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Matter-free lattice gauge theories (LGTs) provide an ideal setting to understand confinement to
deconfinement transitions at finite temperatures, which is typically due to the spontaneous break-
down (at large temperatures) of the centre symmetry associated with the gauge group. Close to
the transition, the relevant degrees of freedom (Polyakov loop) transform under these centre sym-
metries, and the effective theory only depends on the Polyakov loop and its fluctuations. As shown
first by Svetitsky and Yaffe, and subsequently verified numerically, for the U(1) LGT in (2+1)-d the
transition is in the 2-d XY universality class, while for the Z2 LGT, it is in the 2-d Ising universality
class. We extend this classic scenario by adding higher charged matter fields, and show that the
notion of universality is generalized such that the critical exponents γ, ν can change continuously as
a coupling is varied, while their ratio is fixed to the 2-d Ising value. While such weak universality is
well-known for spin models, we demonstrate this for LGTs for the first time. Using an efficient clus-
ter algorithm, we show that the finite temperature phase transition of the U(1) quantum link LGT
in the spin S = 1

2
representation is in the 2-d XY universality class, as expected. On the addition

of Q = ±2e charges distributed thermally, we demonstrate the occurrence of weak universality.

Introduction.– Phases of matter at extreme physical
conditions of temperature, pressure, and density often
challenge our conventional notions and stimulate exten-
sive research, both experimentally and theoretically. Of
particular relevance are the physics of the early universe,
and the interior of neutron stars. Both scenarios are ex-
pected to have a microscopic description through quan-
tum chromodynamics (QCD), a field theory of quarks
and gluons [1–4]. As a quantum field theory (QFT), QCD
is a strongly interacting theory which confines colour-
charge carrying quarks and gluons into colour singlet
bound states, through the confinement phenomenon ren-
dering conventional perturbation techniques unsuitable.

Lattice gauge theories (LGT) are non-perturbative for-
mulation of QFTs, where Markov chain Monte Carlo
methods are used to compute expectation values of phys-
ical observables, and supply the most reliable insights
about the strong interaction physics [5]. The possibility
of a phase transition out of the confined phase at finite
temperatures was explored first using the computation-
ally simpler case of matter-free pure gauge theories. It is
universally accepted that pure SU(3) gauge theory has
a first order deconfinement phase transition [6, 7], while
the SU(2) gauge theory has a second order phase tran-
sition [8, 9]. For QCD with physical quark masses, there
is only a crossover from the hadronic phase to the decon-
fined quark gluon plasma phase [10, 11].

The finite temperature phase transition in pure gauge
theories can be described using an effective field the-
ory (EFT). Svetitsky and Yaffe (SY) [12] used the in-
sight that the confinement to deconfinement transition
in a pure gauge theory is due to the spontaneous break-
down of the global centre symmetry of the gauge group to
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Figure 1. (a) Sketch of the lattice, the dashed and clear pla-
quettes denote the A and B sublattice respectively. Q = ±2e
charges are shown as red and blue circles, respectively. Pla-
quettes can be non-flippable (shaded in green), especially
when it has a charge ±2e at a corner, or flippable in the
clockwise (red) or anti-clockwise (blue) sense. (b) The differ-
ent Gauss law realizations which contribute with equal weight,
the first six have Q = 0, while the last two have Q = ±2e at
the vertex.

show the relevant degrees of freedom in the EFT are the
Polyakov loop (order parameter), and its fluctuations.
Integrating out all other degrees of freedom in the origi-
nal gauge theory in (d+ 1)-dimensions, they argued that
the EFT corresponds to a d-dimensional scalar field the-
ory or spin system. The confinement in the original gauge
theory ensures that the effective couplings in the spin sys-
tem are all short ranged. Using universality, they argued
that if the effective spin model has a second order transi-
tion, then the original gauge theory should also have it.
This SY scenario has been verified in different numerical
simulations [13–18], and is widely regarded as a success
of universality.
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Figure 2. The T − λ phase diagram: at T = 0 there are two
confined phases (C1 and C2) separated by a weak first order
phase transition. Beyond the Rokshar-Kivelson point, λ = 1,
the staggered phase is encountered. At high T, there is a pure
U(1) liquid, or a Z2 liquid where Q = ±2 charges exist. In
this paper, we study the finite temperature phase diagram.
The dashed lines indicate a possible behaviour of the phase
boundaries.

In this Letter, we report an extension of the SY ap-
proach of understanding the finite temperature phase
transition of a (2+1)-d U(1) lattice gauge theory in the
presence of higher charges ±2e (where e denotes the fun-
damental unit of charge, which we set to 1 henceforth).
As we will demonstrate using a specific example of a
quantum link model (QLM), the presence of the even
charges keeps intact only a global Z2 subgroup of the full
U(1) centre symmetry. Consequently, the SY prediction
of a Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless (BKT) for the de-
confinement transition of the pure U(1) LGT gets modi-
fied. Instead, a weak universality phenomenon arises [19],
characterized by large values of critical exponents like
γ, ν, β, while others like η, δ defined directly at the criti-
cal point, as well as the ratios of the critical exponents are
fixed to the 2-d Z2 Ising model. Weak universality has
been observed in a variety of systems [20–28], however;
we demonstrate this at the finite-temperature deconfine-
ment transition of a LGT for the first time. We perform
extensive finite size scaling (FSS) studies on lattices upto
(512a)2 (a denotes the lattice spacing) with very small
Trotter steps ε/J ∼ 0.05 (J denotes a microscopic cou-
pling) to demonstrate the BKT as well as the weak uni-
versality scenario at the deconfinement transition in the
absence and presence of the ±2 charges, respectively.
Model, Simulations, and Phase Diagram.– The quan-

tum link gauge theories we consider use quantum spin
S = 1

2 as degrees of freedom on the bonds (x, µ̂) be-
tween the sites of a square lattice. The electric flux oper-
ator, Ex,µ̂ = S3

x,µ̂, takes two values ± 1
2 while the gauge

fields are the raising (lowering) operators of electric flux:

U
(†)
x,µ̂ = S

+(−)
x,µ̂ . The Hamiltonian operator is the sum of

elementary plaquette terms

H = −J
∑
�

[
(U� + U†�)− λ(U� + U†�)2

]
(1)

where U� = Ux,µ̂Ux+µ̂,ν̂U
†
x+ν̂,µ̂U

†
x,ν̂ . We set the lat-

tice spacing of the square lattice (a) as well as J to 1
henceforth. Figure 1 (a) shows the set-up of the lat-
tice. The electric fluxes are shown as directed arrows.
We note that U�(U†�) reverses the orientation of the
electric flux around the plaquette (clockwise to anti-
clockwise and vice-versa), while all non-flippable plaque-
ttes are annihilated. The λ term is akin to a poten-
tial energy, counting the total number of flippable pla-
quettes (both clockwise and anticlockwise). The local
U(1) symmetry is generated by the Gauss Law operator
Gx =

∑
µ̂(Ex,µ̂ − Ex−µ̂,µ̂), and thus divides the Fock

space into (exponentially) large number of superselec-
tion sectors. The physical states in the vacuum sector
satisfy Gx |ψ〉 = 0 (six allowed states for each vertex of
the square lattice) for all sites x. Additionally, the pres-
ence of Q = ±2, extends the Gauss Law to also include
Gx |φ〉 = ±2 |φ〉. Imposing periodic boundary conditions,
only states which have zero total charge are allowed. Fig-
ure 1 (b) shows all the allowed configurations (six with
Qx = 0, one each with Qx = 2 and Qx = −2) in our
model, all allowed with equal weights. A detailed discus-
sion about the symmetries is given in the Supp. Mat. At
finite temperature T = 1/β, the equilibrium properties
can be obtained from the partition function Z:

Z = Tr

[
e−βH

∏
x

{6δ(Gx) + δ(Gx − 2) + δ(Gx + 2)}1

8

]
,

(2)
along with the charge neutrality constraint,

∑
xQx = 0.

While the charges Q = ±2 do not have a kinetic energy
term in the Hamiltonian, they are generated thermally,
and move around the lattice due to thermal fluctuations.
The Q = ±2 charges can be regarded as an example
of annealed disorder [29] where these “impurities” are in
thermal equilibrium with the rest of the system according
to Equation (2). As one would naively expect from a
confining theory, at T = 0, the charges are high energy
states, and thus do not appear. However, close to the
deconfinement phase transition (when T ∼ λJ ∼ M ,
where M is the rest mass of the charges), the charges
are thermally generated, and therefore affect the critical
properties of the system as we demonstrate later. In the
Supp. Mat., we show how the presence ofQ = ±2 charges
gives rise to an effective Z2 Gauss’ Law for the theory.

In Figure 2, we sketch a finite temperature phase di-
agram of the model with and without the charges. The
phase transition in λ (at T = 0) revealed two distinct
crystalline confined phases (C1 and C2) separated by a
weak first order phase transition at λc ∼ −0.36 [30, 31].
The phases can be understood via a two-component mag-
netization (measured respectively on sublattice A and
B, see Figure 1 (a)). In phase C1, both sublattices or-
der (spontaneously breaking the lattice translation and
charge conjugation), while for phase C2 only one of the
sublattices order (breaking lattice translations). On rais-
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Figure 3. The Binder cumulant, Q1, for the U(1) QLM with-
out (left) and with (right) the charges Q = ±2. The for-
mer displays an 2-d XY scenario (critical high-T and gapped
low-T phase), while the latter exhibits a 2-d Ising scenario
(gapped high-T and low-T) phases as one would expect from
the SY analysis. We demonstrate weak universality for the
latter case.

ing the temperature, one expects the symmetry breakings
to disappear accompanied by a spontaneous breaking of
the global U(1)2 symmetry, and SY analysis suggests a
BKT phase transition. With the charges Q = ±2 in
the ensemble, the quantum phase transition remains un-
changed, while the thermal transition is modified. Due
to the charges, the U(1)2 centre symmetry is reduced to
the Z2

2 global center symmetry that breaks as the tem-
perature is raised, leading one to naively expect a sec-
ond order phase transition with 2-d Z2 critical exponents.
However, the thermal transition now displays properties
associated with weak universality.

We study the model using a cluster quantum Monte
Carlo (QMC) algorithm, which can efficiently update the
(Kramers-Wannier) dualized version of the model [32] on
a lattice with L (LT ) number of points in the spatial
(temporal) direction. The algorithm builds clusters on
the height variables hA,B , placed at the centre of either
the A or the B sublattices (see Figure 1), which are then
flipped. A comparison of the QMC results, both in the
absence and presence of Q = ±2 charges, with exact di-
agonalization (ED) results on small lattices is shown in
Supp. Mat. The sublattice magnetizations are defined
using the height variables as MX = 1

LT

∑
x̃ η

X
x̃ h

X
x̃ , where

X = A,B and x̃ denote the dual sites (centres of the
plaquettes of the original space-time lattice). The phase
factors ηXx̃ are necessary to capture the ordering of the
height variables corresponding to the flippability of the
plaquettes. In the Supp. Mat., we show that (MA,MB)
serve as order parameters for the deconfinement transi-
tion. For finite size scaling (FSS) studies, we use total
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Figure 4. (Top) The critical temperature βc of the theory
with charges is estimated by the crossing of χtot for different
L. (Inset) Estimates of βc using Q1 and Q2a yield consistent
results. (Bottom) Plot of χconn vs β for various L shows a
peak, whose scaling with L (inset) is used to extract γ/ν.
The vertical line denotes βc.

and connected susceptibilities:

χtot =
1

V
〈M2〉 , χconn =

β

V

∑
X

(〈M2
X〉 − 〈|MX |〉2), (3)

where M2 =
∑
X=A,B(M2

X), V = L2, and β = εLT .
Three different Binder cumulants were also used to esti-
mate the critical exponents:

Q1 =
1

2

∑
X

〈|MX |〉2
〈M2

X〉
; Q2a = 2− 〈M

4〉
〈M2〉2

;

Q2b =
3

2
− 1

4

∑
X

〈M4
X〉

〈M2
X〉

2 .

(4)

Finite temperature transition and FSS.– The FSS hy-
pothesis for the order parameter predicts that the Binder
cumulants are universal at the critical point [33–35]. We
use this feature to show that the theory with and without
the charges have different thermal behaviour. In the left
panel of Figure 3 (the pure U(1) theory), the Binder Q1

curves for different lattice sizes L collapse on each other
at high-T, while they differ in the low-T phase. This
is the expected behaviour for an XY-universality, where
a critical phase goes into a massive phase through the
BKT transition. The right panel shows Q1 for the U(1)
theory with charges Q = ±2 for different L, which cross
each other at βc ≈ 0.815, the probable location of a sec-
ond order phase transition. We will postpone a detailed
study of the BKT phase transition in a future publica-
tion, since it establishes the conventional wisdom, and
concentrate here solely on the second order transition.
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LT βc η ν(Q1) ν(Q2a) ν(Q2b)

λ = −1.0

24 0.814279(14) 0.2472(9) 1.35(2) 1.38(1) 1.38(2)

16 0.813783(15) 0.2479(9) 1.32(4) 1.34(2) 1.34(4)

8 0.811129(14) 0.2489(8) 1.33(3) 1.31(2) 1.34(3)

4 0.801059(12) 0.2509(8) 1.29(1) 1.31(1) 1.29(2)

2 0.767685(10) 0.2497(7) 1.19(1) 1.20(1) 1.20(1)

λ = −0.9

24 0.885292(17) 0.2550 (18) 1.45(3) 1.47(4) 1.45(3)

λ = −0.8

24 0.968196(26) 0.2511 (10) 1.64(9) 1.68(4) 1.64(8)

Table I. Estimates of βc, η, and ν in the thermodynamic limit
for different values of LT and λ.

We extract the critical temperature Tc = 1/βc from
crossing points of the curves of three different observ-
ables (χtotL

−γ/ν , Q1, and Q2a). Figure 4 (top panel)
shows χtotL

−γ/ν vs β for L = 64, · · · , 512 and LT = 24.
In this analysis, we fixed γ/ν = 7/4, the value for 2-d,
Z2 universality class. We will derive this independently
later, and fitting for the ratio γ/ν only increases the un-
certainties without any gain. Moreover, we need very
precise estimates of βc to compute ν. Using a second
order polynomial interpolation to extract the crossing
points of lattices (L, 2L), we observe a surprisingly flat
behaviour for estimates of βc(L) from χtot as a function
of 1/L, as shown in the inset. Estimates of βc were also
extracted from the crossing points of Q1 and Q2a curves.
As shown in the inset, those estimates have larger fi-
nite size corrections, but yield the same βc for L > 100.
Therefore, we quote the value of βc(L → ∞, LT = 24)
by fitting a constant to the βc estimates from χtot, and
report it in Table I for different LT values and three dif-
ferent λ = −1.0,−0.9,−0.8 values.

We turn to the estimate of the critical exponents. The
scaling of the peak of χconn, χconn,max(L) = bLγ/ν =
bL2−η can be reliably used to extract η (and thus also
γ/ν). This quantity is shown (in a semi log scale) in
Figure 4 (bottom panel) vs β, with the vertical line indi-
cating βc in the thermodynamic limit. The inset shows a
power law fit to the 1/L dependence of χconn, from which
η is extracted, and reported for all our lattices and λ val-
ues in Table I. The systematic and the statistical errors
are very well controlled in our data and analysis proce-
dure, and yields estimates of η for different LT and λ,
consistent with the 2d Z2 universality class. The largest
deviation is only at the 3σ level for LT = 24 and λ = −1,
while most values are consistent with η = 1

4 within 1σ.
Moreover, this is also consistent with weak universality,
where deviation from the critical exponent ratios is not
observed.

Weak universality.– The next step to substantiate
our claim involves the accurate computation of ν in-

dependently, for which we use all three Binder ratios.
We employ the well-known result [35, 36] that for a
dimensionless phenomenological coupling R(β, L), the

slope at βc directly yields the exponent ν, ∂R(L)
∂β

∣∣∣
βc

=

aL1/ν(1 + bL−ω). For large lattices (or for large ω), plot-
ting the derivative (at βc) vs L in a log-log scale enables
us to compute 1/ν from the slope. The crucial require-
ment here is the very precise estimate of βc, which we
have already described. Performing this analysis using
all three Binder ratios gives us consistent estimates of
ν. The particular analysis for Q2a for LT = 24 and
three different λ = −1.0,−0.9,−0.8 is shown in Figure 5.
To obtain the derivatives, we first fit the Binder ratios
around βc to second order polynomials, and then take
the derivative analytically with respect to β. Note that
since the Binder ratios are all O(1) numbers, and have
a smooth behaviour around βc, the polynomial fit is free
of any systematic errors. Statistical errors are computed
using bootstrapping samples from the entire data set.
While the data is sufficiently accurate to extract reliable
estimates of ν, we are unable to estimate any reliable
estimate of ω, the leading correction to the scaling ex-
ponent. However, it is clear from the figure that the
slopes of the curve (horizontally and vertically displaced
for better visibility) are significantly different from the
2d Z2 universality class value of ν = 1. Instead, we wit-
ness significantly large values of ν as extracted from the
coupling Q2a: 1.38(1) for λ = −1.0, 1.47(4) for λ = −0.9,
and 1.68(4) for λ = −0.9. These values are collected in
Table I, along with the corresponding estimates from the
Q1 and Q2b. We note that all three estimates of ν at a
fixed λ agree with each other, and increase monotonically
with λ. In particular, the inset of Figure 5 displays this
variation clearly. Not only are these values of ν anoma-
lously large, but they also vary smoothly with the mi-
croscopic coupling. Both these features are hallmarks of
weak universality.

An intriguing question is the reason for the occur-
rence of weak universality. According to the theory of
renormalization group, a marginal operator [29, 37, 38]
is needed to generate a line of fixed points with contin-
uously varying critical exponents. While we cannot yet
offer an explicit realization of such an operator, we note
that it would likely depend on the Q = ±2 charges. In
Supp. Mat., we show the behavior of 〈Q2〉 (normalized
with the volume) as a function of β at λ = −1,−0.9,−0.8.
A small yet non-zero (〈Q2〉 ≈ 0.03 where 〈Q2〉max = 1 as
T → ∞) critical density of charges in the vicinity of βc
suggests that charged operators play a non-trivial role in
deciding the critical properties.

Conclusions and outlook.– In this article, we demon-
strated that the presence of charges can completely alter
the thermal phase transition in a pure gauge theory, us-
ing the example of a (2+1)-d U(1) QLM, by plotting the
Binder cumulant across the phase transition (Figure 3).
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Using χtot(L), and the Binder ratios, we located βc very
accurately, and then used the scaling of χconn,max(L) to
compute η, which is compatible with the 2-d Z2 value,
as expected from universality arguments. Finally, using
three Binder ratios, we demonstrate that the individual
exponents ν (and γ) have anomalously large values com-
pared to the 2-d Z2 value, and furthermore vary smoothly
as a function of the microscopic coupling λ. These three
pieces of evidence conclusively show that weak universal-
ity is relevant for this thermal transition instead of the
usual universality scenario.

Our results open some very intriguing directions for
further research. A close examination of the charge and
the electric flux distribution at βc could help to provide
a better understanding of a possible marginal operator
that leads to weak universality. It is also interesting to
follow the thermal transition to more negative values of
λ to explore whether it reaches the 2d Z2 limit. Fi-
nally, exploring the phase diagram where three phases
(C1, C2, and KT/Z2 liquid) meet is an exciting project
for the future. The prospect that this model could be
realized in quantum simulator set-ups in the recent fu-
ture makes these results potentially interesting [39, 40].
Whether such weak universality also happens for other
gauge theories is an open question to be explored by the
community.
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Supplementary Material

Symmetries with and without static ±2 charges

In this section, we discuss the various symmetries of
the model with and without the ±2 charges. Let us
first discuss the case without the charges, where one
has the usual lattice symmetries of translations by one
lattice spacing, the various reflection and rotation sym-
metries which form the point group symmetries. The
charge conjugation is a global internal Z2 symmetry,
which transforms as: U → U†, U† → U,E → −E. Ad-
ditionally, there is the global symmetry associated with
the large gauge transformations, generated by the oper-
ator Wi = 1

Li

∑
xEx,i and classifies the physical states

in winding sectors taking values in Z for even L. Finally,
the gauge symmetry, corresponding to the choice of the
Gauss Law allows only the six allowed states with zero
charge at a vertex.

We note that the QLM with spin S = 1
2 has a dif-

ferent ground state phase diagram from the Wilsonian
LGT. The latter uses quantum rotors as degrees of free-
dom, and thus the electric flux are quantized in inte-
ger units, whereas in our case the electric flux is always
± 1

2 . The QLM ground state diagram has three distinct
phases: two different confined phases (C1 and C2), and
the staggered phase. For large negative λ, where phase
C1 is stabilized, the ground state has the maximal num-
ber of flippable plaquettes (see Figure 6 (left)). This
phase spontaneously breaks lattice translation symme-
try by one lattice spacing, as well as charge conjugation
symmetry. As λ is reduced, the J term governing the
flips dominate, and the system goes into a new phase
(C2) where one of the two sublattices (for example, the
shaded one) is in a coherent superposition of clockwise
and anticlockwise flippable plaquettes, often called a res-
onating valence bond (RVB) solid. C2 has an unbroken
charge conjugation symmetry, but a still broken lattice
translation symmetry. In terms of magnetization opera-
tors (introduced in the Main text), in the phase C1 both
sublattices are ordered, while C2 has ordering of one of
the two sublattices.

When the ±2 charges are included in the thermal en-
semble (by appropriately modifying the Gauss Law), sev-
eral of the previous global symmetries do not remain
good quantum numbers any more. Since the distribution
of charges in the volume is governed thermally, lattice
translation, rotation and reflections are not good sym-
metries. Charge conjugation is explicitly broken in the
presence of charges. The total number of allowed states
at a vertex is now 8, out of the 16 possible states in to-
tal. The other 8 states correspond to the presence of a
±1 charge, and are realized in the quantum dimer model,
but not in our model. With 8 vertex states allowed by
the Gauss Law, this is an effective Z2 gauge constraint on
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Figure 6. (Left): Reference configuration for a L = 4 lattice.
Such a configuration has the maximum number of flippable
plaquettes, which is signalled by large values of both MA,MB .
Both the flux (on the links) and the height variables (in the
dual lattices) are shown. (Right) The phase factors ηXx̃ for
the A and B sublattices which need to be multiplied with the
height variables hX to obtain the magnetization.

the Hamiltonian in Equation (1). It can also be viewed
as a quantum eight-vertex model. A more mathemati-
cal argument is provided below to make the effective Z2

nature of the Gauss Law explicit. The winding numbers
now take values in Z/2 for even L.

Since the Gauss law for the pure gauge theory annihi-
lates the physical states |ψ〉, it follows that the action of
an arbitrary gauge transformation on the physical states
keeps them unchanged:

V |ψ〉 =
∏
x

exp(iθxGx) |ψ〉

=
∏
x

[
1 + iθxGx −

θ2
xG

2
x

2
+ · · ·

]
|ψ〉 = |ψ〉 .

(5)

The U(1) nature of the gauge symmetry is because θx ∈
(0, 2π] is an angle. When we allow Qx = 0,±2 in our the-
ory, then we have two classes of states, |Ψ〉 = {|ψ〉 , |φ〉},
which satisfy, Gx |ψ〉 = 0 and Gx |φ〉 = ±2 |φ〉. Under
the same gauge transformation as before, we now have

V |Ψ〉 =
∏
x

exp(iθxGx) |Ψ〉

=
∏
x

[
1 + iθxGx −

θ2
xG

2
x

2
+ · · ·

]
|Ψ〉

(6)

For the states |ψ〉 it is clearly satisfied, but for the states
|φ〉, the states are only unchanged when θx = 0, π. Thus
only a Z2 subgroup of the original U(1) survives when
we demand gauge invariance for the states having ±2
charges in addition to the zero charged ones. (Note that
the total charge is still zero, we are only referring to the
local charges).
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Figure 7. The layout of the height variables and the cluster
rules. (a) m1,m2,m3,m4 lie on a timeslice t, m5 is on times-
lice t− 1, and m6 on timeslice t+ 1. (b) and (c) Out-of-plane
breakups: when there is a reference configuration, one can
connect m5 and m6 with a certain probability only if they
are the same (A-breakup). The B-breakup corresponds to
the case when m5 6= m6 and they cannot be connected. (d)
and (e) In-plane breakups: If m5 6= m6, m1,m2,m3,m4 are
in a reference configuration and must be connected, while for
m5 = m6 the connection of m1,m2,m3,m4 is done with only
a certain probablity.

Dualization, quantum Monte Carlo algorithm, and
order parameters

Construction of efficient quantum Monte Carlo algo-
rithms for (lattice) gauge theories is a particularly diffi-
cult challenge due to the constraints that need to be satis-
fied. Stochastic local updates typically get rejected when
they cannot satisfy the constraints, while global updates
satisfying detailed balance are non-trivial to construct.
Our model, being a lattice gauge theory is no excep-
tion. However, recently it has become possible to exploit
dualization techniques in order to rewrite the problem
in terms of different variables which partially solve the
gauge constraints. The U(1) theory in (2 + 1)−d can
be dualized into a (2 + 1)−d quantum height model, for
which efficient cluster algorithms can be constructed. In
particular, rewriting the gauge theory in terms of the
height variables completely eliminates the odd charges
Qx = ±1 from the theory written in terms of the height
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Figure 8. (top) A sample configuration on the L = 8 lattice
with the largest magnetization for both MA and MB , which
corresponds to all flippable plaquettes. Both the flux and
the height configurations are shown. For this configuration,
MA = −16 and MB = 16. (bottom) A different configuration
for the L = 8 lattice with winding numbers Wx = Wy = 2,
showing both the height and the flux configurations, for which
MA = MB = 0. The links carrying the winding strings, both
in the horizontal and vertical directions, are shown in bold.

variables. The resulting theory only allows Qx = 0,±2,
which explains the algorithmic ease of incorporating the
±2 charges. However, as was done in [30], it is easy
to impose a further constraint in the cluster algorithm
to project out the ±2 charges while studying the pure
gauge theory. We provide an outline of the procedure
below, for further details please see [32].

Equation (1) and Equation (2) display the Hamilto-
nian and the partition function of our model, respec-
tively. To proceed further, we construct the transfer ma-
trix T = e−εH , by discretizing the temporal direction
into LT time slices (β = εLT ). Moreover, noting that
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each link participates in two plaquette interactions, it is
natural to divide the lattice into even (A) and odd (B)
sublattices, which is the well-known Trotter decomposi-
tion. All the plaquettes in sublattice A (or sublattice
B) can be considered to be interacting simultaneously.
Figure 6 shows the division into two sublattices A and
B (shaded and unshaded) respectively. The Hamiltonian
and partition function can now be written as,

H = HA +HB and Z = Tr
[
TLTA TLTB PG

]
(7)

where TA(B) = exp[−εHA(B)] and we have neglected
O(ε2) terms. PG is the projection operator enforcing the
Gauss law: PG =

∏
x{6δ(Gx) + δ(Gx − 2) + δ(Gx + 2)} 1

8
when we need to include the charge ±2, or PG =∏
x δ(Gx), for the case without the charges. We can read

off the weights for the various configurations from the
single plaquette transfer matrix operator:

T� = 1 + (U� + U†�)e−ελJsinh(εJ)

+ (U� + U†�)2[e−ελJcosh(εJ)− 1]
(8)

The non flippable plaquettes (fourteen of them) have
unit weights. The two flippable plaquettes give diagonal
contribution of e−ελJcosh(εJ). A configuration where a
plaquette is flipped has a weight e−ελJsinh(εJ) (the off-
diagonal elements).

On dualization, the model is reformulated in terms of
quantum height variables, which live in the centres of
the plaquettes (the dual lattice sites). Thus, if a site is
labelled as x = (x1, x2), the dual sites (where the dual
heights are located) are at x̃ = (x1+ 1

2 , x2+ 1
2 ). Moreover,

the height variables on different sublattices are distinct:
hA
x̃ = 0, 1 for even (A) sublattice and hB

x̃ = ± 1
2 for odd

(B) sublattice. The divergence of the height variables are
the electric flux variables,

Ex,̂i =
[
hXx̃ − hX

′

x̃+ĩ−1̃−2̃

]
mod2 = ±1

2
; X,X′ ∈ {A,B}

(9)
An example of the flux to height mapping is shown in Fig-
ure 6 (left). We note that the above relation remains un-
changed when both the height variables are flipped, and
thus there are two distinct height configurations which
map to a single flux configuration. Moreover, it is easy
to check by constructing the height variables in the pres-
ence of charges Qx = ±1 that the height assignment does
not work out, while Qx = ±2 does not present a problem.
In other words, the dualization using the height variables
projects out the Qx = ±1.

The cluster algorithm works by building clusters in a
single sublattice at a time. Bonds between the variables
in a sublattice (say A) are put depending on the value of
the height variables in the other sublattice (therefore B),
which we now discuss. In Figure 7 (a), the general layout
of height variables across time slices is shown: m1,m2,m3

and m4 lie in time slice t, m5 lies in time slice t− 1 and

m6 lies in time slice t+1. We shall consider two different
breakups, the out-of-plane breakups (whether to bond
m5 and m6) and in-plane breakups (whether to bond
m1, m2, m3 and m4). If we can bond heights, we call it
a A-breakup; otherwise it is a B-breakup.

• Out-of-plane breakups:

– If (m1,m2,m3,m4) are not in reference con-
figuration, m5 must be equal to m6, and we
must bond (m5,m6) to forbid disallowed con-
figurations.

– If (m1,m2,m3,m4) are in reference con-
figuration, either m5 6= m6 (weight is
e−ελJ sinh(εJ)) or m5 = m6 (weight is
e−ελJ cosh(εJ)). If m5 6= m6, have case B
(see Figure 7 (c)). If m5 = m6, both A and
B can happen (see Figure 7(b)). To satisfy
detailed balance, we have, PB = B/(A+B) =

tanh(εJ) and PA = 1− PB = e−εJ

cosh(εJ) .

• In-plane breakups:

– If m5 6= m6, (m1,m2,m3,m4) are in a ref-
erence configuration and we must bind them
together to avoid disallowed configuration.

– If m5 = m6, either (m1,m2,m3,m4)
are in reference configuration (with weight
e−ελJ cosh(εJ)) or they are not (weight is 1).
If (m1,m2,m3,m4) form a reference configu-
ration, both A and B can be applied, else,
we are in case B (see Figure 7). Solving
the detailed balance equation we get, PB =

B/(A+B) = eελJ

cosh(εJ) and PA = 1− eελJ

cosh(εJ) .

The cluster building process proceeds as is usual in a spin
model. It is possible to consider the single cluster Wolff
algorithm, or the multi-cluster Swendsen-Wang variant.
For our case, we have implemented both the algorithm
and checked that the answers match.

Another important point is the construction of or-
der parameters, MA and MB , which are constructed as
MX = 1

LT

∑
x̃ η

X
x̃ h

X
x̃ , where X = A,B and x̃ denote the

dual sites (centres of the plaquettes of the original space-
time lattice). The phases ηX , which need to be multiplied
with the height variables hX to get the magnetization,
are displayed in Figure 6 (right) for L = 4, but for any
other lattice (with a multiple of 4), they can be easily
tiled. We note that this order parameter is sensitive to
the different confined phases: C1 and C2. While C1 has
ordering on both sublattices (and hence have maximum
values of both MA and MB), C2 has order on only one
sublattice (so either MA or MB is maximum and the
other is zero). An example of the C1 phase is shown for
the L = 8 in Figure 8 (top) with both the height and the
flux configurations, for which one has MA = −16 and
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MB = 16. Interestingly, these order parameters also sig-
nal deconfinement by both going to zero simultaneously,
when the lattice volume has many (extensive) winding
strings. An example of a state with winding strings is
shown in Figure 8 (bottom), for which MA = MB = 0.

Methods: Exact diagonalization and cluster QMC

For our model in two spatial dimensions (LX , LY ) and
spin- 1

2 degrees of freedom per link, there are 22LXLY pos-
sible configurations, while working in the electric flux ba-
sis. Imposing the Gauss law constraint (which is easy in
the flux basis) greatly reduces the number of allowed ba-
sis states in the Hilbert space. For example, a (4,4) lat-
tice with only zero-charges has 2970 basis states, while
the same lattice allowing for additional ±2-charges has
131072 basis states.

A pragmatic way to proceed is to divide the Hilbert
space into various winding number sectors (Wx,Wy).
Since these sectors do not mix up among themselves,
we can independently work in each individual sector,
thus effectively reducing the Hilbert space dimension.
In the presence of only Q = 0 the individual wind-
ing numbers along x or y direction are all the same
irrespective of where they are summed. Now, if we
allow Q = ±2 along with Q = 0, the individual
winding numbers along any direction can, in princi-
ple, be different; so we should label these sectors as
({Wx,1,Wx,2, ...,Wx,LY }, {Wy,1,Wy,2, ...,Wy,LX}). In-
terestingly, all the winding numbers along a direction,
are either all even or all odd. Thus, there are four sec-
tors: (even, even), (even, odd), (odd, even) and (odd,
odd). For a (4,4) lattice, the winding numbers can take
values 0, ±1 and ±2. So there are 34 × 34 sub-sectors
within (even, even) sector, 34 × 24 sub-sectors within
(even, odd) or (odd, even) sector and 24× 24 sub-sectors
within (odd, odd) sector. Thus, the Hilbert space in a
given winding sector is further divided into many small
sub-sectors which do not mix among themselves, facilitat-
ing ED significantly. For a (4,4) lattice, in the presence
of only zero charges we need to diagonalize the largest
sector (0,0) which has 990 basis states, whereas, in the
addition of ±2 charges we need to diagonalize the largest
sector ({0, 0, 0, 0}, {0, 0, 0, 0}) with 3464 basis states.

Our QMC cluster algorithm can simulate different
winding number sectors, but the height representation
constrains the winding sectors that can be simulated at
a time. For example, using periodic boundary conditions,
only even winding sectors can be simulated, while for odd
winding sectors one would need anti-periodic boundary
conditions. While this is irrelevant for infinite volume in
the spatial directions, it is important in the shorter tem-
poral directions to have periodic boundary conditions on
the height variables. Periodic boundary conditions on
the flux variables translate to both periodic and anti-
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Figure 9. Comparison of ED and QMC.

periodic boundary conditions on the height variables in
time. However, the latter gives rise to an interface, which
would become energetically unfavourable when one ap-
proaches the thermodynamic limit. Thus, it is completely
natural to use the QMC on the height variables and re-
strict oneself to the even winding sectors.

In Figure 9 we have plotted specific heat, Cv =
β2(〈E2〉 − 〈E〉2) versus β, obtained using QMC and ED
for both absence and presence of Q = ±2. Here 〈E〉 =

−∂lnZ
∂β = − 1

LT
∂lnZ
∂ε is average energy and 〈E2〉 = 1

Z
∂2Z
∂β2 =

1
ZL2

T

∂2Z
∂ε2 is the average of energy squared, where the par-

tition function is Z =
∑

config.

∏
�W�(εJ, ελ). W� is

the weight associated with a certain 6-height-variables
interaction. W� can take values W 1

� = e−εJλ sinh(εJ)
for a flipped plaquette, W 2

� = e−εJλ cosh(εJ) for an
unchanged flippable plaquette and W 3

� = 1 otherwise.

After simplification, 〈E〉 = − 1
LT
〈∑�

∂lnW�
∂ε 〉 and 〈E2〉

reads as 1
L2
T

(
〈∑�

∂2lnW�
∂ε2 〉+ 〈∑�(∂lnW�

∂ε )2〉
)

. To com-

pute 〈E〉 and 〈E2〉 using QMC, we need to go through all
6-height-variables interactions and check the correspond-
ing weights associated with them and add the appropri-
ate factors in accordance with the simplified forms of 〈E〉
and 〈E2〉.

We note the nice agreement of results between QMC
and ED in Figure 9, which indicates the efficiency of the
cluster algorithm we have used.

Variation of local charge density with temperature

While the U(1) QLM has 〈Q2〉 = 0 (normalized with
the spatial volume) at all T and λ by definition, this is not
the case for the LGT defined by the partition function in
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Figure 10. The 〈Q2〉 operator for different values of λ for a
range of β on our finest lattice, LT = 24. The vertical dotted
line shows the location of critical temperature for the different
λ values.

Equation (2). For example, it is easy to see that 〈Q2〉 →
1 as T → ∞ from Equation (2). On the other hand,
the mass gap of Q = ±2 charges scale as O(|λ|) from
Equation (1) for negative values of λ which implies that
〈Q2〉 ∼ exp(−a|λ|/T ), where a is an O(1) number, as
T → 0.

In Fig. 10, we show the variation of 〈Q2〉 as a func-
tion of β from the QMC data for the U(1) QLM with
Q = ±2 (Equation (2)) for λ = −1.0,−0.9,−0.8 respec-
tively using LT = 24. At low T and also in the neighbor-
hood of Tc = 1/βc, 〈Q2〉 follows an activated behavior
of exp(−a|λ|/T ) for all the three values of λ. Interest-
ingly, even though 〈Q2〉 ≈ 0.03 in the vicinity of βc and
thus the Q = ±2 charges can be considered to be dilute
at the deconfinement transition, this thermal population
is sufficient to completely change the critical behavior
compared to the case where 〈Q2〉 is strictly zero. We
thus conjecture that these charged degrees of freedom
(Q = ±2) generate a marginal operator and hence, weak
universality in this LGT.
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