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A: Spectral Functions from Dynamical Correlations

We compute the dynamical spin structure factor from
time-dependent spin correlations according to equa-
tion (3) of the main text. The quantum state is rep-
resented by an MPS wrapped around a cylinder with
circumference L, = 6. The ground state is found via
an iDMRG simulation [1] on a L, x 3 unit cell. By pe-
riodically repeating the unit cell, we can build a large
system whose center site j. is perturbed by a local S
operator. In the antiferromagnetically ordered phase at
Jo =0, we used cylinders with L, =6 and L, = 51 as well
as L, = 126, whereas in the QSL phase at % =0.125, the
system size was given by L, =6 and L, = 51.

The MPO Wy; time-evolution algorithm [2, 3] is suited
to fully capture long-range interactions as they occur in
the two-dimensional system mapped onto a cylinder. For
the final large-scale tensor-network simulations, we ter-
minated the iMPS of the ground state for the enlarged
system by applying the dominant left and right eigen-
vector of the associated transfer matrix to the system
which have been found using a power method [4]. The
obtained finite MPS can be optimized at the boundaries
using DMRG on a segment of a few of the outmost rings.
Thus we can run the simulations on a large finite MPS
with open boundary conditions in x-direction. This re-
sults in an effective speed-up of the time-evolution simu-
lation compared to the infinite system. The bulk physics
does not change.

The time-step size we used for the data presented
is 6t = 0.04J;. The correlations are computed every
Nsteps = b simulation steps. We apply U(1) charge con-
servation during the time evolution (i.e., the total S*
quantum number is conserved) [5-7]. The protocol how
to compute the spin structure factor from the dynamical
correlations involves several single steps: First, we can
interpolate the correlation data for times between ¢ and
t + Ngteps - 0t. We apply then a discrete Fourier transfor-
mation in space that yields the momentum-resolved time-
dependent data. For each point in momentum space, we
perform a linear prediction that extends the time series
by fLinPre - Tsim, Where Ty, is the total simulation time.
The choice of frinpre = 10 has turned out to be suit-
able for the systems under consideration, where always

MLinpPre = 20 values of the time series have been taken into
account to predict the next value. To conclude the com-
putation, we performed a Fourier transformation of the
time series convoluted with a Gaussian window function
to prevent Gibb’s oscillations due to the limited reachable
simulation time. The Gaussian distribution was chosen
to have a defined value of a at ¢t = Ty, i.e., the broad-

ening is given as
T2
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For the plots shown in the main text and the Supple-
mental Material, we chose a = 0.01, corresponding to
a Gaussian broadening of o »~ 19.8J; for Ty, = 60.J1.
As a result of these parameter settings, the convolution
with the Gaussian function distributes the main weight
to the actual simulation data whereas the linearly pre-
dicted data occurs only in the tail of the Gaussian enve-
lope, thus avoiding a sharp cutoff of the time series and
consequently Gibb’s oscillations in the Fourier transform.

ky Resolved Time Evolution.—The method above pro-
vides the dynamical correlation data for all available cuts
through the full two-dimensional Brillouin zone that are
accessible on an L, x L,-geometry (cf. Fig. 10). Since the
entanglement entropy grows under time evolution of the
perturbed ground state, the bond dimension x restricts
the feasible simulation times and determines the accuracy
of the results. Consequently, if one separates the contri-
butions from the different cuts in the Brillouin zone, the
increasing entanglement for the corresponding momen-
tum quantum numbers can be captured more faithfully
and the overall accuracy for a given bond dimension is
expected to improve.

To achieve this, we can apply a local operator with
well-defined momentum k, (msy) = ZWT—E (mg € Z) in bo-
direction instead of a single-site operator:

. 1 Lyt
Spi(ky) = —= Y €75, e (2)
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The primitive lattice vectors are a; = (1,0)” and as =

1 V3 T . . . .
(5, 7) with the corresponding reciprocal lattice vec-
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tor.s b; = (271', \/g) and by ((), f) - The time evo
lution can be achieved by the same techniques as before.
The correlations are taken with respect to the hermitian

conjugate operator

O, (i) = (€77 (S5, (k) e85, (k) . (3)

thus yielding effectively one-dimensional correlations in
the z-coordinate. Fig. 1 shows the time-evolved bi-
partite entanglement entropy at the center of the sys-
tem (upper row) and the dynamical correlation function
(bottom row) for a momentum-resolved simulation with
ky = 27773—;|m _, (left column) and for the general pro-
cedure using a single-site operator (right column) in the
symmetry-broken phase at Jy = 0.

As mentioned in the main text, there are two distinct
sectors in the QSL phase on a L, = 6 cylinder [8, 9]. The
even sector is found directly by the DMRG simulation.
In this sector, the entanglement spectrum on the bonds is
symmetric around the total % quantum number ¢, = 0.
By adiabatically inserting a flux of 6 = 27 [4], the wave
function transitions into the odd sector, which results in a
state whose entanglement spectrum is symmetric around
q, = %, indicating the existence of a spinon quasiparticle
with 5% = +1 on each boundary [9]. The ground state
energy in the odd sector is slightly lower and the corre-
lations are more isotropic.

Fig. 2 shows the static structure factor from the
DMRG simulation for the 120° ordered phase and the
candidate quantum spin-liquid phase at <2 = 0.125. In
contrast to Fig. 2 in the main text, we do "ot apply an
interpolation scheme here. The observable features are
identical. Due to the small finite cylinder circumference
of L =6, the data displays a structure of discrete stripes
along the direction of b;.

Figs. 3 and 4 show the dynamical spin structure fac-
tors for Jy = 0 and §2 0.125 in a linear and a log-
arithmic color scale for all avaibable cuts through the
Brillouin zone for various bond dimensions. The simula-
tion resolving the gapless Goldstone mode at the K point
has turned out to be numerically particularly challeng-
ing. Therefore, the best converged data presented has
been obtained from a k, resolved time evolution with
mso = 2. Note that the maximum spectral intensity has
been bound by a maximum value to reveal lower-intensity
features of the excitation spectrum. The maximum spec-
tral intensity shown in each subplot has been normal-
ized to one. No cutoff has been applied for Jo = 0 along
M'—M and T'- M" and in the QSL phase along M'— M.
To ensure that the data has converged, we ran multi-
ple simulations with different maximal bond dimensions
X, time step sizes 0t and system sizes L,. L, and x
strongly restrict the reliably reachable simulation times.
We performed a time evolution up to Ty, = 60J; with
bond dimensions up to x = 1500 and x = 2000 in the case

40 4.0
~ 3.5
'ﬁ
+~ 20§ 30
2.5
1.0
40
=
220 0.5
0.0

L./2 Ly/2

FIG. 1. a) Entanglement cone and b) correlation spreading
after perturbing the ground state at J2 = 0 with a momentum-
resolved operator versus the corresponding quantities in the
right column for a single-site perturbation operator S; . Note
that in d), the spatial index runs spirallike through the whole
system, not only along the x-direction as in the other cases.
The simulations were performed on a 6 x 126 cylinder with
bond dimensions x = 1300 and x = 1500 for the momentum-
resolved operator and the single-site operator respectively and
time-step size §t/J1 = 0.04.
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FIG. 2. Static structure factor on a cylinder with dimen-
sions 6 x 51 in a) the 120° ordered phase and b) in the can-
didate spin-liquid phase. We show the same data as in Fig. 2
in the main text, but without using an interpolation scheme
along the ap direction of the lattice (the circumference of our
cylinder).

of Jy =0 and j—f = 0.125 respectively. From comparing
the first two rows in both Fig. 3 and 4, we can eval-
uate the convergence of the spectral function since the
respective simulations have been run for different bond
dimensions. Remarkably, Fig. 3e) shows a smoother and
hence better converged dispersion around the high con-
centration of spectral weight at the K-point than Fig. 3d)
even though for the latter, we used y = 1500 and for the
former x = 1300. Fig. 3e), however, was obtained using
the k, momentum-resolved algorithm.
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FIG. 3. Convergence of the dynamical spin structure factor S*~(k,w) in the 120° ordered phase at J2 = 0. The simulations
have been done on a cylinder of size 6 x 126. We used bond dimensions x = 1200 [a), ¢) and j)] and x = 1500 [b), d), h) and
k)]. For Fig. e), we applied the k, resolved time-evolution algorithm with x = 1300. The two upper rows are plotted with a
linear color scale. The third row shows the same data as the second, but in a logarithmic scale. The colormap is normalized to
the maximum intensity shown in the single subfigure. The golden dot-dashed line denotes the energy of the lowest branch as
obtained from the quasiparticle ansatz.
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FIG. 4. Convergence of the dynamical spin structure factor S*~(k,w) in the QSL phase at % =0.125. The simulations have
been done on a cylinder of size 6 x 51. The first row shows data for a bond dimension of x = 1500, the second for x = 2000.
The third row displays the same data as the second, but plotted with a logarithmic color scale instead of a linear one. The
colormap is normalized to the maximum intensity shown in the single subfigure. As before, the golden dot-dashed line denotes
the energy of the lowest branch as obtained from the quasiparticle ansatz.

B: Quasiparticle Ansatz dition, we have used SU(2) quantum numbers in the
MPS ground state and quasiparticle ansatz, allowing us
to target triplet excitations explicitly. The optimization
of the variational energy of a quasiparticle ansatz for
given momenta (k;,k,) gives us the energy dispersion
of the lowest-lying excitations in the system. The varia-
tional wavefunction also allows us to compute the spec-
tral weights of these states such that we can compute

In our work, we have also used the MPS quasiparti-
cle ansatz [10, 11], which allows us to target momentum
states on top of an infinite MPS ground state directly
in the thermodynamic limit. Here we use the adapta-
tion to cylinder geometries where the k, momentum is
used as an approximate quantum number [12]. In ad-



their contributions to the spectral function.
Let us start from the definition of the spectral function

Sk,w) =3 [ dte ! (ol (Sp)le 1Sz o), (4)

where we use the sum of the three spin components «
such that we do not break SU(2) symmetry. We have
defined a momentum operator formally as

Z 1krSo¢ (5)

Sic = /L I,
in the limit L, — oo of an infinitely long cylinder. We can

now project the spectral function on the first low-lying
excitations, resulting in

Stow (k,w) = > f dte e 20 S (7] e )| (6)
= S (@] S (o) 2md(w - AL (k)  (7)

where v labels the excited states with excitation energy
A, (k). In order to plot this projected spectral function,
we convolute the delta signal with a Gaussian broadening

mxp(“;) ®)

Note that along the momentum cut M’-M through the
Brillouin zone [Fig. 3f)], the lowest branch is made up
out of two separate but almost degenerate excitations.
Therefore, we plot the averaged energy and the added
spectral weight [Fig. 5¢)].

276 (w) -

C: Integrated Spectral Weight

The energy dispersion for the lowest branch obtained
using the two different approaches described in the two
preceding sections show good agreement for the acces-
sible momenta in the Brillouin zone (cf. Fig. 3). One
specific feature is the repulsion of the magnon branch be-
tween A and B in the ordered phase as discussed in the
main text. One prominent characteristic of this renor-
malized branch is the almost vanishing spectral weight
near the energetic minimum. To verify the reliability
of the two methods, we compare the integrated spectral
weight for the lowest branch obtained from the dynamical
correlation function and the quasiparticle ansatz.

The latter allows us to access the variational wave-
function for the lowest-lying excitations, thus enabling
us to compute the integrated spectral weight of the cor-
responding excitation modes. From the Lehmann rep-
resentation of equation (7), we find for the integrated
spectral weight of the lowest-energy excitations, denoted
by the wavefunctions |®] ):

[ dw Siow (k, w) = 27 3" S (@7 82 [wo)[* . (9)

Due to the translation invariance of the ground state,
the spectral function in equation (3) of the main text is
equivalent to

1 . . . N . N
S+—(k’w) _ N f d+ Z 61wt—1k~(r7;7r_7~) (61HtSi+€—1HtSj—) 7
2,7

(10)
where N = L, - L, is the number of sites. In the Lehmann
respresentation, this reads

S (k,w) = 3 |(n] S5 o) 270(w + Eo - B,) . (11)

{|In)} denotes the set of energy eigenstates with energies
E, and FEj is the ground state energy. For an SU(2)
invariant state, it holds that

> [l S 1wo)[” = 32 [[4n) 5 [wo)” +[(n) S [wo) ] -

n
(12)
Hence, we can establish the following relation for
the integrated spectral weight for an SU(2) symmetric
ground state:

IPIILHES o) = - [ dws(icw) (13)
= x(k) (14)
S lmiSeaf 0s)

:%fdeJ"(k,w)- (16)

Note that the total integrated spectral weight is iden-
tical to the static spin structure factor in equation (2) of
the main text. Hence, the spectral weight for the lowest-
energy excitations that we obtain from the quasiparticle
ansatz is related to the integrated spectral weight from
the dynamical structure factor as computed above via

ZZ|<I>7|Sk|\IJO - fdelow(k,w). (17)

Here, we integrate only over the lowest-excitation
branch in the spectral function for a given momentum
k.

Fig. 5 shows the spectral weights obtained from the
two distinct methods for the lowest-energy branch on the
different lines through the Brillouin zone as displayed in
Fig. 3 of the main text. We observe good agreement
between the absolute numbers, which underlines the va-
lidity of the results.

D: Spectral Functions in the Stripe Phase

In Fig. 6, we provide spectral data for ‘% =0.55 in the

stripe-ordered phase. As mentioned in the main text, the
DMRG algorithm with U(1) charge conservation we use
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FIG. 5. Comparison of the integrated spectral weight for
the lowest-energy excitation ¥, ¥, (@] Sg |\Ifo)|2 (cf. equa-
tion (17)) from the quasiparticle ansatz (blue diamonds) and
the full spectral function (red triangles) along the different
lines in the Brillouin zone in Fig. 3 (main text) for the sym-
metry broken phase at Jo = 0.

here to find the ground state chooses a certain symmetry-
broken state as the ground state. The numerically deter-
mined ground state is hence not a superposition of all
possible orientations of the stripe-ordered state and its
static structure factor exhibits a peak at M’, but not at
M.

We observe that a gapless Goldstone mode develops at
M’ as expected. Overall, deep in the symmetry-broken
phase, one can observe clear magnon modes with well-
defined dispersions. They agree well with the results from
linear spin-wave theory as shown in Fig. 6. When plot-
ting the linear spin-wave dispersion, we added a finite
size gap to the energy as it develops in the system under
consideration. The gap has been extracted at the maxi-
mum of the spectral weight at momentum M’ where the
Goldstone mode becomes gapless. We found a numerical
value of

J
A Efinite-size (72 = 0.55) ~0.169 7 . (18)
1

In comparison, the finite size gap as obtained from the
quasiparticle ansatz at the expected gapless K point for
the Goldstone in the 120° ordered phase at .J, = 0 was
found to be

AE‘ﬁnite—size (J2 = O) ~0.191 Jl . (19)

From linear spin-wave theory, we expect an accidental
zero mode at the edge-centers M and M" where no Gold-
stone modes are located. In the light of equation (18),
however, our results indicate a clear finite gap that ex-
ceeds the finite-size gap of the system [see Figs. 6¢) and
d)]. This is in accordance with the settled insight that
quantum fluctuations in Heisenberg models gap out the
accidental zero modes [13-15].

E: Spin-Wave Theory
Linear Spin-Wave Theory in the 120° Ordered Phase

We calculated the magnon dispersion for the nearest-
neighbor Heisenberg model on the triangular lattice in
linear spin-wave theory [16-20] to be compared with our
numerical DMRG results. Starting from the Hamiltonian

Hun=J1 Y (S7S7+S7SY+5757) (20)
(i)
we first perform a local rotation of the coordinate sys-
tem in order to align the spins in the 120° state locally
with the rotated z'-axis (spins are assumed to lie in the
x-z-plane):

S? = cos(6;) Sf, —sin(0;) Siz,
SE = sin(@i)Sf’ +cos(01-)Sf"’. (21)
This yields
How = 3y Y [SY'5Y + cos(0, - 6,)[57'57 + 5757 ]
(i7)
+Sln(01—9])|:SZZ’S;rI _SZIIS]ZI:I:I (22)
Applying the Holstein-Primakoff transformation Sf' =

S —ala, and S; = \/25 - ala,a;, we obtain in leading

order
Hnn:Ho+H2 (23)
with
3.
Hy= —§J1,S’ N (24)

and the quadratic term
3
Hy =15 Z Z [_Z [arar+6 + a’i+(§a’l]
r 4

+ i [a’lﬂiar + aiarﬂs] + % [alar + ai+5ar+6]:| ’ (25)
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FIG. 6. Dynamical spin structure factor S*~(k,w) in the stripe-ordered phase at %
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=0.55. The simulations have been done

on a cylinder of size 6 x 126 with bond dimensions x = 800. The dashed line denotes the dispersion from linear spin-wave theory
(cf. Sec. Linear Spin-Wave Theory in the Stripe-Ordered Phase in this Supplemental Material).

where § = aj,as, a3 sums over half of the neighboring
sites. The lattice translation vectors are a; = (1,0)” , ay =

1 v3\"
(5, 7) and a3 = a; —as. Moreover, we used that for
nearest-neighbor pairs, cos(6; - 6;) = =1 holds. Fourier

transforming this expression results in

1
Hs = Z [Aka;r(ak - in [aLatk + a_kak]] (26)
k

with Ak =315 (1+ L), Bk = 2J15% and

1

= (e 4 i) (27)
5
:1))|:cos(k )+2cos(k2 )cos(ky\ég)] . (28)

For k # 0,K,K’, this Hamiltonian can be diagonalized

via a Bogoliubov transformation a, = uyb, + Ukbik with
the coefficients being given as
Ay + 3
Uk = ( K Ek) (29)
25k

1

Ay — 3
vk = sgn (B) ( k 6“) (30)

2ey

and

VAL -BZ =315V (1-m) (1+2m).  (31)

This leads to the expression
1y A
m-Y e (oo g) -5 @
m 2 2
(note that e) vanishes for k = 0,K,K’). We finally end
up with the result [20]

1
Hnn:—2J1N5(5+1)+zak(b;r(bk+§)7 (33)
k

where we used the identity ¥ (1+ 72—“) =L, -L,=N.
Static Structure Factor—We need to calculate the cor-
relations between different sites r and r’ on the lattice to

compute the static structure factor x(q) in (2) of the
main text. For the classical 120° Néel state we find

% ifr=r'
(St St )etass =1 3 if r,r" on the same sublattice
—% if r, v’ on different sublattices

We can treat quantum fluctuations within linear spin-
wave theory. The spin components on site ¢ are given in
terms of the bosonic operators as

S,f’ =5- a;rai (34)

5= \/E (a, +al) (35)
1 /S

st =1\ 5 (@ -dl). (36)

We find the following correlations

S Ak Bk ik-
v.quy - Z / Gk (r-r')
(Sr Sr,) 2N Ak+Bk (37)
A+ B
(5752 = g3 o8 (or) 3[R FE ) (o

%
83
n
W
——
n
)
Z|n
gl
W[\')
N
l\')
—_—
M
v

k
+ L ( Z'ukvkelk(r r ))2
N2\ %
1
+ﬁ Z/ Z,UIQ(U l(k k')-(r- r)}COS(Qr_r/)
k k'

(39)

with the angular contribution being given as cos (0y_y) =

COS(%(nl_ni—(nz—né))) for () = n( )a1 +n()a

The primed sums denote momentum sums over all mo-
menta in the Brillouin zone excluding the gapless Gold-
stone modes at 0, K and K’. The momenta can be writ-
ten as k = —bl + M2by (m; € Z). Note that the corners
of the Brillouin zone K and K’ are included if and only
if L, and L, are multiples of 3.



Linear Spin-Wave Theory in the Stripe-Ordered
Phase

We can apply a similar formalism as in the previ-
ous paragraph to obtain the magnon dispersion resulting
from lowest-order spin-wave theory in the stripe-ordered
phase at %’ = 0.55 (cf. Fig. 6). The standard approach
for an antiferromagnetic ground state introduces two dif-
ferent kinds of bosonic operators on the sublattices of
the system with opposite spin orientation [21, 22]. We
want to apply a different approach in analogy to the one
presented above by locally rotating the reference frame.
We consider the full Hamiltonian with nearest- and next-
nearest-neighbor interaction:

H=Jy Yy (S7S7+S/SY+S5757)
(i7)
+Jo Y (SFSY +S§S§!+s;s;) (40)
(i)

We rotate the local frame according to equation (21) by
an angle of m. The orientation of the spins in the ground
state hereby alternates when going into the direction of
ap. This assumption can be verified from the numerical
ground state found by DMRG at the coupling % =0.55.

The nearest-neighbor pairs are given for each site as be-
fore by me =a;, 1 =1,2,3. For the next-nearest-neighbor
pairs we choose 8¢, =1; (i=1,2,3) with

11 = 232 —aj
12 =a; +as
13 = 231 —as. (41)

Defining Af(d) = 6y — 6rq we obtain

Af(ay) =A0(1) =0 (42)
Af (a2/3) = A6l (12/3) =&£T. (43)

resulting in cos (A#) € {1,-1} for the different cases.

After applying the standard Holstein-Primakoff trans-
formation as introduced in the previous paragraph, the
zeroth order Hamiltonian yields

Hy=-S?(J;+J3) N. (44)

The second order contribution reads

ngJlsz{—cos(Oi—Hj)(aZai+a§aj)
(i5)
S 92—0 -1
(aga + abal) SO0
(0 —6:) + 1
+(a1w+a}ai).—cos(91 0;) + }

J 2

(&P

The terms for the next-nearest-neighbor contribution
have the same form as the nearest-neighbor ones.

A transformation to Fourier space results in a Hamil-
tonian with a similar structure as in equation (26):

- -, .
Hy=Y" [AkaLak ) [Bi alaik + By a_kak]] (46)
K

with
Ay =275 [1+cos (k-ap)]
+2J55[1+cos(k-11)] (47)

and

Bk = 2J15 |:€ik.a2 + eik‘ag]
+ 2158 [ + e ] (48)
One can diagonalize this Hamiltonian again via a
canonical Bogoliubov transformation ax = uyxb, + vkbik
with

1

A 2
u( ) (19)
26k
and
o Ae-a)?
vk:sgn(Re{Bk})( 156 Ek) , (50)
k
yielding

Hy =Z[5k(blﬁbk+;)-‘i“]. (51)

k

The energy dispersion is given as

fe= /&2 - (Re (B} (52)

F: Mean-Field Theory for the Dirac Spin Liquid

Besides spin-wave theory, we explore parton mean-field
theory [23-25] in the QSL phase to compare to our nu-
merics. Starting from the Hamiltonian in equation (1)
in the main text, one can substitute the spin operators
by fermionic spinon operators c;_,, c;ra (the Greek letters
run over the spin labels 1, |) using the common parton
construction

1
S; = iczaaalgcw, (53)

where o = (0,,0,,0,) contains the Pauli matrices. In
order to describe the field theory for a Dirac spin liquid,
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FIG. 7. Dispersion ek of the upper spinon band at half-
filling (equation (61)) for the mean-field Dirac spin liquid.
The white solid lines mark the Brillouin zone of the lattice
and the thin gray line the reduced first Brillouin zone of the
spinons.
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FIG. 8. Dynamical spin structure factor obtained from
the mean-field parton approach for a Dirac spin liquid on a
cylinder with a) Ly =6 and b) L, =100 (L, = 142 each). The
inset in a) shows the accessible momenta on a L, = 6 cylinder
as orange cuts (cf. Fig. 10). The gapless Dirac points in the
spinon dispersion—denoted by violet dots—are not hit, which
results in a gapped dispersion.

we keep only the spin-preserving hopping terms in the
mean-field expansion

HMF = HT + Hl (54)

Hy ==Y (tijcl,c;q +hoc.) (55)

(i,5)
and choose the phase of the hopping constant ¢;; = telvii
such that the triangles of the lattice have alternatingly
flux 7 and 0. This flux pattern requires a two-site unit
cell. The Bravais vectors are then 2a; and ay, whereas
the reciprocal lattice vectors become 2+ and by. Defining

2
the Fourier transformation accordingly

ikrn n
C(n1,n2,0)a = D e Tnade o (56)

where nq, no label the unit cell and § = 0, 1 the site within
the unit cell (i = (n1,n9,0), ie, r=r; = (2ny +0)a; +
ngag), we can bring the Hamiltonian into the form

Ho =t (ool ) 1 () 57)

ckla

FIG. 9. Dynamical spin structure factor from the mean-
field spinon theory on different cylinder circumferences: a),
e) Ly =6,0), f) Ly =9, ¢), g) Ly =12, d) L, = 100 and
h) Ly = 96. We apply a logarithmic color scale. See Fig. 10
for the labels of the momentum points. All calculations have
been done for L, = 142.

FIG. 10. Accessible momenta on cylinders with circumfer-
ences a) Ly, =6, b) Ly =9 and ¢) L, = 12 for L, - co. The
violet dots denote the gapless Dirac points +Q of the spinon
theory and equivalent momentum points. Note that the first
Brillouin zone for the spinons has only half the size of the one
for the spin model.

with

9 - (QCOS(k'aQ)

(k) (k) ) (58)

-2cos (k- ag)
and

kk =2cos(k-ap) +2isin (k- (a; —az)) . (59)
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FIG. 11. Accessible momenta on cylinders with L = 6 for
different geometries a) YC6 — 3, b) YC6 — 2 and ¢) YC6 - 1
for L, — oo. The violet dots denote the gapless Dirac points
+Q of the spinon theory and equivalent momentum points.
The geometry YCL — n is defined in such a way that the
periodicity along the circumference of the cylinder is closed
by the translation L-as —n-a; (cf. [4]).

The resulting energy is

ex = V4cos? (k-ag) + |ky|? (60)
= V21/3 + cos(2ky) - 2sin(k,) sin(v3k,) . (61)

The diagonal Hamiltonian reads
- T T
Ho=t % ek (Mra Mt = Meoa Ticow) (62)

with the transformed operators given as

K c—a
Vxoa = Croa T \/ Ckla (63)
V2e/e-a 2e

K e+a
f}/kloc = CkOa - Ckloc :
V2e/e+a 2e

Note that we suppressed the momentum label k in sy,
ex and ax = 2cos(k - ag). At half-filling, the lower band

is occupied and Dirac cones occur at +Q = + (g, ;W)
For the static spatial correlations, we find for all spin

components 3 = x,y, z:

(64)

(5258) = ——

r~r/

_ -i(k—q)-(r-r")
= e gss'(k,q).  (65)
L)

For the sake of notational convenience, we introduced
here the function

L
2e(e-a) [ 2e(e+a) a
S . 8;—8“ ifd=40=1
gs0(k, q) = . 4 66)
-52| "9 if6=0,0"=1 (
13 k g q
—Qﬁsk'g—sq if6=1,0'=0

Hence, the complete static correlation function at equal
time is

(Se-Su)=3-(STST) - (67)

The static spin structure factor follows

forwardly.

straight-

Dynamic Spin Structure Factor—We can rewrite the
momentum-dependent ladder operator

Sy tkrg- (68)

1
=——>e
Vg2

in terms of the fermionic spinon operators:
- _ g
Sk = chqm&cqﬁ' (69)
5 aq
The dynamical spin structure factor is defined as

S(k,w):% f et $ e (51 (1)5(0) - (70)

Using the trivial time dependence of the operators visq,
we obtain for the dynamical structure factor
_ 2
S(k,w) =21 Y76 (w ~ £q ~ equ1) (PRI Po)| ", (71)
q

where the overlap with the excited state |®]!) with quan-
tum number q is given as

(@gisifw)f* = Mol a1 1

deqEqik
+ €q ~Qq Eq+k tQq+k

€q—0q Eq+k + Qq+k

(72)

2eq 2eq+k

Here, |¥o) denotes the spinon ground state at half-
filling. For the purpose of plotting, we model the delta-
distribution in Figs. 8 and 9 as a Lorentzian

n/m
f(w-¢) - PRSI (73)

where we chose a broadening of n =0.1¢ (cf., e.g., [26]).
The resulting dynamic spin structure factor for dif-
ferent cylinder circumferences L, obtained from spinon
mean-field theory are shown in Fig. 9. Note that the
constraint Y, czacia = 1 is only satisfied on average in
the mean-field treatment. (We do not apply here a
Gutzwiller projector for the spectral functions shown in
Figs. 8 and 9). We observe that the minima at the M
points depend strongly on the choice of L, for small cylin-
der circumferences. While for L, =12 it is gapless, there
is a clear gap for L, = 6. This is caused by the restrictions
that the value of L, imposes on the accessible momenta.
For L, = 6, these do not include the gapless Dirac points
at +Q (cf. Fig. 10). For L, = 9, momenta closer to the
Dirac points are available, whereas for L, = 12, one cut
hits directly the points +Q each. This is in line with
the arguments given in [27]. Note that the minima in the
dispersion at the corners of the Brillouin zone are not cap-
tured in the mean-field spinon theory. To resolve them
in the variational Monte Carlo simulations, a Gutzwiller
projection of the wave function is required [28].



G: Different Cylinder Geometries

The accessible momenta in the Brillouin zone also de-
pend on the geometry of the cylinder, by which term we
mean how to close the periodic circumference of the cylin-
der. Following the notation of Hu et al. [4], we define
the geometry YCL —n by the periodic translation vector
L-as —n-aj;. The standard way to close the periodicity
that we chose for the simulations presented in this work
is YCL -0 = YCL. The accessible parts of the Brillouin
zone are shown in Fig. 10 for various L. Other possible
geometries that come with a similar computational com-
plexity for a given L since the resulting matrix product
operator representing the Hamiltonian has comparable
virtual bond dimensions are shown in Fig. 11. The J;-Js
Heisenberg model on the triangular lattice for L = 6 as
applied for the simulations in this work has for instance
a virtual bond dimension of yypo = 38 if Jo # 0. The ad-
vantage of the chosen geometry YCL, as apparent from
Figs. 10 and 11, is that all high-symmetry momenta in
the Brillouin zone such as the corners and the midpoints
of the edges of the Brillouin zone are accessible.
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