valence cluster solid order. Instead, we identify ground states with
bond stripe patterns sensitive to boundary conditions and system size, comprising staggered singlet arrays and
uniform flat stripes. Notably, these stripes are relatively decoupled, and similar patterns can be reconstructed
in quasi-one-dimensional ladders. These findings suggest that geometric frustration drives the system toward a
mixed phase, combining characteristics of spin-liquid and valence cluster solid states, providing new insights
into the behavior of frustrated quantum spin systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Over the past few decades, frustrated magnets have gar-
nered significant interest from researchers. In these sys-
tems, the suppression of conventional magnetic order allows
quantum fluctuations to dominate the physics. Consequently,
complex quantum phenomena—including quantum criticality,
topological orders, and long-range entanglement—emerge in
frustrated magnets. Exotic quantum phases, such as the quan-
tum spin liquid, have been discovered in frustrated spin sys-
tems. In theoretical models, frustrated magnets exhibit a rich
variety of properties that depend on both the source of frustra-
tion and the intrinsic characteristics of the system.

Systems exhibiting SU(N) symmetry are of particular in-
terest. Alkaline-earth-like atoms trapped in an optical lattice,
such as 179Yb and 87Sr, can be used to realize this symme-
try [1–4]. Due to the presence of two outermost electrons,
these atoms exhibit no electronic magnetic moment. Instead,
the interactions of the hyperfine structure can be finely tuned
by orbital Feshbach resonance [5–7], enabling the realization
of SU(N) symmetry in these systems [8, 9]. Various values
of N and optical lattice geometries have been experimentally
realized and explored [10–14]. Recent advancements have en-
abled quantum simulations of ultracold two-dimensional Hub-
bard and Heisenberg-type models [15, 16].

The SU(N) Fermi Hubbard model is a natural generaliza-
tion of the conventional Fermi Hubbard model, characterized
by a hopping parameter t and an on-site repulsion U [17]. This
model has been intensively studied over the past decades [18–
21]. The case N = 3 is of particular interest due to its connec-
tion to the gauge symmetry in quantum chromodynamics and
its computational tractability. Recent studies on the square
lattice reveal a metal-insulator transition and quantum antifer-
romagnetic (AFM) ordering with different periodicities near
integer fillings [22, 23]. In one-dimensional systems, trionic
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molecular superfluidity and topological phases have been ob-
served [24, 25]. In contrast, the strongly correlated limit of the
SU(N) Fermi Hubbard model leads to the SU(N) t-J model,
which exhibits unique properties [26–28].

The spin model can be regarded as an effective approxi-
mation of the SU(N) Fermi Hubbard model at 1/N -filling
(⟨n⟩ = 1) in the large-U limit [29]. In this regime, Mott
physics suppresses charge fluctuations, and the effective in-
teractions between spin degrees of freedom can be derived via
second-order perturbation theory.

Numerous novel physical phenomena have been observed
in studies of SU(N) spin models in two-dimensional sys-
tems [30, 31]. A comprehensive phase diagram of the SU(N)
Heisenberg model has been derived using large-N mean-field
approximations [21, 29, 32, 33]. This phase diagram features
a chiral spin liquid phase at large N , a valence cluster solid at
small N , and stripe states with flux at intermediate N . Ten-
sor network calculations on certain SU(N) spin models with
chiral interactions have further confirmed the presence of the
chiral spin liquid phase [34–36]. For the N = 3 case on a
square lattice, multiple studies predict a three-sublattice or-
der [37–40], whereas density matrix renormalization group
calculations suggest the possibility of a fragile nematic spin
liquid [41–43]. Exploiting the non-Abelian symmetry inher-
ent in these models, numerous state-of-the-art numerical tech-
niques have been developed, yielding results with remarkable
scale and precision [44, 45].

In SU(N) spin models, the local frustration structure is
fundamentally different from that in conventional SU(2) sys-
tems. For N = 3, the local frustrated motif transitions from
a triangular arrangement to a tetrahedral one. The checker-
board lattice examined in this paper can be viewed as a two-
dimensional assembly of locally frustrated units that share
corners, and it is equivalent to a line graph lattice. In this
context, the line graph lattice represents the link-point dual of
the original lattice, analogous to the Kagomé lattice. Tight-
binding models defined on such line graph lattices exhibit
a high degree of degeneracy in their energy spectra, which
gives rise to flat energy bands. This characteristic, in turn,
leads to various intriguing phenomena, including nontrivial
topological phases, band ferromagnetism, and superconduc-
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tivity [46–51]. Experimentally, this lattice has been realized
in monolayer Cu2N [52]. Moreover, the conventional spin
model on the checkerboard lattice has been the subject of ex-
tensive theoretical investigation [53–61], and this lattice has
also been explored for the SU(4) spin model as a suitable
platform for realizing a four-site simplex valence cluster solid
(VCS) state [62].

In this paper, we investigate the ground state of the frus-
trated SU(3) spin model on a checkerboard lattice. Using
exact diagonalization (ED) and density matrix renormaliza-
tion group (DMRG) calculations, we determine the ground
state of a Hamiltonian that continuously connects the square
lattice to the checkerboard lattice via next-nearest-neighbor
(NNN) interactions. We observe a quantum phase transition
as the NNN interactions evolve continuously. For the ED re-
sults, we find a change in the ground state degeneracy, while
the DMRG results show a sudden reduction in the correlation
length. Furthermore, we compare various low-energy states
computed using DMRG and conclude that a bond stripe pat-
tern is favored. Next, we investigate the nature of the stripe
states and find that the bond stripes are nearly decoupled. We
characterize the single-stripe subsystems and reproduce the
stripe pattern in quasi-one-dimensional ladders. Finally, we
summarize our findings and discuss their relation to previous
works and low-energy effective theories.

The organization of our paper is as follows. In Section II,
we introduce the SU(3) Heisenberg model on the checker-
board lattice and the parameter settings for the DMRG simu-
lations. In Section III, we present our numerical results, in-
cluding various correlations and different local quantities. In
Section IV, we study the nature of stripe states and reproduce
the stripe in quasi-one-dimensional ladders. The final section,
Section V, contains the summary and discussion.

II. MODEL

A. SU (3) symmetric Hamiltonian

The two-site SU(3) symmetric spin Hamiltonian is con-
structed by setting N = 3 in the general SU(N) Heisenberg
exchange Hamiltonian

HSU(N)
ij = JPij = JSαβ

i Sβα
j , (1)

where Pij exchanges the local states on the two sites, and
Sαβ
i = c†iαciβ are the SU(N) spin operators in terms of

fermion operators. The indices α and β sum over the N spin
flavors. In the following, we focus on the case correspond-
ing to the fundamental irreducible representation (irrep), de-
scribed by the Young diagram 2. This interaction has several
conserved quantum numbers. The total spin components L3,8

and the second Casimir C2 are conserved quantities. For ex-
ample, the L3 component can be expressed as the Gell-Mann
generator L̂3

i =
(
n̂α=1
i − n̂α=2

i

)
/
√
2. These conserved quan-

tum numbers can accelerate the numerical calculations.

B. Checkerboard Lattice

Geometric frustration in conventional spin systems is of-
ten illustrated using triangular structures [63, 64]. In mod-
els where a singlet requires two lattice sites to form, such as
spin- 12 systems, the Kagomé lattice is considered frustrated.
This lattice consists of triangles that share only a single corner
with neighboring triangles. For SU(3) symmetry, singlet for-
mation requires three fundamental irreducible representations.
Specifically, a singlet occupies three sites in the Hamiltonian
given by Eq. (1). Consequently, the notion of local frustration
must be generalized to involve four connected sites (FIG. 1).
By repeating this structure such that each unit shares only one
corner with its neighbors, we obtain the 3D pyrochlore lattice.
The checkerboard lattice also satisfies these structural require-
ments and is sometimes referred to as the planar pyrochlore
lattice (FIG. 1). These lattices can be classified as line graphs
of different parent lattices with a flat upper energy band.

1

2 3

?

FIG. 1: Local frustration structure for SU (3) fundamental
irreps (left panel) and checkerboard lattice (right panel).

To relate with the previous results for square lattice,
checkerboard lattice is regarded as a square lattice with next-
nearest-neighbor (NNN) interactions on half of the plaquette.
The Hamiltonian can be expressed as

H
SU(N)
Checkerboard =

∑

⟨i,j⟩
JSαβ

i Sβα
j +

half plaquette∑

⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩
J×S

αβ
i Sβα

j . (2)

We can interpolate between the square lattice and the
checkerboard lattice by varying J× from 0 to J . This ap-
proach allows us to investigate whether the ground states on
the square lattice and the checkerboard lattice belong to the
same phase. For simplicity, we set J ≡ 1 to define the overall
energy scale. The unit cell of the checkerboard lattice is twice
the size of that in the square lattice, containing two sites. The
basis vectors of the checkerboard lattice are rotated by π/4
relative to those of the square lattice, and their lengths are√
2a, where a is the lattice constant of the original square lat-

tice.
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III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

We use ED and DMRG to study the ground state of this
model. For the ED computations, we employ the QuSpin
package [65, 66]. Periodic boundary conditions are applied
in both directions during the ED simulations. The DMRG
simulations are performed using the ITensor library [67]. A
maximum bond dimension of Dmax = 6000 is maintained dur-
ing the DMRG simulations. The calculations typically involve
around 100 sweeps, with the largest truncation errors of the fi-
nal wavefunctions on the order of 10−5. Global conservation
of the SU(3) spin component is preserved as a good quantum
number to save computational resources.

A. ED Result

We calculate the energy spectrum of several of the lowest-
energy states for a system with 3× 3 unit cells, containing 18
sites. The next-nearest-neighbor (NNN) interaction strength,
J×, varies from 0 to 1 to capture distinct phases. The spectrum
is shown in Fig. 2. A phase transition occurs near J× = 0.45,
where the energy levels intersect. The ground state is unique
for J× < 0.45 and becomes twofold degenerate for J× >
0.45.

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
J×

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

E
i
−
E

0

Energy spectrum by ED E0

E1

E2

E3

E4

E5

E6

E7

FIG. 2: Low energy spectrum of 3× 3 system.

This twofold degeneracy can be lifted by reducing the lat-
tice symmetry from C4 to C2. Specifically, applying differ-
ent values of J× along various directions splits the twofold-
degenerate ground states. This allows us to extract the cou-
pling strengths along the interaction bonds. The two degen-
erate ground states exhibit slight differences in the NNN cou-
plings along different directions. The local spin component
nα
i and coupling strength Bij = Sαβ

i Sβα
j are shown in Fig. 3.

The NNN coupling strengths BNNN along two directions dif-
fer slightly, with values of -0.104 and -0.093. As a result, the
degenerate ground states break symmetry, potentially resem-
bling a nematic spin liquid [42]. Furthermore, when J× ex-
ceeds 1.15, the ground state transitions into a direct product of
six singlets aligned along the x and y directions. This occurs

because the finite system size allows singlets to form across
the boundary, a phenomenon that would not be permitted in
the thermodynamic limit.

(a)

(a) J× = 0.10

(b)

−0
.1
47

−
0.147

−0.103 −
0
.0

9
3

(b) J× = 0.90

(c)

(c) J× = 1.18

FIG. 3: Real-space coupling patterns of the ground states in
two phases. (a) unique ground state when J× = 0.10; (b) one
of two degenerate ground states when J× = 0.90; (c) unique
ground state when J× = 1.18. The pie charts represent the
local spin component on each site. The width of the lines
represents the strength of the coupling. Its color takes blue
and red for AFM and ferromagnetic coupling.

B. DMRG Result

The ED results indicate a phase transition between square
and planar pyrochlore lattices. However, ED introduces sig-
nificant finite-size effects and offers limited information about
correlations. To address these limitations, we employ the
DMRG algorithm to study the ground state in larger system
sizes.

The DMRG calculations are performed on cylindrical ge-
ometries, employing open boundary conditions along the x
direction and periodic boundary conditions along the y direc-
tion. The system size is denoted as Nx ×Ny unit cells, com-
prising a total of Ntot = 2NxNy+Ny sites. The additional Ny

sites correspond to boundary sites on one of the open bound-
aries. We examine multiple system sizes, with Nx varying
from 7 to 10 and Ny from 4 to 6. The system sizes are chosen
such that Ntot is a multiple of 3.

To complement the ED results, we investigate the evolution
of the ground state as J× varies from 0 to 1. We measure the
spin correlation function

S (r) =
〈
L̂3
i L̂

3
i+r⃗

〉
. (3)

Different behaviors are observed for weak and strong NNN
interactions (Fig. 4a). In the strong interaction case, the cor-
relation length is notably shorter compared to the weak in-
teraction case. This observation suggests a phase transition
between the ground states of square and planar pyrochlore lat-
tices.

The shorter spin correlation length suggests the breakdown
of the three-sublattice AFM order. The Fourier transform
of the spin correlation function is presented in Fig. 4b. Its
smoothness and underlying quadratic behavior near the ori-
gin imply the presence of a finite spin gap and the absence of
long-range spin order. We also examine planar pyrochlore lat-
tice systems configured in a square lattice geometry (details
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(b)

FIG. 4: Spin correlation (a) Spin correlation with different
J×, where the correlations decay faster in the strong NNN
interaction case; (b) Fourier transform of spin correlation has
no significant singularity.

in Supplemental Materials). The spin correlation function
along the plaquette’s edge exhibits a short correlation length
of rS = 0.91a. Additionally, we attempt to induce three-
sublattice AFM order and valence bond (or cluster) solid order
by applying corresponding fields at the boundaries. However,
our results do not support the existence of these orders (details
in Supplemental Materials).

C. Real-Space Valence Bond Coupling

After confirming the absence of three-sublattice antiferro-
magnetic (AFM) and simple triangular valence cluster solid
(VCS) orders, we focus on the lattice’s unit cell direction. The
density matrix renormalization group (DMRG) simulations
converge to several distinct candidate patterns in valence bond
strength, all with closely related energies. Some patterns ex-
hibit apparent local triangular configurations; however, these
triangles do not form a clear periodic arrangement character-
istic of a VCS phase. In the system size (7, 4) — which pre-
cludes long singlets crossing the boundary and includes a total
of 60 sites (a multiple of 3) — the local valence bond strength
of the lowest energy state displays a stripe pattern (Fig. 5a).
This stripe pattern has a period of three unit cell lengths in
the x-direction and maintains translational symmetry in the
y-direction.

We also calculate the ground state of larger system sizes, up
to (10, 6) (Details in Supplemental Materials). There are lo-
cal minimum states for different system sizes. We summarize
some of the lowest energy states for different sizes in Table I.

We have identified several coupling configurations in this
model, particularly near the system boundaries. For straight
open boundaries extending over more than five unit cells, the
coupling structure forms repeating triangular patterns, break-
ing the reflection symmetry along the boundary. In cases with
a four-unit cell width, the reflection-symmetric boundary can

(a) (7, 4) Stripe Structure

(b) (7, 4) Local Minimum

FIG. 5: (5a) Ground state and (5b) local minimum state
real-space bond strength obtained by DMRG simulation for
the system size of (7, 4). The energy of the states are (5a)
E0 = −201.698, (5b) E1 = −201.468.

be viewed as a superposition of triangular arrays oriented dif-
ferently. The stronger coupling strength on the bonds perpen-
dicular to the boundary suggests that these triangular singlets
connect to form a boundary ring. Applying a reflection trans-
formation to this boundary ring does not alter the system’s
energy.

For systems with length 3n + 1 in the x direction, the
stripe phase with a 3-unit-cell stripe exhibits lower energy.
This pattern comprises a one-unit-cell-wide triangular array
at the boundary and a two-unit-cell-wide reflection-symmetric
structure. We refer to the strong coupling bonds as flat stripes.
The energy associated with these flat stripes is lower than
that of two corresponding staggered triangular VCS patterns.
By comparing the low-energy states of systems with identical
sizes, we observe that configurations with a greater number of
stripe patterns tend to have lower energies.

For systems with other lengths in the x direction, the stripe
phase cannot fit the system well. When the length in the y
direction is 6, a clear triangular pattern emerges. This pat-
tern exhibits a 2-unit-cell-wide periodic triangular configura-
tion away from the open boundary. As the length in the x
direction increases, this triangular configuration forms a ver-
tical stripe-like arrangement. Consequently, we deduce that
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Algorithm Size Number of Spins Number of bonds Valence Bond Coupling Structure Energy Energy per bond

ED (3, 3) 18 54 Nematic(Fig. 3b) -64.343 -1.1915

DMRG

(7, 4) 60 168 Triangle(Fig. 5b) -201.468 -1.1992
Stripe(Fig. 5a) -201.698 -1.2006

(10, 4) 84 240 Stripe -286.548 -1.1940
Triangle & Stripe -286.283 -1.1928

(7, 5) 75 210 Incompatible -250.520 -1.1929
Stripe -250.928 -1.1949

(7, 6) 90 252 Incompatible -299.661 -1.1891
Stripe -300.598 -1.1928

(8, 6) 102 288 Triangle -342.361 -1.1887

(9, 6) 114 324
Incompatible -384.193 -1.1858

Triangle -384.070 -1.1854
Triangle & Stripe -384.550 -1.1868

(10, 6) 126 360 Triangle -426.819 -1.1856
Stripe -426.903 -1.1858

TABLE I: Energy of the ground state and local minimum states for different system sizes. Some of the real space bond strength
structures are shown in Supplemental Materials.

the stripe pattern reduces the local energy, while the boundary
pattern constrains the global coupling structure.

For the stripe phase, we calculate several correlation func-
tions and show them in Fig. 6. It includes spin correlation
function Eq. (3), chiral correlation function

χ (r) = ⟨χijkχi′j′k′⟩ , (4)

and nematic correlation function

η (r) = ⟨ηxηx+r⟩ − ⟨ηx⟩ ⟨ηx+r⟩ . (5)

The local chiral and nematic operators are defined as χijk =

i
(
Pijk − P−1

ijk

)
and ηi = (Bx

i −By
i ), where Pijk = PijPjk

and Bx,y
i represents the bond coupling along the x and y di-

rections within a unit cell. These correlation functions exhibit
exponential decay, with a short correlation length less than the
side length of the square. This result excludes the possibility
of chiral and nematic orders in the checkerboard lattice.

IV. BOND STRIPE PATTERN

Bond stripe patterns have been identified in mean-field
calculations for the SU(N) Heisenberg model using self-
consistent minimization algorithms. These patterns emerge
as low-energy states for N = 4, 5 on the triangular lat-
tice and N = 5, 6 on the square and J1-J2 honeycomb lat-
tices [32, 33, 68]. However, in contrast to the doubled unit-
cell bond stripe states found in these studies, the stripe phase
observed in our work exhibits a tripled unit-cell structure. Ad-
ditionally, while the previously discovered stripe states pos-
sess U(1) gauge flux, this characteristic is absent in our find-
ings. Moreover, mean-field calculations have shown that for

2 4 6 8 10
r

10−8

10−7

10−6

10−5

10−4

10−3

10−2

10−1 |S (r)|
|B (r)|
|η (r)|
|χ (r)|

FIG. 6: Spin correlation S (r), bond correlation B (r),
nematic correlation η (r) and chiral correlation χ (r)
measured in system with size (Nx, Ny) = (10, 6). They all
show exponential decay. The correlation lengths are
rS = 0.89a, rB = 0.55a, rη = 0.61a and rχ = 0.32a, a is
the length of square side.

N = 3, the ground state is a VCS state, comprising singlets
formed by 3 or 6 sites. It is important to note that the appli-
cability of the large-N approximation employed in the mean-
field approach may be limited. Our computations indicate that
the J× interaction suppresses both the 3-sublattice order and
the global VCS order, leading to a bond stripe phase distinct
from those predicted by mean-field results.

The flat regions of the stripe pattern can break translational
symmetry, transitioning into a triangular valence cluster solid
(VCS) pattern when interfacing with boundary triangular ar-
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rays or stripe corners. This suggests that the state is a direct
product state. We compute the entanglement entropy for sub-
systems partitioned along various lines, as depicted in Fig. 7.
Additionally, we analyze the dependence of entanglement en-
tropy on the edge length between stripes. Our findings re-
veal that the entanglement entropy for subsystems intersecting
weak bonds is minimal and remains approximately constant
regardless of the subsystem boundary lengths. The period-
icity observed in the entanglement entropy further indicates
that entanglement is confined to a minimal range. Within the
stripes, spins form singlets on the occupied sites, explaining
the inherently short-range correlations across the stripes.

0.0

2.5

5.0

7.5

10.0

12.5

15.0

17.5

20.0

S
v
N

(x
)

Ny = 4

Ny = 5

Ny = 6

Ny = 7

FIG. 7: Entanglement entropy for the division at different
positions. The dashed lines mark the system division
position, and the red bars below represent the value of
entanglement entropy at the dashed line. It shows distinct
periodicity, with approximate minima between stripes and
maxima on cutting triangle arrays.

Decoupled Stripe and Single-Stripe Ladder

Since each stripe is nearly pure, it is feasible to compute the
correlation within a stripe on the ladder stripe that it occupies.
We use ED to reconstruct the single-stripe patterns in a system
comprising four to six unit cells.

We obtain results for the triangular array comparable to the
previous exact solution for the spin tetrahedron chain [56].
The ground state exhibits two-fold degeneracy, which can be
lifted by breaking the reflection symmetry. The symmetry-

broken states exhibit patterns similar to those of triangular ar-
rays in stripe states. These states are pure direct product states.
The flat stripe pattern is also reproduced in isolated ladder sys-
tems. In these systems, the ground state is unique and features
uniform coupling strength B = −0.1986 on each bond.

Building upon the successful reproduction of two stripe
patterns in isolated ladder systems using ED, we further em-
ploy the DMRG algorithm to investigate long-range correla-
tion functions within the stripes. The real-space pattern is de-
picted in FIG. 8a. The results for the triangular array stripe
ladder align with those from ED calculations, indicating a di-
rect product of triangular singlets whose correlation functions
correspond to the VCS state.

For the flat stripe ladder system, we compute the system
length up to 64 unit cells, maintaining a maximum kept di-
mension D = 1467 to ensure truncation errors remain below
10−10. This limited bond dimension suggests that this quasi-
one-dimensional system is gapped. As shown in FIG. 8b,
the DMRG calculations reveal no spontaneous breaking of
translational or spatial inversion symmetry. Examining the
valence bond strengths away from the boundary, we ob-
serve differences between bonds parallel to the chain direction
(B= = −0.1848) and those diagonal to it (B× = −0.1993).
This is similar to results for the two-dimensional case, where
the ratio of these bond strengths is approximately 0.93 (e.g.,
B2d

= = −0.175 and B2d
× = −0.1846 in the (10, 6) system).

The correlation functions of the flat stripe ladder system
closely resemble those of the two-dimensional case. The spin
and bond correlation functions for this system are presented
in FIG. 8c. Both exhibit exponential decay with correlation
lengths r1dS = 1.73a and r1dB = 2.82a, respectively. We cal-
culate the corresponding four-point chirality correlation func-
tion

χ4
ijkl =

i

4

(
Pijkl − P−1

ijkl

)
, (6)

where i, j, k, l are defined on the square plaquette. These
functions also decay exponentially, failing to corroborate the
gauge flux of the stripe state observed in mean-field calcula-
tions.

V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

The model exhibits frustration when three-site singlets are
placed on vertex-connected tetrahedra forming pyrochlore lat-
tices. Using ED and DMRG simulations, we study the SU(3)
spin model on the checkerboard lattice, also known as the pla-
nar pyrochlore. By tuning the diagonal couplings, we observe
a quantum phase transition between the square lattice model
and the checkerboard lattice model. The addition of diagonal
couplings suppresses the 3-sublattice AFM order. Stripe pat-
terns frequently emerge in DMRG calculations, and the stripe
state serves as the global ground state for suitable system
sizes. The twofold degeneracy of the ground state observed in
ED calculations is consistent with the C4 symmetry breaking
of the stripe phase. In this phase, the stripes decouple, leading
to short-range correlation functions. The stripe patterns con-
sist of a triangular array and a uniform flat stripe. They can
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(a) Single triangular array ladder.

(b) Flat stripe ladder.

20 40
∆x/a

10−9

10−8

10−7

10−6

10−5

10−4

10−3

10−2
Scl (∆x)

Ssl (∆x)

Bi (∆x)

Bo (∆x)

χ4 (∆x)

2 4 6 8
∆x/a

10−3

10−2

10−1

|S
(r

)|

side line @ 2D

center line @ 2D

side line @ 1D

center line @ 1D

(c) Correlation function in flat stripe ladder.

FIG. 8: (a),(b) the local spin and bond pattern of the triangle
array ladder and the flat stripe ladder, respectively. (c) (left)
Spin correlation along center line Scl and side line Ssl. Bond
correlation of inner bonds Bi and outer bonds Bo. (right)
Comparison of spin correlation functions for flat stripes in
2D and 1D systems.

be reproduced in a ladder model defined on their sites, where
correlations within the stripes remain short-ranged.

In previous mean-field studies of the SU(3) spin model on
various lattices [32, 33], the lowest energy state is the VCS.
For larger N , stripe and chiral spin liquid phases have been
discovered. The VCS-stripe mixed state identified here can
be viewed as a step closer to the chiral spin liquid phase, ac-
cording to general phase diagram results [32, 68, 69]. Further
investigation is required to determine whether additional in-
teractions can induce a spin liquid phase.

Furthermore, under the zeroth-order approximation, the
ground states of the model consist of local singlets on three of
the vertices of a planar tetrahedron. These degenerate ground
states can adopt different triangular configurations. The var-
ious triangle patterns span a configuration space analogous
to a quantum trimer model (details in Supplemental Materi-
als) [70]. An arrow representation can be constructed in line
with studies of the quantum dimer model on the kagome lat-
tice [71]. Since each site is shared by two tetrahedra and is
associated with a singlet, we can define an arrow on each site
pointing toward the tetrahedron to which the singlet belongs.
This arrow representation forms a restricted vertex model, po-
tentially related to Z2 gauge theory [72].
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Supplemental Materials for “Bond Stripe Patterns in SU (3) spin model on checkerboard lattice”

S1. DMRG SIMULATION IN SQUARE FRAME

The interaction we tune transforms the lattice from a square configuration to a planar pyrochlore structure. We calculate the
ground state patterns along the square lattice directions as a reference to verify the existence of possible orders. The 3-sublattice
AFM order is suppressed, as indicated by the very short penetration depth of the spin polarization (FIG. S1(a)). We also attempt
to induce valence bond order by applying stronger interactions near the boundary (FIG. S1(b)− (d)). The inhomogeneity of the
bonds extends over several unit cells, with staggered bonds induced by the open boundary condition in the x direction remaining.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. S1: Bond energies and local color densities on a square lattice with the different inducing structures on the boundary
(gray-covered region). Open boundary condition on x direction and periodic boundary condition on y direction. (a) External
fields inducing AFM order applied on the boundary sites; (b) Stronger interaction on bonds in a triangle; (c) Stronger
interaction on a single bond; (d) Stronger interaction on a single bond with weak correlation in previous results.

S2. DMRG SIMULATION OF DIFFERENT SIZES

Bond energies and local color densities are presented for different system sizes using DMRG calculations. We extend the
(7, 4) system to (10, 4), ensuring the total number of spins is a multiple of 3, and plot the real-space patterns of the lowest
energy state and some competing states in FIG. S2.

Then we extend the system size in the y direction to (7, 5) and (7, 6). The results are shown in FIG. S3.
When the system size in the y direction is 6, we can freely adjust the size in the x direction, ensuring the total number of spins

is a multiple of 3. The results are shown in FIG. S4.

S3. LOW ENERGY EFFECTIVE THEORY OF LOCAL TRIANGLE SINGLET

The arrow mapping rule is illustrated in FIG. S5, and a real-space example is provided in FIG. S6.
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(a) (10, 4) Stripe Structure (b) (10, 4) Local Minimum

FIG. S2: Ground state (S2a) and local minimum state (S2b) real-space bond strength obtained by DMRG simulation for the
system size of (10, 4). The energy of the states are (S2a) E0 = −286.548, (S2b) E1 = −286.283. Their pattern could be
regarded as patterns of 7× 4 low energy states with an extra stripe period.

(a) (7, 5) Stripe Structure (b) (7, 5) Local Minimum

(c) (7, 6) Stripe Structure (d) (7, 6) Local Minimum

FIG. S3: Ground state (S3a, S3c) and local minimum state (S3b, S3d) real-space bond strength obtained by DMRG simulation
for the system size of (7, 5) and (7, 6). The energy of the states is (S3a) E0 = −250.928, (S3b) E0 = −250.520, (S3c)
E0 = −300.598, (S3d) E0 = −299.661. The energy of bond stripe states is lower.

Through the mapping, the local triangle singlet pattern in the low-energy effective theory corresponds to a restricted vertex
model space. This vertex model space contains only sources and no sinks. The flow of arrows is not constant; instead, it forms
loops. In previous finite-size DMRG calculations, we observed that the boundary configurations exhibit loop structures.

As shown in FIG. S7, for the system size (Nx, Ny) = (9, 6), there are two internal structures. Both are characterized by an
in-body loop structure.
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(a) (8, 6) triangle pattern A (b) (9, 6) local minimum

(c) (9, 6) stripe with triangle pattern A (d) (9, 6) triangle pattern B

(e) (10, 6) triangle pattern A (f) (10, 6) stripe pattern

FIG. S4: Ground states and local minimum states obtained by DMRG simulation for the system width Ny = 6. The energy of
the states are (S4a) E0 = −342.361, (S4b) E0 = −384.193, (S4c) E0 = −384.550, (S4d) E0 = −384.070, (S4e)
E0 = −426.819, (S4f) E0 = −426.903. The bond stripe states have better energy.
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A:

B:

FIG. S5: Mapping for the local triangle singlet to the arrow representation: case A represents four spins in the unit cell to form
a 3-spin singlet in its surrounding unit cell; case B represents three spins in the unit cell form a SU (3) singlet, and one spin
forms a singlet in the adjacent unit cell.

FIG. S6: An example of the local triangle singlet for the system size (4, 7) and its arrow representation.

FIG. S7: Two loop structures for the system size (Nx, Ny) = (9, 6), labeled by red lines. The reverse operation on the arrows
also corresponds to another real space configuration.
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