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We study the interplay between the Kitaev and Ising intéwaston both ladder and two dimensional lattices.
We show that the ground state of the Kitaev ladder is a synyapetitected topological (SPT) phase, which
is protected by &, x Z, symmetry. It is confirmed by the degeneracy of the entangiersgectrum and
non-trivial phase factors (inequivalent projective regargations of the symmetries), which are obtained within
infinite matrix-product representation of numerical dgnsnatrix renormalization group. We derive the ef-
fective theory to describe the topological phase transitio both ladder and two-dimensional lattices, which is
given by the transverse field Ising model with/without neggarest neighbor coupling based on the primary Ising
configurations. The ladder has three phases, namely, the\KBPT, symmetry broken ferro/antiferromagnetic
order and classical spin-liquid. The non-zero quantunicatipoint and its corresponding central charge are
provided by the effective theory, which are in full agreemeith the numerical results, i.e., the divergence
of entanglement entropy at the critical point, change ofghtanglement spectrum degeneracy and a drop in
the ground-state fidelity. The central charge of the cilificants are either c=1 or c=2, with the magnetization
and correlation exponents being 1/4 and 1/2, respectiVélg.transition from the classical spin-liquid phase of
the frustrated Ising ladder to the Kitaev SPT phase is medliby a floating phase, which shows strong finite
entanglement scaling. In the absence of frustration, thiaftlee shows a topological phase transition from the
7> spin-liquid state to the long-range ordered Ising phasenaéfiatio of couplings, while in the presence of
frustration, an order-by-disorder transition is inducgdte Kitaev term. The 2D classical spin-liquid phase is
unstable against the addition of Kitaev term toward an edi@hase before the transition to the spin-liquid
state.

PACS numbers: 05.30.Rt, 75.10.Jm, 03.67.-a

I. INTRODUCTION Recently, many efforts, inspired by the concepts of quan-
tum information theory, have been made to provide a compre-

Topologically ordered quantum many-body systems hav&%er.ls've understandmg of topologlcal 9@6%8' SO far, Itis
received a great deal of interest due to rich insights enderge elieved there exists three different kinds O.f topologmal
from their nature, namely, lack of any local order parame-J€rs: namely: symmetry protected topological (SPT) order,
ter to characterize theh, i.e. failure of symmetry breaking long range entangled states with topologlcal o_rder a_nd Sym-
paradigm, exhibiting long-range entanglenfenbbustness metry enriched topological or.der. .The_ picture in .1D is com-
against local perturbatiof® non-trivial anyon statistiés’ plete and the symmetry-fractionalization mechanism compe
and so on. Topological quantum codes including color codelENtly characterize the SPT phases. In higher dimensions, i

811 have a universal feature characterized by topological en’> believed that symmetry fractionalization, symmetryalire

tanglement entrog¥:13 manifesting their topological nature. "9 and long-range entanglement mechanisms are capable of
Emergent fermions and anyd#=6 are typical quasi-particle characterizing the afo_rementloned orders. However, taget
excitations above a topological ground-state that infleenc COMPIEte understanding, further studies are currentlyect
the finite temperature properties with non-trivial limgifea- and demanding.

tures’/ and bound statéé The stability of topological or- Characterization of topological order relies on appropri-
dered state against thermal, external magneticfledthd  ate non-local order parameters. In 1D, entanglement spec-
other interactior® (like Ising??) is an interesting issue, which trum distinguishes SPT orders from trivial of&swhile
could lead to the phase transition from a topological stade.  non-local order parameters based on inequivalent progcti
instance, an in-plane magnetic field on the toric code leads trepresentatios8 identifies different SPT ordets In 2D,

both first- and second-order quantum phase tranégiovhile  even so, there is not a unique and faithful tool to classiénih

a perpendicular magnetic field gives a first-order phase trarbut topological entanglement entrdgys assumed as the most
sition at the self-dual point of the effective quantum cosgpa common tool to characterize intrinsic topological pha3ée
modef3. The 2D color code shows similar behavior in the case of symmetry enriched topological orders is more com-
presence of a magnetic fiéfdand Ising interactio®8. The plicated as both orders, i.e. SPT and intrinsic topological
nature of such phase transition and its corresponding quamrders, simultaneously exist—some proposed non-local mea
tum critical properties are debating issues inherited ftben  sures might hopefully identify theth®2. Understanding a
topological properties of the model. guantum phase transition (QPT) from a topological phase to
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RLI case are in favor of the existence of a floating phase —
a trivial phase requires less effort than the classificatbn which has a|gebraic decaying correlations—between tree cla
phases, since local-order parameters according to symmetgical spin-liquid and Kitaev SPT phases. This is in agreemen
breaking mechanism can identify the quantum phase transigith the phase diagram proposed for the (effective) fristta
tion. Novel quantum phase transitions, which rarely havayNN TFI chain in Refs. 40 and 41.
been studied, happen when there are two distinct topolbgica For 2D square lattice, we follow the same strategy and map

phases. the original model to an effective theory, which is given by

In this article, we consider the Kitaev toric code model ac-(NN or NNN) 2D TFI model in terms of (effective) quasi-
companied by different Ising interactions, namely, rhazabi  Spins. The effective theory is defined on the bi-partite sglua
Ising (RI), leg-Ising (LI) and rhombic-leg-Ising (RLI) iatac-  lattice of quasi-spins, where the two sub-lattices are deco
tions, on ladder and two-dimensional square geometries. Thpled. For all types of Ising interactions except the casefof A
non-frustrated RI case of ladder and 2D square lattice havising interactions on all bonds, we geta QPT at finite noro-zer
been studied recently in Réf.|121. Here, we consider all poscouplings from the intrinsic topologicéLt, spin-liquid) phase
sible Ising interactions, which include the frustrated misd to a long-range ordered of ferro or antiferromagnetic (Née
for both ladder and 2D lattices. The Kitaev toric cdde  type. At the extreme limit of AF Ising coupling on all bonds,
a well-known model showing topological order, while Ising the presence of frustration leads to extensive degenesate ¢
model with respect to the geometry of lattice and the type ofigurations, which would be destabilized by order-by-ditsor
interactions can show up symmetry broken phases and topdﬁj’.anSitiOd'—G_isdue to fluctuations induced by Kitaev term. At
logical spin-liquid phasé8. The later is due to frustration of higher values of Kitaev term a transition to the topologital
anti-ferromagnetic (AF) interactions of Ising model (AF IRL Spin-liquid phase occurs.
interactions), which leads to a rich phase diag¥afd The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In
. .. Sec/[I] we first briefly review the Kitaev toric code on lad-
We show that the ground state of the Kitaev ladder is Ao and introduce thé, x Z, symmetry, which protects the

SPT phase by introducing the responsilile x Z, symme- . .
tries, which is confirmed by numerical results on the Corre_degeneracy ofthe entanglement spectrum. We then define dif-

sponding non-trivial phase fac@—see appendikIB. To in- fere_nt types of Ising |nt_eract|0n_s in Séc] lll and derive dite

. " . fgctlve theory for the Kitaev-Ising interplay. We present o
vestigate the competition between the Kitaev SPT phase an umerical results in the same section. We consider the 2D ver
an Ising phase we employ two general approaches: an effets '

tive theory, which comes from an exact map of the originalgggﬁtwh'g:rg:lagﬁi ?mzetgggtraﬁ\; %r;(rjoijsl:régénftgrrzlcltnné
model to an effective one, and the infinite system density- ' y yp

matrix-renormalization-group (iDMRG) algorittf§t#°based of Ising couplings. Finally in Se€.lv, we end up with a sum-
on infinite matrix product state (iIMPS) representation. b t maré/_and dlic_:ur?s&on. Tbhe t?]rtmlec;s :lslc_compameq bly.gK;)Rag'
ladder geometry, the Kitaev plus Ising interactions arepedp p(l\a/lnpéces, W 'Ch escribe the underlying humerica 1

to decoupled chains of nearest-neighbor (NN) or next-rstare (i ) approach.

neighbor (NNN) transverse field Ising (TFI) model. The ef-
fective theory and numerical iDMRG computations show a
guantum phase transition at finite non-zero coupling froen th
Kitaev SPT phase to the broken symmetry antiferro/ferro-
magnetic phase except in the case of AF RLI interactions. The Kitaev ladder is defined on the ladder geometry as
The existence of quantum critical point (QCP) and its loca-shown in Fig[l, where the spins sit on the bonds of the two-
tion is proved by numerical simulation that leads to the di-leg ladder. The Kitaev HamiltoniarH(c) is composed of two
vergence of the entanglement entropy, change in the degeterms, vertex4l,) and plaquettef§,) interactions

eracy of the entanglement spectrum, drop in the ground-stat

fidelity, change of phase factor, and non-zero magneticrorde Hic = —Jy Z Ay — Jp Z B,

parameter. We have also computed the corresponding central 1,7 0

charges, which is in agreement with the proposed effective
theory, namelyg = 2 for Kitaev-LI, ¢ = 1 for both Kitaev-RI

and Kitaev-RLI QCPs. The critical exponents of magnetiza-
tion and correlation function aré = 1/4 andy = 1/2, cor- By=]]e;, i€0; Jp>0, 1)
respondingly for all types of non-frustrated ladders. Gone J
ing the QCP, our result for Kitaev-RI interactions is in con- o . : .
trast to Refl. 21, which concludes zero Ising coupling stieng Whereo;' is thea-component Pauli matrix at positign The
while we observe a finite non-zero Ising coupling & J,, model is exactly solvabfé, which has two-fold topologlcglly
see Fig[b). Moreover, the whole study for the LI and RLIdegenerate ground states. 1@ = ®;|+);, where|+); is
cases are new investigations of this manuscript that ireslud the eigenstate of’, a ground state of Kitaev ladder is given
the frustrated case. The case of AF RLI coupling makes By

competition between the Kitaev SPT phase and a classical 1

spin-liquid one, which can be explained in terms of the frus- Vi) = — H(l + B,)|Q), (2)
trated NNN TFI effective theory. Our numerical results fdf A 2%

II. THE SPT PHASE OF KITAEV LADDER

AUEHaf, ielorT;: J,>0,
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FIG. 1. (color online) Two-leg Kitaev ladder, where the filtblue
circles show the position of real spins. The triangles sHmwertex
term and rhombuses represent the plaquette term in the téanaih.
The dashed-red rectangle shows the unit cell of the model.
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exploit this property and define an order paraméewhich
can serve to detect, which projective representation Holds
the ground state in terms of its IMPS representation. Therord
parameteD is defined by

0 = T (U, UL ) . geG (5)
whereU, comes from the transformation of iMPS represen-
tation of the ground statd’() under the symmetryt’ x Z,
i.e.T; — UJT';U,, whereg € G andy is the dimension of
matrices in IMPS (for details see appendix-B). If the ground
state respects the symmet, = 1 for a trivial phase and
O = —1for an SPT phase. Otherwise, when the ground state
is not invariant under symmetry we gét= 0, which shows

where N is the total number of rungs on the ladder. And the presence of symmetry breaking phenomeiirs called

|V%) = W.|Yk) is the other ground state in whidlr, =
I, o7,

ground state is understood as an equally weighted superpo

“phase factor order parameter”. We find numerically that the

where/ runs only on one of the legs of ladder. The Kitaev phase reveald = —1, (see FigLB) which justifies that
& is being protected byt x Z symmetries. Moreover, the

tion of the states, which are obtained by the operation of anfhtanglement spectrum is degenerate in the Kitaev phase (se

homologically trivial loop ofo* operators oif2). The excited
states can be constructed by the operation of open stringgs of

operators off2). A complete characterization of the spectrum
shows that the excited states are at least two-fold degenera
which could be more except the highest energy level that has

only a double degeneraty Moreover, the ground state en-
tropy of the model is equal tm(2).
The Kitaev ladder# ) has (i) two-fold degenerate ground

ig.[), which confirms that the ground state of Kitaev-ladde
is an SPT phase.

III. KITAEV-ISING LADDER

The Ising term, which is composed of two-body interac-
tions, competes with the SPT character of the pure Kitaev

state which can not be distinguished by a local-order paraméJround state on the ladder. The Ising interactiga;, (which
ter of the Landau-Ginzburg symmetry breaking paradig, (ii is defined on the nearest neighbor spins of Iadder_) does not
a finite-energy gap between the ground state and the first ek0mmute with the vertex termsl() of 7« that establishes a

cited one and (iii) anyonic excitations of integer magnatid
electric charges with Abelian statistt€sAlthough the quasi-

competitions between a symmetry-protected topologicdl an
a classical state. The classical state, which is a resultaig

one dimensional Kitaev ladder does not bear topologicatcha ISing interaction could be realized in different forms atto

acters like Wilson loops and topological entanglementgaytr

ing to the pattern of Ising interactions. We classify three

its ground state is classified to be an SPT phase. We will shofyPes of Ising interactions on the two-legs ladder in Eig. 1.

explicitly that the ground state of Kitaev ladder is progetby
aZso x Zo symmetry. For each unit cell of the two-leg ladder,
Fig.[, the following operator is defined,

2(5) = o1 (4) o5 (4) o5 (), (3)

wherec! (5) is the identity operator at positianof unit cell
j. Itis straight forward to show thé&ix is invariant under the
operation of the following two operators,

x =Tz 0)

a7b’c:‘["r’y727

and Z = HZI“(j), (4)

J

where j runs over all unit cells. MoreovefX, B,] = 0,
which states that the ground state of Kitaev-ladder is iavar
ant underX’. Similarly, it can be shown that the ground
state of Kitaev-ladder is invariant undér, since the prod-
uct of Z by [[ (1 + By,) is equivalent to the operation of

[[,(1 + B,). Hence, the Kitaev-ladder ground state is in-

variant under the mutual symmetry operatitin< Z, which
defines the mentioned, x Z, symmetry. The local sym-
metry operation!#* %% are two members of the group
G = {x!# xwer _ywyy BT According to Ref.30, we

(A) Rhombic-Ising interactions, where the Ising terms age d
fined only between the nearest neighbor spins sitting on each
rhombus. The corresponding Hamiltoni&##4) is defined in
Eq.[10). (B) Leg-Ising interactions, which is defined betwe
nearest neighbor spins on the legs of ladder and giveH by

in Eq[I6. (C) Rhombic-leg Ising interactions that is congabs

of nearest neighbor interaction between any pair of spins on
the two-legs ladder, which is being represented by the sum of
two previous cases, i.&{r s = Hr + H. We consider both
ferromagnetic{, > 0) and anti-ferromagnetic/{ < 0) cou-
pling for the Ising terms. The latter leads to a rich struetoir

the ground state phase diagram as a result of frustratign ori
inated from the anti-ferromagentic interactions on thedson

of triangles (see Fidl] 2).

To investigate the competition between Kitaev and Ising
interactions, we introduce a transformation that givesethe
fective theory, which illustrates the quantum phase ttansi
of Kitaev model in the presence of Ising interactions. The
Hamiltonian is composed of three types of terms, i.e. the
vertex (4,), plaguette 3,) and Ising ¢7o7) terms. The
plaguette term commutes with both vertex and Ising ones,
[Bp, Av] = 0,[By,070%] = 0, and consequently does not
play any role in the competition for quantum phase transitio



FIG. 3. (color online) The effective model, which represetie Ki-

L R taev ladder in the presence of rhombic-Ising interactibasis com-
® A. posed of two decoupled Ising chains in a transverse field. Vah o
t A C represents a quasi-spin)(

FIG. 2. (color online) (a) The Kitaev ladder, where eachesep-
erator (triangle) is denoted as an effective spif)(labeled by..

(b) The original spins are relabeled by the triangle indéxand its  Fig.[2-(a). According to the notation presented in Eig. 2-(b

position (L, R, C) oniit. the Ising Hamiltonian is given by
Hr = —J. Y (07,000 + 05000 1)- (10)
“w

It is important to note that the Rhombic-Ising terms do not
However, the plaquette term adds a constant term to the undezhange the state of a quasi- spin which shares an edge with th
lying Hamiltonian, which is being fixed to its minimum value rhombus. For instancey; -0~ p flips two times the state of
for the ground state properties, iB, = +1. the triangle denoted by, whrch leads to its original state (see
The building block of the effective theory is a triangle that Fig.[2-(b)). However, the state of a triangle that only skare
is denoted by a vertex operator. To visualize this picture, t a single spin at its corner, is flipped. In other words, the op-
ladder is labeled by its triangles corresponding to eactexer eration ofo’ o7  flips the state of quasi-spins (triangles)
operator in Fig[R2-(a). In this representation, the spinhef t denoted by: — 1 andy + 1. Therefore, each Ising term, like

original lattice carries two indices, the label of triangle OO R is represented by the product of two x-component
and a label, which sticks to right (R), left (L) or center (G) o quasr spin acting as;_,7,.1. The Ising interactions on the
a triangle, as can be seen in Hig. 2-(b). A vertex operator igdges of a rhombus create effective interactions between th
then given by quasi-spins correspondlngto the adjacentedges. Itleddst
effective interaction2J.7,;_, 77, between two odd or two
Ay =0} 104 ROY.C- (6)  even quasi-spins, independently (see Fig. 3). Thus, tiee-eff

t|ve Hamiltonian Q—Lefj), which describes the Kitaev Hamilto-
nlan in the presence of Rhombic-Ising interactiokg,+ Hr,
s given by two decoupled chain of transverse field Ising JTFI

We consider the x-representation as the basis of our stady. |
this representation, a vertex operatdy,f has two values ei-

ther+1 or —1, which is denoted by the associated quasi- Sp'rtnodel
(r7) i.e.
I
Ay —> 7 M) <R = oy, Z ort i —Jy » 7o, p=oddoreven
It concludes that the effect of Kitaev Hamiltonian on the a (11)

quasi-spin representation is like a magnetic filed, Wherez emphasizes the odd and even quasi-spins are de-

. coupled. Accordlngly, a quantum phase transition takesepla
Ju Z Ao — Jy Z T (8) exactly at2J, = J,, which is known from the exact solution
of spin-1/2 TFI chain. Our result is in contrast.tf = 0 pre-
The effect of a singler> , on a quasi-spin (a triangle) is to Sented in Relf.21. In Ref.21 the Kitaev ladder with Rhombic-
flip its state, which is denoted by’ in the quasi-spin repre- Ising interaction is mapped to a spin-1/2 XY chain .using a

sentation, non-local transformation. Their mapping and the effece
model are correct; however, the conclusion of zero Ising cri
Opm — T, m=LRC. (9) ical coupling ¢ = 0) overlooks the true QCP. The exactly

solvable spin-1/2 XY chaif is defined by the Hamiltonian
Depending on the geometry, where Ising interactions residey ., = .J, Si(s¥sE + ys?s? ), wherey = J,/J,. For
we get three different effective models leading to distorét  any non-zero value of the XY chain is gapped except= 1

ical points and universal behaviors. where the gap vanishes &g — 1| at momentuny = /2.
The elementary excitations at the (gapless) critical paiet
spinong!. Moreover, the 2nd derivative of ground state en-

A. Rhombic-Ising interactions ergy (Eo) diverges as
The Rhombic-Ising terms are those two-body spin interac- d*E, 1-3 t oo 12
tions, which act only along the edges of Rhombic shapes in dv? ~ by =1 at a= 2’ (12)
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FIG. 4. (color online) Entanglement spectrum (ES) vetsufor the
ground state of{x + Hr. The lowest level is doubly degenerate
for 0 < J. < 0.5, which is a signature of SPT character, while it
is non-degenerate faf, > 0.5 in the (trivial) ferromagnetic product
state. At the quantum critical poigt, = 0.5, the spectrum becomes
dispersed over the entire range of eigenvalues, which igretire
of the critical point.

FIG. 5. (color online) von Neumann entropg$£) versusJ, for
Kitaev plus rhombic-Ising interactions. The divergent &abr of
SE atJ, = 0.5 is a clear signature of quantum phase transiti®a.
reachedn(2) asymptotically for the pure Kitaev laddef.( = 0).

in terms of the eigenvalues pf

which justifies the quantum phase transition at the isotropi Sp=->_An(\). (14)
point,y = 1, that corresponds to our resulf = J,, /2. @

To gain more insights on the structure of phases and the e have plottedS; versus.J. in Fig.[d for differenty —
ture of quantum phase transition, we obtain, by numeridal Cag 14.32.64. The entropy sﬁows a divergent behavior only
culations, the ground state of Kitaev ladder in the presefice Jz’: 0.5. which justifies the quantum phase transition. As
rhombic-Ising terms using an implementation of the iDMRG shown in FigDSSE asymptotically reaches the valuelof2)
algorithm (see appendIx}A). The code is based on IMPS repy, o bre Kitaev ladderf, — 0), which is the signature
resentation, wherg denotes the dimension of matrices in this of its SPT character (the double degeneracy of ES), while it
formalism. The entanglement spectrum of the ground state i@anishes in the extreme Ising limif{ — oo) represenfing a
d_e“”ed in terms of the eigenvalues of the red_uced d(_ansity _meb'roduct state of up (or down) spins in a ferromagnetic state.
trix. Let p be the ground-state reduced density matrix, Which™ 1,5 14nd-state fidelity (F) is a specific measure to investi
is obtained by tracing over half of the ladder from the middiey4q 4 quantum phase transition without an ad-hoc assumptio
to either the left or right end of ladder, on the structure of ordering on any side of the transitiompoi

p = tro,a([o) s, (13) The ground-state fidelity is defined by
. . . . . F(JZa J. + 5JZ) - <7/’0(JZ)|¢O(JZ + 5JZ)>7 (15)

where|iyy) is the ground state of Kitaev with Ising interac-
tions. Let); be the eigenvalues @f the entanglement spec- wheredJ, is a very small amount of change in the coupling
trum (ES) is defined by; = —1In()\;). We have plotted the constant, which gives rise to quantum phase transition. The
entanglement spectrum versiisof Kitaev ladder in the pres-  ground-state fidelity is plotted in FiQl 6 versiisfor two dif-
ence of rhombic-Ising interactions in Fig. 4, which extslit  ferent values ok = 16, 64 ands.J. = 0.01. An obvious drop
change of degeneracy &t = 0.5. We set/, = 1 asthe scale at.J, = 0.5 confirms our observation of the quantum phase
of energy in all plots and results unless it appears explicit transition at/, = 0.5.
The spectrum is doubly degeneratedox /. < 0.5, whichis We have also computed the ordinary magnetic order pa-
a clear signature for the SPT character of Kitaev phasegwhilrameter on both sides of the quantum critical point. We
itis non-degenerate fof, > 0.5 in the (trivial) ferromagnetic  have plotted in Figl]7 the magnetic order parameters in x
product state. The change of degeneracy of the entanglemeatd z directions,(o,) and (s.), respectively. (s,) is al-
spectrum at/, = 0.5 is an indication of quantum phase tran- ways zero for the whole range dt, which shows no mag-
sition, which is accompanied by a qualitative change in thenetic order in x-direction. Howevetg.) becomes non-zero
ground state. at J, = 0.5 indicating the magnetic order of the ferromag-

The von Neumann (entanglement) entropy;) is defined  netic state. Approaching the quantum critical point froma th
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FIG. 6. (color online) Ground-state fidelity versus for Kitaev-RI FIG. 7. (color online) Magnetic order parameters vergusor Ki-

interactions. A clear drop af. = 0.5 justifies the quantum phase taev plus RI interactions. The ferromagnetic order paramét..)

transition. becomes nonzero faf, > 0.5 justifying the quantum phase tran-
sition to the symmetry broken state. The inset shows thénscaf
(02) ~ (J — 0.5)0:24E0-0D "where horizontal axis is in log-scale,
close to the critical point.

ferromagnetic phase/{ > 0.5) shows(c.) to vanish like

(J — 0.5)(0-24%0.01) manifesting a second order phase transi- 22Te ® Rombc (e ]
tion with exponent3 = 0.24 + 0.01 (the inset of FigLl7), in L8 7 c=101£001 ,,.7‘0"' 8
agreement with the effective theory described il Eg.11. The e .- (a) ]
effective theory, for Kitaev ladder with rhombic-Ising émt N — ] 5 8 i
actions, is expressed in terms of two decoupled TFI chains, 21He ® Leg l ‘ l,.‘r”"' e
which predicts the central charge for the corresponding QPT & jg To c=2014003 ,.,_o“"' i
at.J. = 0.5 is being twice the central charge of the TFI chain, s _ee® () -
i.e.c =2 x 0.5 = 1. Similar argument shows that the magne- M 3
tization exponent, which comes out of the effective theiry, 2o ® Rhombicleg ‘ ‘ .“,,g—"'”:
B = 1/4 (which is discussed in S&€d.V). We have numerically fig S e=1.0040.02 P .
calculated the central charge at the critical peint= 0.5, oE e () 4
which leads ta: = 1.01 £ 0.01 as shown in Fig.J8-(a). The e
central charge is calculated within finite-entanglemeiai-sc log &

ing introduced in Ref.52. In this approach, the scaling pf
with the correlation length¢) would give a fair approxima- FIG. 8. (color online)Sg versuslog (&), which gives the central
tion of the central charge, (see apperdix-A). The numerica¢harge of the Kitaev ladder in addition to (a) R, (b) LI and (c
result confirms that the effective theory truly capturesdtie RLI interactions according to the finite entanglement scali (see
ical properties of the original model. appendbEA and Ref. 52 and/53)
We have plotted the phase factor order param@tgersus
J. in Fig.[9. It shows that for small values of < J¢, the
model is in the SPT phase of Kitaev ladder, which is justi-
fied by O = —1. More specifically, Figl19-(a) shows that for |eaves the whole Hamiltonian invariant.
J. < 0.5 the model represents an SPT phase, while it shows
a symmetry broken trivial phasé(= 0) for J, > 0.5 via a

guantum phase transition. The symmetry broken phase does B. Leg-Ising interactions
not respect the symmetry, which gives the largest eigeavalu
of the transfer matrix to be less thapleading toO = 0. The Ising terms may be considered only between the spins

Almost the whole discussion of the ferromagnetic rhombic-g the |egs of ladder, without any inter-leg interactionefigs

Ising interaction is also valid for antiferromagnetic Iim-  fore, the Ising interactions would be between spins labejed
teraction. In other words, we can simply consider a mirror_ ang R, namelys* »0> ,, which is given by the following
image of all Figs.[H[1516.17 arid 9 with respectto = 0 Hamiltonian, ot

to get the antiferromagnetic regime. A better understandin

can be achieved by consideringraotation around x-axis for He=—J, Z Oh L0 R (16)
the spins sitting on the rungs of ladder ahd— —J., which L
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FIG. 9. (color online) Phase factor order parameter foofeagnetic
Kitaev ladder in the presence of (a) RI, (b) LI and (c) RLI nate
tions.

FIG. 10. (color online) Schematic representation of therttions
in the effective Hamiltonian of Kitaev ladder in the preseint Leg-
Ising interactions. The model is equivalent to four decedpl'FI
chains.

We explain the effect of;, oy, ;, on quasi-spins. The quasi-
spin associated by is not changed by this Ising term as it
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FIG. 11. (color online) von Neumann entropy verslsfor the Ki-
taev ladder with leg-Ising interactions. The entropy djesr exactly
at.J. = 1 confirmed by the effective theorg«( 7).

For the small Ising coupling/, — 0) Sg is equal toln(2)
confirming the SPT phase of the pure Kitaev ladder. The en-
tropy rises up and becomes divergenfat= 1, which is the
signature of quantum phase transition. Increasing theevaflu

J. > 1 leads to a ferromagnetic phase for the original spins
ordered in z-direction and mediated by the Ising interactio
along the legs of ladder. The factorized ferromagnetiestat
gives a zero value fofz as is shown in Fig11 for the strong
Ising coupling (., — o).

Another indication of quantum phase transition is found in
the structure of entanglement spectrum and specially the de
generacy of levels. The degeneracy of the entanglement spec
trum is even forJ, < 1 while it becomes odd foy, > 1 (not
shown here). The type of spectrum is similar to Eig. 4 except

flips two spins, which leaves the product of spins on the tri-the change of degeneracy, which occurgat= 1. The even

angle (quasi-spin) unchanged. However, the quasi-spins |§€generacy for. < 1is a signature of the Kitaev SPT phase,
beled by, — 3 andp + 1 are being flipped (see Figl. 2), which which is verified byO = —1 in Fig.[3-(b). The phase factor

initiates the following correspondence in terms of quasits
operators,

U;RUQL — Tj_3Tlf+l. a7

In accordance with Elg.17, the Ising interactions alongeis |
are responsible for the interactions between the quass$i
beled mod(4, n), independently, where n=0, 1, 2, 3. Theegfor

order parametei®) jumps to zero for/, > 1.

Our numerical results show that the quantum critical point
between Kitaev SPT and ferromagnetic leg-Ising phase is de-
scribed by the central charge= 2.01 + 0.03 as shown in
Fig.[8-(b). This is in agreement with the effective theory ob
tained in Eq.IB, which shows four decoupled TFI chains that
givec=4x0.5=2.

The phase diagram of the Kitaev ladder with antiferromag-

the effective Hamiltonian is described by four decoupled TF netic leg-Ising interaction is the mirror image of the fena-

chains, namely

1 1
HEfe=—Ty mimiia—Juy 7 (18)
Iz Iz

where ZZ indicates four decoupled chains as shown in
Fig[I0. The effective model shows a quantum phase transi-

tionatJ, = J,.
The quantum phase transition.at= 1 (for .J, = 1) is jus-
tified by von Neumann entropy versus plotted in Fig [T1.

gentic phase diagram with respectto= 0. In fact, the full
Hamiltonian is invariant under the transformatidn— —.J,

and ar rotation around x-axis on the even (or odd) spins on
the legs of ladder.

C. Rhombic-Leg-Ising interactions

We consider the Ising interactions along the legs and the
rhombic plaquettes that leads to more interesting phase dia
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FIG. 12. (color online) The effective interactions betwées quasi- ~ LoF . O O x=128K
spins for the Kitaev ladder with both rhombic and leg Isingre. & ()v
The rhombic terms create two decoupled TFI chains, nametly od E Lop oo @ |
and even ones, where the leg terms add the next-nearesbaeigh 4]
teractions on each chain, separately. Solid-red (bluesliepresent
the nearest neighbor interactions, while dashed-red Y lihe show 0.5~ Q 8
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FIG. 13. (color online) von Neumann entropy (scaledib§2)) ver-
. . susa for the Kitaev ladder in the presence of ferromagnetic rhiomb
gram, where the full Hamiltonian is given by leg Ising interactions.

Hire = (1 —|a))Hie + a(Hr +He), |of < 1. (19)

Here, we introducer to sweep between the extreme limits of
Kitaev interaction forv = 0 and Ising limit forja| = 1. a > 1. Ferromagnetic RL-Ising
0 corresponds to the ferromagnetic Ising interactions, avhil

a < 0 represents the anti-ferromagnetic ones. The ground_ Contrary to the Rl and LI cases, the effective theory for the

State phase diagram can be understood in terms of Compeliiaev ladder in the presence of both leg and rhombic Ising
tion between the nearest and next-nearest neighborsdntera, s does not have an exact solution due to the NNN cou-
tions, which comes out of the effective theory. The antderr pling in the TFI effective chain. Our numerical simulatioh o

magnetic Ising interactions have specific features, whrere f entropy, Sy versusa is plotted in Fig[IB, which shows di-
tration hinders simultaneous minimization of energy adeor vergent behavior at the critical poiaf R% = 0.219 + 0.001.

ing oa classical .antiferrqmagnetic state. The effeclli\qat This is equivalent to a phase transitiondt/.J,,) = 0.280 +
ory is simply obtained by incorporating the representatibn )1 yjth a rescaling of the Kitaev and Ising couplings in

rhombic-Ising and leg-Ising interactions in the quasisgp- Eq.[I9. Here, the presence of Ising interactions on all bonds
resentations. The Ising terms on rh.ombusllead to ISIng"mer(legs and rhombuses) sustain the ferromagnetic order 1o ove
action between even (odd) quasi-spins, while the leg teems e

o . N come the Kitaev SPT phase within smaller coupling than
tablish interactions between quasi-spingandy+4. Hence, the Rl and LI cases. The model represents the Kitaev SPT
the even and odd chain of quasi-spins remain decoupled beaﬁhase forr < a/“R£, with finite entanglement entropy(2)
ing the next-nearest neighbor interactions, which areffeete ey ’

S . X X double degeneracy in the lowest entanglement spectrum, no
of leg-Ising interactions. This can be seen in Figl] 12, wher g y g P

e(Iocal) magnetic order, and phase factor order parand2ter

solid-red (blue) lines show NN and dashed-red (blue) Iines_1 in Fig.[@-(c) . A second order phase transition drives the

represent NNN interactions for the_ even (odd) decoupled ef: odel to the (trivial) ferromagnetic phase far > <R~
fective cha}!ns.. ILSEOl]flc:] be mentlonehd thf?t the strenglth Olhich is presented by a factorized state of up (or down) spins
NNN coupling is half of the NN one. The effective Hamilto- ;, ;_girection. The guantum critical point is described bg t
nian for the Kitaev ladder in the presence of rhombic-leggs central charge — 2 x 0.5 — 1 given by two decoupled NNN

interactions is given by TFI chain and justified by numerical simulation in Fig. 85(c)
which renderg: = 1.09 + 0.02.

!
Hf}‘?}ﬁ =—a; 2(27575% + T Tia)
w 2. Antiferromagnetic RL-Ising
!/
z
—(=lal) ZT‘“ pn = odd or even (20) The antiferromagnetic Ising interactions on both legs and
a rhombus bonds create the basic building block of frustrated
magnetic systems, i.e., triangles with antiferromagrmiieds
The presence of NNN interactions in the antiferromagnetiqsee FigR). The antiferromagnetic Hamiltonian is defingd b
regime lead to the interesting and exotic features in theahod Eq.[T9 with—1 < o < 0. Although the ground state of
Thus, we discuss the ferromagnetic and antiferromagnetighe model is two-fold degenerate at the Kitaev limit£ 0)
cases in the following two subsections, separately. it has exponentially degenerate ground state configurstibn



glement scaling. It suggests a broad critical area, whiztisst
ata = —1 (the classical spin-liquid) toward an intermediate
region,a ~ —0.75, where the Kitaev SPT phase dominates.
This is confirmed by the structure of entanglement spectrum
versusa presented in Fid. 16. We have shown in $€c. 1l that
the ground state of Kitaev ladder is an SPT phase, which leads
to even degeneracy of ES. Accordingly, the even degeneracy
of ES is the signature of Kitaev SPT phasedQr< o < 0,
wherea, = —0.75+0.05. The computation for higher values

of x (> 128) is a massive time consumption for our model,
where the unit cell contains three spin-1/2. However, the re
sults shown in Fig16 fox = 64 (left), x = 128 (right) and

NN
A A A A A othery = 16,32 (not shown here) convince us that the de-
generacy of Kitaev SPT is persistent for < o < 0. For

FIQ. 14. (color pnline) Some of ground-state configuratiahthe -1 < o < «., the model shows finite entanglement scaling
antiferromagnetic Ising limit.{, = 0) of the two-legs ladder. The  (Fig.[I5) and dispersed ES (FigJ16), which resembles a crit-
and, represen” spin orientation. Thet shows the sumaf” spins e area with algebraic decay of correlation functionsisTh

in each triangle. All configurations are classified as 2-ten or 5 consistent with the conclusion that can be derived froen th
2-down-1-up for each triangle. effective theory.

The effective Hamiltonian defined in Eq]20 for Kitaev lad-
der in the presence of AF RL-Ising interactions renders the
frustrated NNN TFI chain in which the NNN coupling is half

the AF Ising limit (@ = —1). To get more insight on the ofthe NN one, being denoted ly= 0.5. The effective theory
model at the AF Ising limit, we associate a magnetizationgt o = —1 falls exactly on the critical point = 0.5 at zero
(m},) to each triangle, which is simply the total magnetiza-transverse field, which separates the antiferromagnetiseh
tion in z-direction of a single triangle. For the ground sfat from the anti-phase of frustrated NNN BE&p9:4042 |t states
the antiferromagnetic nature of interactions enforce fliess  that the classical spin-liquid of the AF RL-Ising limit ceFr
on each triangle to be oriented as either 2-up-1-down or 2sponds to the critical point of frustrated NNN TFI model at
down-1-up (see Fid. 14), which yields? = +1. There-  zerotransverse field. The onset of Kitaev term# —1) adds
fore, the ground-state degeneracy at the AF Ising linii£ %, qguantum fluctuations to the model, which corresponds to the
where2N is the number of triangles in the ladder (assum-effect of transverse field on the frustrated NNN TFI critical
ing periodic boundary condition along legs). The spins thapoint. A recent study on the frustrated NNN TFI cHZioon-
sit on the legs of ladder are not constraint to a boundary corfirms the existence of a tri-critical point at= 0.5, where a
dition perpendicular to the legs of ladder, which leads to arKosterlitz-Thouless transition line and two second ordamn+
intensive degenerate configurations with total magnetizat sition line merge at = 0.5 and zero field. Thus, the effect
M?* € {2N,2N —1,...,—2N +1,—-2N}, of Kitaev term on the classical spin-liquid is similar to the
effect of transverse field on frustrated NNN TFlat= 0.5

; 2N, ; toward passing through the floating phase before reaching a
M= = Z My (21) paramagnetic phase. The floating phase has algebraic decay-
p=1 ing correlation functions, which could lead to finite enteng

ment scaling and broad dispersion of ES. Therefore, our re-
sults in Figs[IB-16 are in agreement with the phase diagram
proposed in Ref$, 40 afnd|41 for NNN TFI (that is usually de-
noted by ANNNI model in the literature).

Some configurations of the mentioned subspace are shown
Fig.[14, where thet in each triangle represents;,. A state
with M? = 2N is shown in Fig[ZIk-(a), where all triangles
carrym;, = +, an intermediate state with/* = 0 is pre-
sented in Figl_Z4-(b) and a state of alf, = — is given in
Fig.[14-(c). Accordingly, the model does not show a magnetic
long-range order out of a symmetry breaking, which is called
aclassical spin-liquid.

We have plotted'r; versusx in Fig.[15 for Kitaev ladder in IV. TWO DIMENSIONAL KITAEV-ISING MODEL
the presence of AF RL-Ising interactions. Our data shows tha
Sp reachedn(2) for « — 0, which is the signature of Kitaev ~ The extension of our model to two dimension would lead
SPT phase. The entanglement entropy shows finite entanglés the Kitaev toric code Hamiltonidrin the presence of two-
ment scaling fo—1 < a < —0.7, which is represented by body Ising interactions. The toric code is defined on the two-
x = 8,16,32,64,128. Although a bump is observed around dimensional square lattice, where the spins sit on the bonds
a ~ —0.8 the whole set of data does not conclude to a singleof lattice (filled-black circles in Fig_17-(a)). The toriode
divergent peak, rather showing a broad area of finite entarHamiltonian (1) is composed of two terms, vertex and pla-
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els. It is very important to mention that the full-Ising inte

T e ——— action introduces a frustrated magnetic system, which evoul
| N : : X:( | give rise to exotic phases. _ . .
0 .o X;SZ’ The quasi-spin representation for the two-dimensional
0 o ¢ .o X:64 model is defined on each vertex, where a vertex operator
1 %o * o 0 Xﬁﬁg l A, = ofo3ofof results in either+1 or —1 in the o®-
% | T et e $ X | representation. (The indicés2, 3, 4 represent the four spins
img, B E gpgoa : ¢ | sharing a vertex). Thus, a quasi-spin is associated tovois t
@ B ] valued operator, which is callett,
Vvvyvy v u
v e 0 1 A, — T (23)
0 ]
* As before, the plaquette terni3f) commutes with both ver-
It s tex and any types of Ising interaction. Therefofg, does
a not participate in the competition of a quantum phase transi

tion and is being kept to its minimum value to insure being
FIG. 15. (color online) von Neumann entropy versu®r the Kitaev  in the low-energy sector. Hence, the toric code Hamiltonian

ladder in the presence of AF RL Ising interactions. is represented by a magnetic field within the quasi-spinerepr
sentation,
o ~ e He =Ty Y Ay — —J, Y T}, (24)
i T %g:—«g“::“ + v
i == 1 ifiEzisc.s
§ “.""“’ i f;%i:;w””u‘ 1 wherev runs over all vertices of the two-dimensional lattice.
Gz R g ;%i% - R An Ising interaction flips the value of a quasi-spin if it shar
e - e I one spin with the vertex and do nothing if it shares two spins
] =T ] with the vertex. Based on the type of Ising interaction we find
PREE DAY U WS s SRS DS S WSt et different effective Hamiltonians foHap = Hr + Hising,

which are given in the following subsections.

FIG. 16. (color online) Entanglement spectrum versufor the

Kitaev ladder in the presence of AF RL Ising interactionsef): . L. X
Y = 64, (right): x = 128. A. Diagonal Ising interactions

The diagonal-Ising interaction does not change the state of
a vertex that shares two spins while it flips the state of two
vertices (along diagonal direction) that share only on@a.spi

quette ones, similar to Eg.1, The right upper part of Fi§.17-(a) shows two quasi-spins de-
noted by blue circles, which are being flipped according ¢o th
Hr =—Jy ZAU —Jp Z By, (22)  diagonal-Ising terms (shown by diagonal-solid black ljnes
+ O The effective interaction is represented by the solid-tilue

. . . . in the diagonal direction. Moreover, the four vertices awba
while both A, and B, are four-body interactions of” and 1 57are decomposed to two decoupled sublattices shown
o operators around each vertex and plaquette, respectively, e ang red circles. Hence, the effective Hamiltonian fo
The Ising mteract!on is composed of two-body. mteracthnsthe toric code in the presence of diagonal-Ising interastie
—JyoZoZ, where(i, j) represent the nearest neighbor Sp'nsgiven by
(filled-black circles in Fig_1I7-(a)). Similar to the ladderses,
we congder three types of Ising |nt§ract|ons,_A: dllagoDz)J( HeTjL} — _9J, Z =T — J, ZTVz’ (25)
where(i, j) show the bonds along diagonal directions (on the -
rhombic shapes of Fig._17-(a)), B: horizontal-vertical (HV
that defines the Ising bonds only on the horizontal and \adrtic where< v, > runs on the nearest neighbor quasi-spins of
links, C: full-1sing (FI), in which the Ising interactiongiston  either blue or red sublattices. The lattice of quasi-spais (
all diagonal, horizontal and vertical bonds of the modele Th ther blue or red) is a two-dimensional square lattice rotate
toric code in the presence of diagonal-Ising terms has been/4 with respect to the original lattice, namely shown by the
studied by Karimipour, et.8}, where a non-local transforma- x-y unit vectors in Fig[_Il7-(a). This is in complete agreeien
tion of bases map the model into a TFI model on a square lawith the effective model presented in Ref.21, which shows a
tice for two decoupled sublattices. Moreover, a mean-fipid a quantum phase transition from tig spin-liquid ground state
proximation predict a quantum phase transitiobat= 8.J,. of topological toric code. [, = 0) to a ferromagnetic product
Here, we implement the quasi-spin transformation, whieh cr state of Ising limit ¢, = 0). According to the Monte-Car¥§
ates the opportunity to study not only the diagonal-Isirggga and DMRG?® simulations on 2D TFI model, the quantum crit-
but also the other two cases, namely: HV and full-Ising mod-ical pointis atJ, = 6.09.J.. Similar behavior is expected for

<v,v'>
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. . D . . the quasi-spins of the horizontal neighboring blue cireles
y . being flipped. Hence, a horizontal (vertical) Ising intei@c
(@) 1 1 1 » flips the nearest neighbor quasi-spin of a sublattice agbnt
PN horizontally (vertically). The lattice of quasi-spins a¢ad by
- A A G N U

° * blue and red circles in Fif._17-(a) is bipartite, where theebl
and red circles represent the two sublattices. Thus, tlee-eff

(L] yHD) - == m o / tive model of toric code with HV-Ising interactions is given
P (CJ) R e O S the following Hamiltonian
XY,
' HIAV = 0. N 13715 -0,y 17, (26)
& & B v
1 1 1 » in which < v,/ > defines nearest neighbor quasi-spins of
. . AN . . either blue or red sublattices. Each sublattice forms a two-
Y dimensional square lattice where the lattice constantiisetw
----------- T as the original one. According to Refi54, the QPT takes place
H—G.\ _ - 3—'7,_ atJ, = 3.044J, from the Z, spin-liquid state {, = 0) to

i T the ferromagnetic product state. Similar to the previoseca
RSN ) Sl the phase diagram is symmetric with respect/io— —.J.,
! . . . . ..
et . e oD which covers the antiferromagnetic regime. A remark is in
1 -
1
1

—~
o
~

WV order here, the original (and also the effective latticd)ijr-
I tite for both D-Ising and HV-Ising interactions at the extre
limit of Ising interactions {,, = 0). This avoids frustration for

o 1 (] . 1 : . ; N
‘~--."_“_ NSAR S AL S AR 2 _’\T_———' the antiferromagnetic Ising couplings, which is not preedr
L X X e X X e for the full-Ising interactions as will be discussed next.
S i - ~ R i o
I . 1 'I- 1 . N ll -
AN 1_: ' : . 1" ' - B Yo
N1 N LT o C. Full-Ising interactions
1 \ 1 1 1
AN~ D 7N i 7SI [
o (] . . . . Y o . . . . .
Y N DA A e The effective theory of toric code in addition to full-Ising

interactions can be obtained by considering the representa

FIG. 17. (color online) (a) Diagonal-Ising interactionslig-black ~ 10Ns of both diagonal and HV-Ising interactions in the quas
lines in the upper right part) and its corresponding effectnter- ~ SPin subspace. The following facts help to realize easity th
action on quasi-spins (solid-blue line). Horizontal-tgimteraction ~ Structure of the effective theory. (i) The quasi-spin tat{of
(dashed-black line in the left part) and its correspondifigcive  blue and red circles) is bipartite such that neither a diagon
interaction on quasi-spins (dashed-blue line). Blue andciecles  nor an HV-Ising interaction make an interaction between the
represent the quasi-spins. (b) Two sublattices (blue adiid vehich  blue and red sublattices. (ii) The quasi-spin represantati
intera.Ct like TFI model Wlth next-negrest neighb(?r Intfﬂtms as an forms a square lattice whose lattice Spacing/ﬁtimes |arger
effective theo_ry to descn_be the toric code Hamiltonianhie pres-  than the original one and is rotateg'4 with respect to the
ence of full-Ising interactions. original lattice. The unit-vectors of the quasi-spin lettiare
labeled by x-y in Fig[[Il7-(a). (iii) The diagonal-Ising inte
actions establish the nearest neighbor interactions efigth
2.J, on each sublattice. (iv) The HV-Ising interactions build up
the next-nearest neighbor (diagonal) interactions ohgfie
the antiferromagnetic diagonal-Ising interactions, whéan /. on each sublattice. Accordingly, the effective model of the
be obtained by the transformation — —.J, ando? — —o? toric code in the presence of full-Ising interactions is
fori € X 4, whereX 4 is one of the sublattices of the original

bipartite two-dimensional lattice. Needless to mentiat the I ==20. Y TiT, - 2. T
AF Ising limit presents a Néel ordered state. <v,'> v
<<v,w'>>

B. Horizontal-Vertical Ising interactions

where< v, > stands for NN and<< v, >> for NNN
A bond of horizontal (or vertical) Ising interaction doeg no quasi-spins. The effective Hamiltonian is a two-dimenalon
change the state of a quasi-spin, which shares two spin at tiéNN TFI model on a square lattice that is shown in [Eig. 17-
corresponding vertex. This is shown by the tick-dashedlbla (b), where the blue and red colors show two decoupled sublat-
line in the left part of Figl1l7-(a), which crosses a red eircl tices. The solid lines show NN interactions while the dashed
The quasi-spin denoted by the red circle is not changedewhilone show NNN ones.
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representation, which leads to inequivalent projectiyeae
In the ferromagnetic regime/{ > 0) a quantum phase sentation ofZ, x Z, symmetries providing the phase factor
transition occurs from the topological toric code grouradest order paramete = —1, for the Kitaev phase.

(J. = 0) to the symmetry broken ferromagnetic state. The We have also investigated the competition between the Ki-
corresponding QCP is at, = 12J, within the mean-field taev and Ising terms on the ladder, which is given by deriv-
approximation. ing the corresponding effective theory in addition to thedi
The antiferromagnetic regime/, < 0, would be essen- iDMRG computations. For the Ising interactions being solel
tially different from the ferromagnetic one as a result aflsir  on the edges of rhombus or on the legs, the effective Hamil-
tration in the AF Ising limit ¢/, = 0). The frustration arises tonian is given by decoupled one-dimensional TFI models,
from the antiferromagnetic bonds, which form trianglesia t  which explains the quantum phase transition from the Kitaev
original lattice. The ground-state manifold is highly dege SPT phase to the antiferro/ferro-magnetic phase at the fixac
erate, which is composed of triangles having 2-up-1-down onite valueJ, /.J, = 0.5, 1.0, respectively. The quantum phase
1-up-2-down spins (in z-direction). This is a manifestatio transition is justified by numerical divergence of entantgat
of classical spin-liquid phase on a two-dimensional lattice. It entropy Gf) at the critical point, the change in the degener-
suggest a quantum phase transition from the classical spimcy of the entanglement spectrum, ground-state fidelity, an
liquid phase {, = 0) to theZ topological spin-liquid phase magnetic order parameters. The quantum critical points and
(J. = 0) at a finite ratio of.J./J,. However, according to their corresponding central charges of the effective thaad
the effective theory presented in Ed.27, we expect an ordefbMRG results agree with each other, exactly. The critieal b
by-disorder phase transition before the transition todp®@t  havior of Kitaev-rhombic-Ising interactions is given bynteal
logical spin-liquid phase. At the AF Ising limit/; = 0) the  charge: = 1, while the Kitaev-leg-Ising ladder is represented
effective theory is known ag; — J Ising model on square by ¢ = 2. If the Ising interactions reside on both rhombus and
lattice with J, = 0.5J1, whereJ; is NN and.J; is NNN  |egs of ladder, the effective theory would be NNN TFI chain
antiferromagnetic interactions. It is known that = 0.5J;  with the critical properties given by = 1. For the ferromag-
is the critical point ofJ; — J» Ising model, which separates netic Ising interactions it leads to a quantum phase triansit
the Néel ordered phasdy < 0.5.J;) from the collinear or-  at finite ratio.J, /.J, = 0.28, while for the antiferromagnetic
dered one > > 0.5J1). The critical nature of/; = 0.5J; Ising interactions our data shows a broad range of finitenenta
of our effective theory manifests the frustration induced b glement scaling. It is the interplay between the classisil-s
triangles of the original model, which leads to an extensiveiquid at AF Ising limit and the Kitaev SPT phases. According
degeneracy in both the effective ground state and the origo the effective theory, the onset of Kitaev term inducesngua
inal one. The onset of transverse magnetic fidljl § the  tum fluctuations in the classical spin-liquid subspace cWhi
critical point.J, = 0.5.J; of the effective theory leads to an would finally lead to the Kitaev SPT phase passing through
order-by-disordé®, which looks like a ferromagnetic order an intermediate floating phase. The Kitaev SPT phase is per-
for small fieldsI" < 0.2.J;, before a transition to the fully po-  sistent for|.J.|/.J, < 3 witnessed by the even degeneracy of

~

larized state. This is in agreement with the order-by-disor the entanglement spectrum.

transition proposed for the fully-frustrated Ising modeltbe A remark is in order concerning the effective theory intro-
square lattic® A ferromagnetic stgte of the effective theer, duced in this paper. For simplicity, we consider the ladder
(T;7) = 1, corresponds tol, = 1, in which only those spin  geometry with periodic boundary condition along the legs,
configurations of two-up-two-down on a vertex contribute to\yhere N is the number of spins sitting on each leg or rung
the ground state, which can be calledesonating ice-state of ladder, which sums up t8N spins. The dimension of
resembling the ice-rule configuration of spin-ice. The spin yjpert space of the original ladder #~. The number of
ice configurations do not include the aII_—up or_all-_doyvnem;at triangles (quasi-spins) i8N and the number of rhombuses
of A, = 1 subspace. Hence, the classical spin-liquid state igyaquettes) isV. Accordingly, the dimension of the Hilbert
unstgble_ against quantum fluctuationg/at= 0 Foward ares-  gpace of the effective theory (in terms of quasi-spinPis
onating ice-state fob < .J, < 0.2.J.. Increasing the vertex \yhich is smaller than the original Hilbert space by a factor
coupling makes a transition to the topologiéal spin-liquid o 9N |y principle, this is always the case for an effective
state forJ, Z 0.2.J.. More investigations is required, which {heory, which is responsible for the low-energy behavior of
peeds demanding resources for numerl_cal computations thg{e original model and is confirmed by numerical IDMRG re-
is beyond the scope of present manuscript. sults. However, taking into account the plaquette degrées o
freedom B, = +1) we find the los2” degrees of freedom.
For the lowest energy spectrum we consideMalplaquettes
V.. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION to be atB, = +1, which adds a constant termJ, N to the
effective theory. As far as all configurations of the oridina
We have studied the Kitaev Hamiltonia#{£) on a lad- ~ Spin model have been kept in constructing the effective the-
der geometry. We find that the ground state of Kitaev laddePry We expect that the whole spectrum of the original model
is an SPT phase protected iy x Z, symmetries namely IS represented by a tower of TFI models in addition to their
X = [I,o% which runs over all ladder bonds angl =  corresponding constant values, ife=J,) >_, Bp.
mengs of that excludes the rung bonds. We have justified Having in mind that the effective theory considers the
our argument by employing iDMRG method within an iMPS whole degrees of freedom of the original model, we find the
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exact critical exponents of the mentioned QCPs. For ingtanc 15 : : :
we calculate in detail the magnetization exponéfjt ¢lose --- 5 =0.50%0.01 L
to transition of the ferromagnetic phase of Kitaev Rl-ladde ~ —20r LN
(Sec[ITA). The ferromagnetic order parameter ) is 25| e “ i
AN
1 -0 Se.. .
(0:) = 5 LWoloi@) +oi@ + i) @8 | . |
) E]
The effect ofo$ (i) on the ground state of laddep/()) is = ]
equivalent to flip the state of quasi-spins denoted by the twc 45| C(r) o 1/r,n =2 0.5 |
triangles, which sharef (i) at their common corner. It is
shown by —5.0r T
2/ T even T odd =55 ‘ “ ,‘ l ‘ -
of (Do) = milet™ ™) @ i ilel™). (29) Lo e

log ()

(even) (odd)
wherep, ) (Jpg ) represents the ground state of TFI 5 18 (color online) Log-log plot of correlation functia’(r)

effective theory for even (odd) decoupled chain. Hence, W&egrsus: for the Kitaev-rhombic Ising ladder at the QCP. The (green)

conclude that dotted line shows the best fitsf %%, which stateg = 0.5040.01.
9 3 The correlation length i§ « 400 for x = 150, which determines
(02) = ((r")rrr)” = |J. = JZIT, (30)  the reliable behavior for < ¢, i.e.log(r) < 5.99.

which leads to3 = 1/4 as confirmed numerically in the in-
set of Fid.T. A similar calculation gives the exponent of the
algebraic decay of correlation functions at the QCP,
the long-range order of the Ising limit toward an expondiytia
C(r)g.mge = (03 (D)oZ (i + 7)) ~ i’ n= l (31) degenerate ground state configurations called classiaal sp
: 2 liquid. According to the effective theory, the onset of Kita
toric code term perturb the model toward an ordered phase for

This is in agreement with the numerical computation of cor-
; P Ju/J. < 0.2 and finally theZ, spin-liquid state appears for

relation function of the Kitaev RI-ladder performed.At =
J¢ = 0.5 in Fig.[1I8, where the numerical exponentjis= Jo/Jz 2 0.2.
0.50 + 0.01. It should be noticed that both andrn expo-
nents are twice as the corresponding one of the TFI chain. It
means that the decoupled chains of the effective theory con-
tribute to the quantum critical properties of the origirzaidier.
In other words, although the effective TFI chains are decou- The authors would like to thanks S. Bhattacharjee, J. Kjall
pled they are not independent. Our calculations for all crit S. Moghimi-Araghi, O. Petrova, F. Pollmann and A. T. Reza-
ical points of AF/F Kitaev RI, LI and F RLI cases give the khani for fruitful discussions and comments. This work was
same exponents, namely = 1/4 andn = 1/2. The case supported in part by the Office of Vice-President for Redearc
of AF RLI needs more delicate considerations being close t®@f Sharif University of Technology. A. L. gratefully acknbw
a Kosterlitz-Thouless transition, which needs more extens €dges the Alexander von Humboldt Foundation for financial
numerical computations out of the scope of this article. support.

The extension of our approach to the two dimensional
case would lead to study the competition between the topo-
logical Z, spin-liquid state of the toric code with the sym- Appendix A: Numerical approach: iDMRG
metry broken or classical spin-liquid state of Ising intera
tions. If the Ising interactions exist either on the diagona To examine the properties of the model, we have made use
or horizontal-vertical direction of the two-dimensionaitice,  of the standard iDRMG technique that is based on an infi-
the QPT between topological ground state of toric code andite matrix product state (iMPS) representation for theugib
the ferro/antiferro-magnetic phase is given by the TFI nhodestaté345 |t is a well known fact that iIMPS is an efficient
on two-dimensional square lattice. However, in the case omethod to describe translationally invariant many bodtesta
both diagonal and horizontal-vertical Ising interactitmsef-  with an accuracy depending on the dimension of implemented
fective theory is NNN TFI on 2D square lattice. For the ferro- matrice$”:28
magnetic Ising interactions, it leads to a quantum phassitra  The translationally invariant ground state is characegtiz
tion at finite ratioJ, /.J.., while for the antiferromagnetic case by canonica® I andA matrices,
we expect an order-by-disorder transition/at= 0 followed
by a transition to the spin-liquid state dt/.J, ~ 0.2. The |T) = Z Tr[T5'A ... T*NA][s1 ... 5N), (A1)
frustration induced by the antiferromagnetic couplingdeirs 5
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For an iMPS state the fidelity is defined as the largest eigen-
value of the transfer matrix constructed as the product of tw

which satisfy the following (fixed point) relation, close couplings

DSASASTTSt = 1 A2 70 .
ZS: ’ (A2) Too sy = _(Tashs) - Torghp )y (AT)
S
where the sum is over different spin configurations disd The central charge is calculated according to the scaling
serve as the matrix coefficients for these configurations. relation between von-Neumann entropy and the correlation

_The spectrum (i.e. singular values in the Schmidt decompogngth. The correlation length is defined as the secondsarge
sition of the left and right bipartition of the Hilbert spgds eigenvalue4.) of the transfer matrist” 5253

simply the square root of and the entanglement entropy is
defined as,

Seoxglog(6), = (A9)
Se= - Aflog(AD). (A3)
7 The general scheme of the algorithm for our model is as
follows. First, we formulate the model to get a 1D model with
In the general case, to give an exact representation of anly NN interactions, we bundle every three particles on-a tr
state, iDMRG needs infinitely large matrices. Hopefullysth angle, as shown in the F[g. 1, into one unit-cell with dimensi
is not necessary, specially in the case of gapped systems, I8y For instance, according to the definition in[Eq.3 the Kitae
putting an upper bound on the cardinality of the matriges Hamiltonian is written in the following form
and truncating the spectrum, one can reach a good approxi-
mation, which has all the properties of the low energy statez/,. — — J, Z E(Z')Iﬂz(j)mf_JP Z $(i)*** 8 ().

This will give rise to the so-called, truncation error whicdn <ig> <ig>
be controlled by the dimension of matrices and is the cause of (A9)
the entropy scaling. Similar expressions would be used for the Ising terms. The

Since the ground state is known to be gapped for the ex€PU time of iDMRG algorithm is proportional to the square
treme coupling limit of our model, it can be represented by aof the spin dimensiong?. It is obvious that the calculation
finite IMPS, where the truncation error for the couplingg tha time needed to accomplish a simple iDMRG on the mentioned
are far from the critical point, is less than machine precisi lattice (withd = 8) is much larger than iDMRG performed
However, close to the critical point, when the ground state e on a lattice with spin dimension 2. This is the main reason
tanglement spectrum should show a long tail, the truncatiotthat we were unable to examine larger matrices for this model
errors become considerable and they do not vanish even whé&wor example, the necessary time for convergence was about
we increase the size of matrices. couple of weeks for a single run of matrix sixge= 128, and

After reaching the canonical, " with the desired accuracy, close to critical region. The convergence criterion was edfix
several properties of the ground state can be evaluated usioint relation between th& generated at the current step with
the iIMPS representation. It includes any local observakée | the A of the last step.
energy andr-#, entanglement spectrum and the correspond- We have also examined the iDMRG for one-dimensional
ing von-Neumann entropy, the application of symmetry operNNN TFI model and compared the results with the corre-
ators, and the ground state fideftyIn order to calculate the sponding one of the original ladder. The entanglement spec-
mentioned quantities the concept of transfer matrix shbeld trum and hence the entropy was the same within relative error
introduced, of 107°.

Taarpp = ) _(Laphp) (Lo Ap)”. (A4)
; o ? Appendix B: Symmetry

Expectation value of a local operator (defined on one specific p symmetry is defined as an operation, which leaves the
site), such ag), is obtained by using the following transfer model Hamiltonian invariant. These symmetries can form ei-

matrix, ther an ordinary group or a projective one. However, if the
~ N ground state of Hamiltonian does not respect the Hamiltonia
Toor s = Y _(Toshg) O™ (T Ap)*. (A5)  symmetries, one concludes the phase is a symmetry broken
5,8 one. At the same time, the remaining symmetry groups can

. R protect a phase due to their inequivalent projective repres
Expectation value of¥|O|¥) simply reducestdr(A®AT).  tations, also known as symmetry fractionalization. Theae t
For the fidelity calculations, iDMRG should calculate the properties can be used to assign a unique label to every pos-

canonical iMPS for two very close coupling&(, J."), sible phase of a system and to detect possible phase toansiti
B within this classificatiof.
Jo=J.-0/2, The ground state of the Kitaev ladder Hamiltonigt) is

Jr=J,+6/2 (AB) doubly degenerate and both ground states are invariant unde
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u(g")u(g), we conclude
the operations ot andZ (defined in Eq.4). The mutual sym-

metry operation’Y’ x Z defines @, x Z, symmetry, which
protects the Kitaev ladder ground states. In other words, pr
viding the symmetry is preserved, the Kitaev SPT phase can
not be adiabatically mapped to a fully product state.

u(g)u(g")I' = UyUy DU U,
u(g)u(g)l = Uy U, LU,
= UyUy = €0 Uy U, (B3)
To gain more insight on how th&, x Z, symmetry group  where the phase/*’ss’ is called “phase factor” (for simplicity
can serve to protect the degeneracy of the entanglement spege drop indices corresponding to summations). The prop-
trum, and how we can express them numerically we needrty of u?(g) = 1 results inU?(g) = e*s1. Using Eq[BB

to explore the properties of the symmetry group in terms ofandU/?(g) = ¢%s 1, one can easily show theit’ss' can only

iIMPS representation. To preserve fhe x Z, symmetry for
an iMPS state, the following relation should be satisfgd

=UN(9)asT3pU(9)prar (B1)

whereu(g) € G, G = {x1z= yeee _yevy S and g
represents the index of group elements. To obtajrfor all
elements of the grou@’, we construct the following transfer

matrix (T-‘J) for each element of grou@,

T s = D _(Lasha)u(g)™* (g hp)".

/

(B2)

s,8

The symmetry represented hyg) on all sites is respected,
if the largest eigenvalue df'Y becomes equal to 1. Using

Eq.[B1, one can show the corresponding eigenvector is simpl

30
U5

be +1. The signs introduce two different kind of orders, i.e.
SPT and trivial orders. Throughout the SPT (trivial) phase,
e®%s’ = —1(+1) and only upon quantum phase transition,
the sign can change. The two signs also represent two in-
equivalent projective representations/of x Z, symmetry.

One can exploit this property and define an order parameter
O (called phase factor order parameter), which can serve to
detect, by measuring the sign, which projective represienta
holds for a possible phase,

1
= — ’ T T
o XTr (UgUg UgUg,) . (B4)
When the iIMPS doesn't possess one of the symmetries in

the group, the phase factor order paramé®eis simply 0,
demonstrating symmetry broken phase.

The proposed.s x Z, symmetry group is not just the sym-
metry for the Kitaev Hamiltonian, but it commutes with the
Ising interactions as well. As a result the phase factorrorde
parameter®, can be a good quantity to observe the phase
ransition which Kkills the symmetry protected phase. When

e system is close to the Kitaev phase the phase factor order
parameter has a negative sign, which shows the system is in

Generally,U,, U,, may not always form a regular group 2 s_ymrr}etry prptected state, but_ for the ferromagnetic phase
but a projective one. To see this behavior we need to apply th@hile 37* is still respected:*** is no longer preserved and
symmetries in different order and make use of the facts thahe phase operator order parameter suddenly drops to zero, a

u(g)u(y’) = u(g')u(g) andu?(g) = 1. Usingu(g)u(g’) =

shown in Fig[®.
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