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Quantum spin liquid is an exotic quantum state of matter igmess. This state is a spin analogue of the liquid
helium which does not solidify down to the lowest temperatiue to strong quantum fluctuations. In conven-
tional fluids, liquid and gas possess the same symmetry aabaiitally connect to each other by bypassing
the critical end point. We find that the situation is qualvaly different in quantum spin liquids realizing in
a three-dimensional Kitaev model; both gapless and gappeadtgm spin liquid phases at low temperatures
are always distinguished from the high-temperature pagaeta(spin gas) by a phase transition. The results
challenge common belief that the absence of thermodynaimguilgirity down to the lowest temperature is a
symptom of a quantum spin liquid.

PACS numbers: 75.10.Kt,75.70.T},75.10.Jm,75.30.Et

A magnetic state called quantum spin liquid (QSL), where () ()
long-range ordering is suppressed by quantum fluctuations,
is a new state of matter in condensed matter phyﬂcs [1].
Tremendous efforts have been devoted to the realization of
QSL, and several candidates were recently discovered in
guasi two-dimensional (2D) and three-dimensional (3D)-com J
poundstQG]. In these compounds, QSL is usually identified
by the absence of anomalies in the temperatiifedepen- o .

=0, J=0, J =1
dence of physical quantities. Namely, it is implicitly sused o )\
that a spin “gas” corresponding to the highparamagnet is 1
adiabatically connected with QSL. This common belief lends
itself to the fact that liquid and gas are adiabatically extad b -

with each other in conventional fluids. In fact, the concdpt o AA

QSL was originally introduced on the analogy of helium in  J=" =0, J=0 420,41, 420
which the liquid phase is retained down to the lowEstue to
strong quantum fluctuatiorE [7]. FIG. 1: (color online). (a) Two-dimensional honeycombitatand

| I h liquid and disti ished b b) three-dimensional hyperhoneycomb lattice. Blue, greed red
n general, however, liquid and gas are distinguishe onds denote the exchange couplings .J,, and.J. in the Kitaev

a discontinuous phase transition, while the adiabatic €6nn pamiltonian, respectively. The shaded plaquette on edtbdaep-
tion between them is guaranteed beyond the critical end.poinresents the shortest logpfor which the Z, variableW,, is defined.
Hence, a phase transition separating paramagnet and QSLdsb, andc represent the primitive translation vectors. (c) Phase dia
also expected. Nevertheless, the theory for thermodyrsamigram of the Kitaev model at zero temperature, common to trietso
of QSLs has not been seriously investigated thus far, and @ the honeycomb and on the hyperhoneycomb lattices. Tais di
thermodynamic phase transition for QSL has not ever beefifa™ is depicted on the plane where the condition- J, + J. = 1

. - . L Is satisfied. There are two kinds of phases, gapped and gapés
repor_te_d beyond the _me_an—fleld app_rQX|mat_|on. _ It is h'ghlyliquids distinguished by the excitation gap.
nontrivial whether a liquid-gas transition exists in quant
spin systems in a similar manner to that in conventional flu-
ids. The issue is critical not only for theoretical undemsiiag
of QSLs but also for the interpretation of existing and ferth
coming experiments. ports well-identified QSLs as the exact ground states [11] by

The lack of theoretical investigation of thermodynamics of@PPlying an unbiased quantum Monte Carlo (MC) simula-
QSLs is mainly due to the following two difficulties. One is tion without negative sign problem. By clarifying the phase
the scarcity of well-identified QSLs. Itis hard to charaizer ~diagram in the whole parameter space, we show that both
QSL because spatial quantum entanglement and many-bo#)e 9apped and gapless quantum spin liquid phases exhibit
effects are essential for realizing QSL. [8, 9]. The othefidif @ finite-temperature phase transition to the hlgh-tc_ampmat
culty lies in less choice of effective theoretical tools.ysi- ~ Paramagnet. The results unveil that the “vaporization'hef t
ased approximation might be harmful for taking into accountuantum spin liquids are quantitatively different from -
strong quantum and thermal fluctuations. ventional liquid-gas transition.

In this Letter, we solve these difficulties by investigat- The Kitaev modelis a quantum spin model with anisotropic
ing a 3D extension of the Kitaev mode[[lO], which sup- exchange interactions for nearest neighbor spins, whose
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Hamiltonian is given by (a) °7
0.6 —e— =3
H=—J Y ofol —J, Y olo! —J. Y ofoi. (1) sl & —— L=4
(i5) (id)y (ig) - e L=5
. 04¢f 7
Here,o?, o}, ando? are Pauli matrices describing a spin-1/2 © 03l ;i% t=6
state at a site; J,, J,, and.J, are exchange constan[lO]. %
This model was originally introduced on a honeycomb lat- 021 g‘»ﬁ”_ .
tice shown in Fig[ll(a). The interactions, .J,, and.J, 0.1} '3 2 . N “e,
are defined on three different types of the nearest neighbor 0.0 A SLLITYTL.L LT T
bonds;z (blue),y (green), and bonds (red), respectively [see 10° 10% T"’" 10° 10
Fig.[(a)]. This model is exactly solvable by introducing-Ma
jorana fermions [10]. The ground state of the Kitaev model is (b) 0.7 ‘
a QSL, where spin-spin correlations vanish except for retare 06l Pt 4
neighbors[[12]. The ground state phase diagram consists of mm-”ﬁ " 00048 AN
gapless and gapped QSL phases [10], as shown ifiFig. 1(c). 05 . M P N
The QSL with gapless excitation is stabilized in the center t o %4 ﬁ«w’ ° B e ey
angle including the isotropic casg = J, = J., while the 03l & - 1IN
QSL with an excitation gap appears in the outer three tresgl . 3": u“% ’
with anisotropic interactions. The model has been studad n ' i o o u
only from the mathematical virtue of the exact solvabilityt b N o .
also from the experimental relevance to some Ir oxidels [13]. ooess \ \
A 3D extension of the Kitaev model is defined on the hy- 0.002 0.004 79-006 0.008 0.010

perhoneycomb lattice shown in Figl. 1(@[11]. This model
has relevance to recently-discovered iridatesrO; [14,15]. ) -
There are three types of nearest neighbor bonds in this IaE'G' 2: (color online). (a) Temperature dependence of theeitip

: . . eat in the isotropic case with, = J, = J. = 1/3 (o = 1). (b)
tice as in the honeycomb lattice. Many fundamental aspec he enlarged view in the vicinity of the low-temperature lpe@he

in the 3D Kitaev model are inherited from the original 2D ¢5\cyjations were performed for the systems on the hypesfamb
one, including the exact solvability. In particular, th@and  |attice with v = 4 x L® spins up tal. = 6. The inset in (b) shows the
state phase diagram is completely the same as that in 2D ieak temperatur&’ of the specific heat as a function of the inverse
Fig.[d(c) ]. On the other hand, the difference in the spa-of the system sizéV. The dotted line represents the linear fit for
tial dimension may matter to finité- properties; while no three largestv.

phase transition is expected at a firitefor the 2D Kitaev

model EGEB], we may anticipate a finilephase transition

in the 3D case.

We investigate the thermodynamic properties of the 3D Ki-sites are done along chains consistingeadindy bonds, as
taev model by adopting a MC simulation. Since the modekhown in Fig[L(b). The Hamiltonian in E4l(2) is a free Ma-
given in Eq.[(1) is defined on the bipatrtite lattices, the conjorana fermion system coupled with tt#& degree of free-
ventional quantum MC method on the basis of the Suzukidom, {n-}, on eachz bond. Formally, the model is simi-
Trotter decomposition can be applied at first glance. Howeve |ar to the double-exchange model with Ising localized spins
due to the bond-dependent interactions in the Kitaev modefThis allows us to apply the MC algorithms developed for the
the method suffers from the negative sign problem. To avoidiouble-exchange models. Here, we adopt the conventional al
the problem, we use an alternative MC method as describegorithm in which the MC weight for a given configuration of
below. By applying the Jordan-Wigner transformatiorl [21-{5,} is obtained by the exact diagonalization of the Majorana
23] and rewriting the resulting spinless fermions by Maj@ra  fermions [24]. We impose the open boundary conditions for
fermions, the Hamiltonian is written in the form thea andb directions and the periodic boundary condition for

) ] ) c direction to avoid a subtle boundary problem intrinsic te th

H=1il Z Cwty — idy Z CoCw — iJ Z T CbCuw5 Jordan-Wigner transformation [see Hiy. 1(b)]. The clusizs

x bonds y bonds z bonds
(2)

N = 4L? in which the calculations are performed is taken up
wherec and¢ are the Majorana fermion operators, apd=

to L = 6. The details of calculation methods are given in the
Supplemental MateridL_[_iS].

icyc,, are Z, variables defined on eachbond ¢ is the bond Figurd2(a) shows th& dependence of the specific héat

index), as the eigenvalues atd [@]. As the hyperhoney- for the isotropic case witl/, = J, = J, = 1/3. There

comb lattice is bipartite, we term black)(and white (v)

sites so that, on each bond, the smaller-(largei-¥site cor-

are two peaks irC,,. The high?" peak atl’ ~ 0.6 does not
show the size dependence. On the other hand, th€lpsak
responds to the white (black) site, where the numbering fofocated atl’ ~ 0.004 grows with increasing the system size
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( a) 0.006
0.005

form of T, is plotted by the solid lines in Figs] 3(a) anld 3(b).
>a'] It shows fairly good agreement with the present MC results in
\ ] the smalla region, which strongly supports that estimated
F dot0 ] from the anomaly irC), is indeed the critical temperature be-
tween the low?#” QSL and high# paramagnet. Meanwhile, in
I ] the limit of « — 3/2, by using the perturbation expansion in
L BT, terms of.J, /.J, we find thatT, is scaled by/%/.J? [18]. The
dashed lines in FigEl 3(a) ahd 3(b) represent the fitting of MC
E ] data by this asymptotic scaling. It also well explains the MC
Lo ] data, supporting the phase transitio at
Quantum Figure[3(c) summarizes the MC estimatesipfin the 3D
spin liquid i ] plot. In the entire parameter space, the I[BWRSL is sepa-
] rated from the highFf paramagnet by the thermodynamic sin-
gularity atT,.. There is no adiabatic connection between the
two states, and the transition always appears to be contsuo
within the present calculations. These are in sharp cantras
to the situation in conventional fluids where liquid and gas
are adiabatically connected with each other beyond thie crit
cal end point in the phase boundary of the discontinuous tran
sition. Thus, thermodynamics of the QSLs is not understood
by the conventional theory for liquids.
Interestingly, the value df, becomes maximum at ~ 1:
the QSL phase is most stable against thermal fluctuations in
the isotropic case. The bond-dependentinteractions iKithe
taev model compete with each other; it is not possible to op-
F|G 3: (Color Online). Finite-temper_ature phase diagrdrthe 3D timize the exchange energy on thﬁ:l/, andz bonds simulta-
Kitaev model. (A) Cut of the phase diagram alongdhanda’ axes o4y, The frustration becomes strongest at 1. Hence,
shown in the insets. Log-scale plot for (a) is shown in (b)e Eblid interestingly, our MC results in Figf] 3(c) show that the frus

(dashed) line is the: dependence df. obtained by the perturbation . . - .
expansion in terms of / J.. (J. /.J), whereJ = J, = J,. (c) 3D plot tration tends to stabilize the QSL against thermal fluctunati

of the phase diagram in the whole parameter space. The kemsgier 1 his frustration effect is opposite to that on conventionab-
represents the ground state phase diagram shown ilFig. 1(c) netically ordered states where frustration suppressexsritite

cal temperatures.

In the vicinity of « = 1, the ground state is the gapless

QSL. By decreasingy, the ground state changes into the
as shown in Fid.J2(b). This is a signature of phase transitiogapped QSL at the quantum critical pointat= 3/4, as
between the lowF QSL phase and the high-paramagnetic  shown in Fig[d.(c). HowevelT, changes smoothly around
state, as firmly supported by the perturbation arguments ber = 3/4, as shown in FigJ3. Also we find no singularity in
low. The size extrapolation of the peak temperaflifgives  the T dependence of', arounda = 3/4 within the present
the estimate of the critical temperature in the thermodyinam precision, except fofl,. [e.g., see Figil4(a)]. In the lod-
limit as 7. = 0.00519(9) [see the inset of Fid.]12(b)| [25]. limit, however, there should be some anomalyin reflect-
In contrast, the 2D Kitaev model does not show such growingng the change of low-energy excitations. The results ssigge
peak in the specific heat, indicating the absence of thefihite that such anomaly will happen to be seen at much Idiver
phase transition [18]. than10—.

By performing the simulation for various sets 8f, J,, Now let us discuss the reason why the specific ligagx-
and.J., we obtain the finitéF' phase diagram of the 3D Ki- hibits two peaks. We show tHE dependence of the entropy
taev model. The results are summarized in Hig. 3. Figlre 3(g)er site, S, in Fig.[4(b), obtained by the numerical integra-
showsT, as a function of the anisotropy parameters&ind  tion of C, divided byT. By decreasind’, the entropy de-
o’ shown in the inset [Figuilg 3(b) is the log plot of the samecreases fron 2 corresponding to the higl-peak inC,, and
data]. The critical temperatufE. takes the maximum value approache% In2. In the T region between the two peaks
ata ~ 1 corresponding to the isotropic case, and decreaseas C,, the entropy stays at %ln 2. As further decreas-
to zero asx — 0 anda — 3/2. The limit of « — 0 corre-  ing 7', the entropy rapidly deceases again corresponding to
sponds to/, — 1 with J, = J, = J — 0. Thislimitwas the lowI peak inC,, and approaches zero towafd= 0.
discussed by MC simulation for the effective model obtainedThe successive entropy release is ascribed to a separétion o
by the perturbation theory in terms 0f/ J. by the authors the energy scales for the Majorana fermions andZheari-
and their coIIaboratorﬁiZG]. A finité*transition was found at ablesn,.. Namely, while decreasing, the entropy of% In2
T. = T.x7J%/(256.J%) with T, = 1.925(1). This asymptotic associated with Majorana fermions is first gradually redeias

0.004
©
~ 0.003

0.002

0.001

(b) 102 Paramagnetic
phase .
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(a) 06 done under the open boundary conditions indlaadb direc-
tions. Instead, we calculate the thermal average of thedWils
> 04 loop along the edge of the) plane,)V/¢, which serves as an
0.2 alternative parameter to the winding number [18]. As shown
in Fig.[@(d),Wc behaves like an order parameter: it becomes
0.0 N
(b) 0.8 nonzero belowrl [IE]. The situation is in sharp contrast to
Q 0'6 the 2D Kitaev model, where the excitation with,, = —1
E 0'4 i is allowed independ_ently_with(_)ut local constraints, and-co
oo sequently, the QSL is adiabatically connected to the High-
0.0 paramagnet.
(C) 0'8 Our results on the topological transition suggest a new
06 paradigm of critical phenomena beyond the Ginzburg-
= 0.4 Landau-Wilson (GLW) theory. Due to the lack of local or-
0.2 der parameter, the description based on the GLW theory is
0.0 no longer applicable to the “vaporization” of QSLs. Such
(d) 08 nontrivial finite-I" phase transitions have been studied by the
o 06 mean-field approximations for 3B, QSLs on the pgsis of the
'§ 04 ZQ gauge theo_ry@ﬂQ]. To unders_tand the critical proper-
0.2 ties, however, it is necessary to take into account fluatnati
0.0 of a topological structure in the excitations beyond the mea
10° 10 10 102 10" 100 10 field approach. The current study presents the first unbiased
T results on topological transitions, which may give birthato

new concept of critical phenomena beyond the conventional

FIG. 4: (color online). Temperature dependences of (a) peeiic GLW theory.

heat, (b) entropy, (c¥- variableslV, per ten-site plaquetté}’, and It will also be interesting to consider the “solidificatioaf

(d) the Wilson loop/Vc. QSLs. Indeed, the solid phase (magnetically ordered phase)
is accessible in the context of the present 3D Kitaev model,
by considering additional interactions which favor a mdgne
order, such as the Heisenberg exchange intera@mo, 31]

atT ~ 0.1 — 1, corresponding to their kinetic energy scale The detailed study of the magnetic three states of mattgr, li

~ Ju +J, + J. = 1. Subsequently, the remaining entropy yid, gas, and solid, will provide a new insight in the resbarc

of 1 In2, associated with the, variables, is released at the zreg of magnetism.

phase transition. This lower energy scale is set by thetiftec The present results give a counterexample to the conven-

interactions between th#, variables mediated by Majorana gnq “myth” on QSLs: the absence of phase transition is a

fermions, which depend on the anisotropy of the system. Weqirement for QSL. This myth has long haunted the experi-
confirm this picture by calculatingy” defined as the thermal

- 4 ) mental identification of QSLs. Our results, however, intbca
average of the density of thi, variablesV,, = +1 defined 545 phase transition does not always signal symmetrkbrea
for each ten-site loop [see Fig. 1(b)], which is com

; puted bying by a magnetic long-range order. This will urge reconsid-
the product ofy, [IE]' Figure[4(c) shows th&' dependence ¢ ation of the experimental detection of QSLs; even if the sy
of W. This quantity rapidly increases at the loviepeak in o exhibits a phase transition, it should not be excludemhfr

C, asT decreases. Therefore, the entropy o 2 is released 0 candidates for QSLs, as long as a clear indication of mag-
according to the coherent growth df, at7.. netic ordering is not established.

However, it is worth noting that the phase transitiory at We thank L. Balents, M. Imada, and O. Tchernyshyov for
is not caused by the symmetry breaking in terms of the loca},, s | discussions. J.N. is supported by the Japan Spéoet

variablesiV,. Instead, the phase transition will be understoody,e promotion of Science through a research fellowship for
by the topological nature of excited states as follows. The e young scientists. This work is supported by Grant-in-Aid fo

cited states are generated by flippliy from the ground state Scientific Research, the Strategic Programs for Innov&ere

where all, = +1. The flippedW,, = —1 form loops be- g0 (SPIRE), MEXT, and the Computational Materials Sci-

cause of the local constraints originating from the fundame ¢ ¢ |hjtiative (CMSI), Japan. Parts of the numerical daicu
tal §p|n-1(2 alggbrml]. The exc:|tat|on.energy of loopd a" tions are performed in the supercomputing systems in ISSP,
their configurational entropy compete with each other, Whic the University of Tokyo.

may lead to the phase transition at a fiffiteas is discussed by

Peierls for the 2D Ising mode[ﬂZ?]. This picture was indeed

confirmed in the limit ofJ, > J,, J,, through the winding

number defined foiV, [@]. In the present case, however,

the winding number cannot be defined, as the calculations arg1] L. Balents, Naturet64, 199 (2010).
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Supplemental Material for the article Next, we introduce Majorana fermion operatoerandz from

“Vaporization of Kitaev spin liquids” the spinless fermion operators as

. w = w_:L; .7 Cw = Gy + L;a 10

Calculation Method e =(a Ta e aT , ¢ S~
cp=ap+ay, ¢ =(ay—a})/i (11)

In this section, we present the method for calculating theBy using the Majorana fermion operators, the Hamiltonian is
thermodynamic quantities in the Kitaev model. The methoduritten in the form
is commonly used for the 2D honeycomb and 3D hyperhon-

eycomb lattices. The Kitaev model is given by H=1iJp > cwcy—iJy Y cpew —1ils Y mrchcu,
x bonds y bonds z bonds
H=—Jr Y ofor—J, > olo? —J.> oio}, (3) (12)
(i) e (i5)y (i) =

wheren, = ig¢yc,, are Zs variables defined on eachbond
whereo?, o, ando? are Pauli matrices describing a spin-1/2 (r is the bond index), as the eigenvalues are[2]. Here,
state at a site; J., J,, andJ. are exchange constants de- we consider that 1D chains composedwoéndy bonds are
fined on three different types of the nearest neighbor bonds)pen strings, by imposing open boundary conditions aloag th
x, y, andz bonds, respectively. Since this model is defined orchain, in order to avoid a subtle boundary problem intrinsic
the bipartite lattices, the conventional quantum Montel€Car to the Jordan-Wigner transformation. Under periodic beund
(MC) method on the basis of the Suzuki-Trotter decomposiary conditions, a complicated nonlocal term depending en th
tion can be applied at first glance. However, due to the bondparity of the total fermion number will appear at the bourydar
dependent interactions in the Kitaev model, the method suffrom Eq. [3).
fers from the negative sign problem. To avoid the problem, The Hamiltonian in Eq.[{12) is a free Majorana fermion
we use an alternative MC method as described below. system coupled with theZ, degree of freedom{n,}, on
First, we regard the honeycomb and hyperhoneycomb lateachz bond. Formally, the model is similar to the double-
tices as assemblies of 1D chains composed afidy bonds,  exchange model with Ising localized spins; in the usual
and associate each sitevith a pair of integers;m, n). Here,  double-exchange models, localized spins couple withritine
m allocates a chain and is the site index within then-th  ant electron spins via the on-site exchange coupling, but in
chain. By applying the Jordan-Wigner transformatiarﬂl—S] the present case, the Ising spins couple with the hopping of
the spin operators are written by spinless fermion opesatorfermions along the: bonds. The formal equivalence allows

(ai, al) as us to apply the MC algorithms developed for the double-
1 exchange models. Here, we adopt the conventional algo-
Shn=Sma)t = (O + i ) rithm in which the MC weight for a given configuration of
1 {n,} is obtained by the exact diagonalization of the Majorana
- H (1- 2nm7n,)ain7m (4) fermions [4], as described below.

The partition function of the system described by the
) Hamiltonian in Eq.[(IR) is given by

n’'=1
z

O = 2N — 1,

_ oM _ —BF;({n.})
wheren; is the number operator defined by = aa;. Then, Z =TryTriepe Trgy,ye ) (13)

the interactions in EqL{3) are written as whereg is the inverse temperatufie= 1/7 (we set the Boltz-

¢ = _ o Ll 6 mann constankg = 1). F;({n.}) is the free energy of the
Um’”a;”’"H (@m.n Tam’”)(am’nﬂ Tam’"+1)’ © Majorana fermion system for a given configuration{of };
T n0 = (amn +a), ) (@mny1 —a ) (7)
m,n~ mmn+1 ) m,n 5 m,n+1/»
R ' ’ Fr({n.}) = —=TInTry e PHED, 14
OO = (2 — 1) (20 — 1), 8) ({nr}) nTreye (14)

As both the honeycomb and hyperhoneycomb lattices are bfor agiven{r, }, the quadratic Hamiltoniaf ({1, }) is easily

partite, we term blackbj and white {v) sites so that, on each diagonalized to give

x bond, the smaller-(largerz)site corresponds to the white N/2 1
(black) site, as shown in Figs, 6 ad 8. By using Egs.[6)-(8), H({nb) =D ax({n}) (fifA - 5) , (15)
the Hamiltonian in Eq[{3) is rewritten as A
H=J, Z (aw — al)(ap + a}:) wherefy (fl) is the annihilation (creation) operator of a spin-
 bonds less fermion [see also EqE_{36) ahdl(38)]. It is worthy rmptin
—J, Z (ap + aZ)(aw —al) that there aréV/2 one-body states in the Majorana fermion

/bonds for the N-site system. Then, the free energy is calculated as

—J. Y (2 — 1)(2n4 — 1), 9) Fy({n-}) = —=T> In[2cosh(Bzx/2)]. (16)
A

z bonds



040 T : Details of Monte Carlo simulation
035+ ED —— |
MC —o— 0.1

0.30 ¢ o /\’\ ] Replica exchange MC simulation
025} 0.1 1

© 2?2 T o 10 The replica exchange MC technique is an efficient way to
0'10 | avoid the slowing down and freezing of the MC sampling at
0'05 | low T [E ]. In this technique, we prepare several replicas
0'00 ‘ ‘ with different temperatures. In each replica, we perform a
" 0.01 0.1 1 10 single-flip MC simulation to which the Metropolis algorithm

T is applied. In addition, we swap two replicas at fixed inter-
vals of the single-flip MC samplings. As our system includes
FIG. 5: Benchmark of the quantum Monte Carlo method. The MCfermions, we need a modification for the swap procedure to

result for the Majorana-fermion Hamiltonian in EG.112) ahd ex-  the standard one for localized spin systems. We describe the
act diagonalization (ED) result for the original quantupirsHamil- modification below.

tonian in Eq.[(B) are presented for comparison. The insevshie The standard replica exchange for localized spin sys-

log-log plot of the same data. These are obtained for the 2Beii tems B,[b] is performed so that the exchange probablity

model on the honeycomb lattice cluster with« 27 sites by adopt- . .
ing the type-I boundary condition in Figl 8(a). The paranstare ~ P€tween a replica witn, }; at the temperatur; = 1/0;

chosento bel, = J, = J. = 1/3. and another replica witfi,. }; at the temperatur€; = 1/5;
is given by

p = min(1, f), (20)

We perform the Markov-chain MC simulation for the classical iy,

local variables), = +1 so as to reproduce the Boltzmann

distribution of e=#Fs({n"}). The energyE and the specific _exp[=BiE({n};) - 5.7‘E({77r}i)]
heatC, at the temperaturd() are calculated as exp [—=BiE({nr}i) — BiE({nr};)]

= exp (B — B;)(E ({nr}l —E({n-};))]. (21)

E = (Ef)mc, a7)
Here,E({n.}.) is the energy in the replica witfv). };, which
A _ 9B 1 <<E2> —(Ep)}o — <%> > , is not dependent ofi. The probability in Eq.[(20) satisfies the
Cor T B [ mc detailed balance so as to reproduce the Boltzmann distiibut
(18)  for the whole system including all the replicas.
In contrast, in the present model in E.](12) including
respectively. HereE is the internal energy of the Majorana fermions, the Boltzmann weight is given by the fermion free

fermion system given by energy in Eq.[(TK), which depends @h Hence, we need to
modify f in Eq. (21) as
2 Béx
Er({ne}) = =) _ 5 tanh =2, (19) f = exp| = BiFy (B, {nr}s) — BiFr By, {nr}s)
A

+ BiFy (B {nrya) + B Fy (B Ane }i)l- - (22)

and(- - - )nmc represents the thermal average calculated by th&hus, for calculatingf, we need additional calculations to
MC simulation. The validity of the MC simulation for the evaluateF;(3;, {n,};) andF(3;,{n-}:) (note the subsrtipts
Majorana-fermion Hamiltonian in Ed.{lL2) was confirmed by andy).

comparing the results with those for the original quantum- The replica exchange is very effective for avoiding the
spin Hamiltonian in Eq.[{3). We performed the comparisonslowing down at lowT" in the present calculations; in fact,
in the small size clusters, for which the results for the -orig the acceptance ratio of the replica exchange process become
inal Hamiltonian can be obtained by the exact diagonalizarather higher than that of the single flip process at Ibyas
tion. (MC simulation for the original Hamiltonian is suflt  mentioned in the next section. Moreover, the calculatici wi
from the negative sign problem, as mentioned above.) Figthe replica exchange is suitable for a parallel computation
ure[d shows the comparison of the specific heat obtained by

the two methods for thé = 2 cluster ¢ x 22 = 8 sites)

in the 2D Kitaev model. The MC results well reproduce the Conditions of MC simulations

exact diagonalization results within the statistical esiia the

entire T' range. This indicates that the present MC simula- All the simulations for the 3D model in the main text were
tion for the Majorana fermion system with the Ising degreedone in the following conditions. The calculations were eon
of freedom in Eq.[{112) gives numerically-exact results far t for the N = 4L? site cluster with open boundary conditions
thermodynamics of the Kitaev model given in Hd. (3). for the a andb directions and a periodic boundary condition



FIG. 6: Hyperhoneycomb lattice ondax L? cluster withL = 2.
Open boundary conditions are imposed indhandb directions and  FIG. 7: A closed contouC' on which the Wilson loop/Ve in
a periodic boundary condition is imposed in thédirection. Eq. [28) is defined (thick line).

for thec direction, as shown in Fi] 6. Her) is the number  the Wilson loop is defined along a closed contBus e
of lattice sites. Typically, we preparéd,. = 16 replicas, and L

performed 40,000 (16,000) MC steps for measurements after We = H i’ (25)
10,000 (1,000) MC steps for thermalization for the= 3,4, 5 iec

clusters { = 6 cluster). Here, one MC step includdstimes  paying attention to the open boundary conditions alongithe
trials of single flips ofy, in each replica andV,-times ex-  andb directions imposed in the present study, we here calcu-
changes of a pair of replicas with neighbouring temperature |ate the Wilson loop/V on the contout”’ along the edge of

Typical acceptance ratios for a single flip and a replica exan ab plane as shown in Fi] 7. In this casé)- is rewritten
change are abou)% and60%, respectively, in the vicinity py usinglV, ands, into

of the low-T" peak in the specific heat.
We=—[[ Wo=-]]m=-We. (26
peSc reC

Calculation of the local conserved quantit .
a Y whereS¢ is theab plane surrounded by the contadr Note

that the negative sign appears due to the relativa? =
—o¥0® = io” and their cyclic permutations. Here, we choose
the sign oV, so as to satisfyV,, = +1 in the ground state.

In the MC calculations, we compute the thermal average of
W(., together with taking the average over all #ieslices, in

We computed the local conserved quantity, defined on
each ten-site loop on the hyperhoneycomb lattice. This
guantity is given by

w, =[] (23)  the form
1EP
_ 1 &
Here,l; = z, y, or z is one of the three bonds at sit¢hat is We = I Z<W/ci>a (27)
=1

not included in the loop. By substituting the Jordan-Wigner
representationd}/, is rewritten by a product of th&, vari-

, 1 whereC; is the the contour along the edgeieth ab plane.
ablesn,. included in the loop, as

We in Eq. [27) is a candidate of the “order parameter”
for the phase transition without apparent symmetry brapkin
Wy = H M- (24)  studied in the main text, as explained in the following. The

rep Wilson loop W along the edge of anb plane is related to
. . . the winding number of the loops composed of flipp&d in-
Since there are four bonds on a ten-site looV’, 'S_ IVEN  troduced in Ref.l_L_1|1]. As discussed in Réi_.J[ll], theg/vinding
by the produpt of foum. We comqued the quantity” = number is successfully used to characterize the phasa-trans
Zp<Wp>/Np in the main article by taking the thermal averageion petween QSL and paramagnet n the casé.ab J,., J,

of Wy, in this form bY using the MC calculation. Hers, is in the MC calculations under the periodic boundary condi-
the number of ten-site loops in the hyperhoneycomb cluster. tions: it is nonzero in the high paramagnetic phase but con-
tinuously vanishes in entering into the IGIVQSL phase. This
behavior is expected from the fact that only short loops &re e
Calculation of Wilson loop cited belowT’, and the loops extending from one edge of the
system to the other, which contribute the winding number, ar
The conserved quantiti¥’,, defined on a ten-site loop in not excited belowl,.. The Wilson loop/V¢ along the edge of
Eq. (23) gives a shortest Wilson loop. In more general formtheab plane represents the parity of the numbe¥igf = —1
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FIG. 9: Temperature dependence of the specific heat for the 2D
Kitaev model. “Type-I" (“Type-II") represents the resulgth the
type-I (type-1l) boundary condition shown in F[d. 8(a) (H8(b)).

FIG. 8: Boundary conditions for a finite-size cluster of ttenay-

comb lattice. (a) Type-I boundary condition: open boundzoydi-

tion in thea direction and periodic boundary condition in theirec- shaded bond in Figl] 8(b)]. Along thedirection, we impose
tion. (b) Type-II boundary condition. We neglect the infans on o harindic boundary condition. We term this latter case th
the shaded bond connecting the lower-left and the uppbt-sites. tvoe-1l b d diti Note that the b d bl
The system is regarded as a single open chain consistingofly _yp_e . oundary condi |o_n. ote that the : oundary probiem
bonds. intrinsic to the Jordan-Wigner transformation does notwsho

up for both types of the boundary conditions.

on theab plane from Eq.[(Z6), namely, the number of the loops Calculation results
of W, = —1 intersecting the:b plane. When a short loop in-
tersects theb plane, it will lead toV. = +1. On the other
hand, when extended loops are thermally excited, they W"lai
contribute to bothWV,, = +1 with equal weights. Therefore,
we expect thatV takes a nonzero value beldi¥ and van-
ishes above’..

Figure[® shows th& dependence of the specific heat ob-
ned by the MC simulation with two different types of the
boundary conditions on finite-size clusters witih,? sites
(L = 6 — 12). The specific heat exhibits two peaks, as in
the 3D case shown in the main article. However, the Tow-
peak does not grow as the system size increases, in comtrast t
the 3D case. The two series for different boundary condition
appear to converge to a broad peak with a finite peak height
. in the thermodynamic limit. Thus, both peaks are crossover,
Here, we present the MC results for the 2D Kitaev model, g there is no singularity in the specific heat in the 2D Kitae
on a honeycomb lattice. Focusing on the isotropic case Withy,e| in contrast to that in the 3D Kitaev model. The result
J. = J, = J. = 1/3, we show that the MC data indicate no jjicates the absence of the finifephase transition in the 2D
phase transition at finit. case. Note that the absence of phase transition is riggrousl
shown in the limit ofJ, > J,,J, in the 2D Kitaev model
(the toric code limit)[[B] 17].

Thermodynamic properties in 2D Kitaev model

Boundary conditions

In the present calculation, we assume two different types of Perturbation expansions
boundary conditions. One is the type-I boundary condit®n a
shown in Fig[8(a). This is a 2D analogue of that for the 3D . . .
hyperhoneycomb lattice in Figl 6: we impose the open boundk.tIn orderdtol petrfc;;]m ]E)Tlrtur.batl[on ?xpan'smns, we divide the
ary condition along the direction and the periodic boundary taev modetinto the foflowing two terms-

condition along thé direction. In this case, the system is re- . vy

garded as a bundle of many open chains. We also consider the Hay = —Jo Z 0;05 = Jy Z 7i9;> (28)
other type of the boundary condition, as shown in Eig. 8(b). | (i) (i)

this lattice geometry, the system is considered as a simge o H, =—J, Z oio. (29)
chain, terminated at the lower-left and the upper-rigtgssit (i7)

Namely, we impose a shifted periodic boundary condition in
the a direction and omit the interaction on thebonds con- We perform the perturbation expansion from two different
necting the lower-left and the upper-right of the clust@e[t limits: J,, J, < J, andJ, < J,, J,,.
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Perturbation expansion for J,., J, < J. where v(= w,b) is the sublattice index. The opera-
tor ¢, behaves as a fermion operator because a relation
In this section, we briefly review the results of a perturba-{cx-, CL"Y’} = 0w 044 IS satisfied due to the commutation
tion expansion where we regétktl,, as the perturbationterm. rejation {ety, ClTw/} = 20,0, of Majorana fermions. Al-
This expansion was performed in Ref. [8] and the thermodythough2.£ fermions appear to exist i1 at a first glance,
namic properties were investigated in Ref.[11]. As shown inthere is an additional relatian ;, = CL’Y which indicates that
Ref. [8], the lowest-order nonzero contribution in the pert  there are independent fermions in this system. We here as-
bation expansion appears in the sixth ordedpfand.J,; an  sume the antiperiodic boundary condition to eliminate: 0
effective Ising-type model was derived with a coupling con-in the Fourier series in Eqd_(34) arid](35) for avoiding the
stantec J/J7, where we take/ = J, = J,. FiniteI'"  gyptlety arising from the Majorana naturelof= 0 operator.

properties of the effective model was numerically studied i By applying a unitary transformation, the 1D Hamiltonian is
Ref. [11], and a finiteF phase transition was found at the crit- diagonalized as

ical temperature

7 JS w1
T. = 52575 1.925(1). (30) Hip =) & <f;1fk - 5) 7 (36)
k

This result is used in the main text.

whereé;, is given by
Perturbation expansion for J, < Jz, Jy

In this section, we perform a perturbation expansion for Er = 2\/J§ +J2 +2J,Jy cosk. (37)
H = H.y+H. by regardingH. as the perturbation term. The
perturbation expansion for the free enefgyn # is given by

5 The fermion operatof;, is given by
F=F —T{<T7exp [—/ dTIHZ(T)‘| > — 1} ,
0
Oc

_ —ifs
(31) fi = st + %ckb, (38)

where Iy is the free energy in the unperturbed Hamiltonian

H.y. Here, (---),. represents the statistical average with

H..,» Wwhere only connected diagrams are taken into accountvheredy, is determined so as to be
The time-ordering operator is represented’agor imaginary

time 7. In order to evaluate Eq._(B1), we start from calculat-

ing Green’s functions in the unperturbed Hamiltonian given G0 — 2Jysink — 2i~(‘]$ +Jycosk) (39)
by [see Eq.[(T2)] Ek
Hyy = iJy CuCp — 1, ChCuy- (32) ] ) o _
! zgds ’ yy%;ds ’ Sincee -+ = —¢i%, f; is independent of ', . Then, the

operatorsf;, satisfy the commutation relationgify, f,,} =

Since this Hamiltonian consists of independent chaits, 5w and{ fr, fir} = 0. Green's function forf, is given as

can be given as a set of single-chain Hamiltor#t&sn, in the

form
£ | Gi(iv) =~ | S o = — L o)
Hip = Z(IJmClelb - IJyClel+1’u))7 (33) K 0 i v, — &1’
=1 B 1
507 - _ it 3 v, T _
where each chain includesunit cells, and each unit cell in- Gi(ivn) = /0 dr{fi(7) fr)oe v, + & (41)

cludes two sitew andb. We define the Fourier transformation

in the 1D chain by
wherev,, = (2n + 1)7T is the Matsubara frequency. The

1 k time-dependent operatd(r) in the interacti ta-
_ ke, 34 p peratd?(7) in the interaction representa
M RL zl: o (34) tion is given by
2 ik
cy =17 Qe cky, (35)
ToVL Xk: ! O(7) = e THeuQeTHov, (42)
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By using Eqgs.[(40) and(#1), Green’s functions in terms of thds given as

Majorana fermions;,, andc;, are written as

5 .
G (i) = — / AT (i ()t Yo"

0
= % Z [g,?(iun) + G (iVn)} eik(l_l/)7 (43)
k

B .
dT<Clb (T)Cl/b>0€W"T = Qlwl,w (iVn), (44)

B
dT<Clw (T)Cl/b>0€

G (ivn) = —

iv,T

glw—bl’ (iVn) = -

o— S—

(=G (i) + G2 (ivp)] eI,

(45)

I
(oY e
-]

ﬂ .
Gy (ivn) = ‘/ dr(cip(F)erra)oe™™ = —G (iv).
0
(46)

jAl,Al/ o JIT Z g%l (ivn)GAT (iVn)gX?' (iVn)gbAul)/ (ivn).

(49)

By taking the Matsubara sunfm_yml is written as

4

- J* -
Javar = Z5h(T/J, ALAL), (50)

3

whereh(z, Al, Al') is a function independent of and J. .
Other terms in Eq.[{47) are also written in a similar form.
Hence, we finally obtain the relation

PO = L )
- J3 b) T]T‘ b)

whereh(z, {n,}) is afunction independent dfand.J.. Thus,
if there is a finite?" phase transition, the critical temperature
T. should be scaled as

(51)

In the Kitaev model on the hyperhoneycomb lattice, the

lowest-order non-vanishing term appears in the fourth orde
with respect toH . in Eq. (31). This is due to the fact that the

J4

smallest loop on the hyperhoneycomb lattice is the ten-site

one, which include four bonds. The fourth-order contribu-

tion to the free energy is given by

W T [ E E £
FYY = — ] dmn dmo dTs dry
*Jo 0 0 0

X <T7-Hz (Tl)Hz (TQ)HZ (7'3)HZ (7-4)>Oc :

(47)
A typical term inF ) is written as
Z jAl,Al’n(p,q,s)ln(erAl,q,s)1
D,q:8,ALAY
X n(p,q-l—Al’,s)2n(p+Al,q+Al’,s)2a (48)

wherer = [(p, ¢, s), (] is the position of & bond in the unit
cell atpa + ¢b + sc and a sublattice index= 1, 2 (there are
two z bonds in a unit cell). The summations ovet andAl’

are taken over all integers. The coefficiemmf in Eq. (48)
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