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Two-dimensional coherent terahertz spectroscopy (2DCS) emerges as a valuable tool to probe the
nature, couplings, and lifetimes of excitations in quantum materials. It thus promises to identify
unique signatures of spin liquid states in quantum magnets by directly probing properties of their
exotic fractionalized excitations. Here, we calculate the second-order 2DCS of the Kitaev honeycomb
model and demonstrate that distinct spin liquid fingerprints appear already in this lowest-order

nonlinear response χ
(2)
yzx(ω1, ω2) when using crossed light polarizations. We further relate the off-

diagonal 2DCS peaks to the localized nature of the matter Majorana excitations trapped by Z2 flux
excitations and show that 2DCS thus directly probes the inverse participation ratio of Majorana
wavefunctions. By providing experimentally observable features of spin liquid states in the 2D
spectrum, our work can guide future 2DCS experiments on Kitaev magnets.

Introduction.– Spectroscopic techniques are among the
most powerful interrogation methods of quantum materi-
als by directly measuring electronic Green’s functions [1–
5]. While much insight can be gained in linear response,
nonlinear response functions often provide a wealth of
additional information that is inaccessible in the lin-
ear regime. Examples include nonlinear conductivities
that probe the Berry phase and quantum geometry of
the electronic wavefunction in solids [6–9] and second-
harmonic generation that is extremely sensitive to a sys-
tem’s symmetry [10–12]. Another striking example is
two-dimensional coherent spectroscopy (2DCS), which
exposes the system to a sequence of coherent light pulses
in order to measure a higher-order retarded Green’s func-
tion [5, 13, 14]. It provides a detailed two-dimensional
excitation map of two frequencies that can be used to
extract the nature, couplings and lifetimes of elementary
excitations. This technique has long been used in the
radio and optical frequency range and has only recently
been extended to terahertz (THz) frequencies, which are
ideal for the study of excitations and collective modes in
quantum materials [15–22].

Being able to disentangle different types of excitations
and to discriminate between intrinsic and inhomogeneous
broadening, THz 2DCS has been proposed to provide
unique fingerprints of fractionalized excitations in exotic
quantum magnets [23–27]. A previous theoretical study
of 2DCS in the Kitaev honeycomb spin liquid [26], for
example, has shown that the third-order diagonal sus-

ceptibility χ
(3)
zzzz contains signatures of the two types of

fractionalized excitations in the Kitaev model: static Z2

gauge fluxes and itinerant Majorana fermion excitations.
Here, we demonstrate that marks of fractionalization are
already present in the lower second-order off-diagonal re-

sponse tensor element χ
(2)
yzx, which is much larger in in-

tensity and thus experimentally easier accessible. We
find clear evidence of the presence of a nonzero flux gap

and a broad continuum of Majorana fermion excitations,
whose intrinsic lifetimes can be extracted from the 2D
spectrum. In addition, we show that χ(2) provides di-
rect evidence of the trapping of Majorana wavefunctions
around static Z2 flux excitations and that the ratio of
second and first-order response, χ(2)/χ(1), is a quantita-
tive measure of the overlap of such localized Majorana
wavefunctions. Our work thus directly links localized
Majorana states trapped around Z2 gauge fluxes to ob-
servable peaks in the 2D spectrum, and we relate the
inverse participation ratios of the wavefunctions to the
peak sizes. Finally, we show how exchange anisotropies
modify the 2D spectrum, which can be used as a sensitive
experimental probe of anisotropies.

FIG. 1. Magnetic field pulse sequence B(t) used to measure
χyzx(τ1, τ2) in the Kitaev honeycomb model. Different bond
colors denote the a-bonds (a = x, y, z) and p labels plaquettes.
The figure shows effect of the pulses on the flux configuration
in the R1 process. Initially, the system is in the flux-free
ground state |0〉, when at t = 0 an x-polarized pulse creates
a pair of x-fluxes (green) next to a spin at site j (black dot),
resulting in state |P 〉. At τ1, a z-polarized pulse creates a
pair of z-fluxes. Since the system needs to return to the flux-
free state in the end, the z-bond must be connected to the
same spin j, resulting in a y-flux pair (blue) in state |Q〉.
Measurement of the magnetization My(τ1 + τ2) removes the
y-flux pair and system returns to a flux-free state.
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Identifying unique fingerprints of spin liquid states
with 2DCS promises to become a fruitful direction in
the experimental study of Kitaev magnets [28, 29].
Anisotropic compass-like Kitaev spin interactions are
found in d-electron materials with strong crystal field and
spin-orbit interactions [30–33]. Proposals for possible re-
alizations of a Kitaev spin liquid on the honeycomb lat-
tice include α-RuCl3 [34–36], iridates [37–39] and cobal-
tates [40–43]. The main challenge is to differentiate the
phenomena associated with the Kitaev exchange from
those due to Heisenberg and other exchange interactions.
While the latter often drive the system into a magnet-
ically ordered ground state, unusual spin-liquid-like be-
havior has been observed in the presence of a magnetic
field. To this end, we here calculate the second-order
2DCS response of the pure Kitaev honeycomb model in
order to provide clear signatures of the spin liquid state
that can guide experimental studies of Kitaev magnets.

Kitaev model.– The ferromagnetic Kitaev spin model
on the honeycomb lattice is defined as [44],

H = −Jx
∑
〈i,j〉x

σxi σ
x
j − Jy

∑
〈i,j〉y

σyi σ
y
j − Jz

∑
〈i,j〉z

σzi σ
z
j . (1)

Here, Ja > 0 and σaj with a = x, y, z represent Pauli ma-
trices at site j of the honeycomb lattice, which has two
basis sites A and B per unit cell. Each spin has three
nearest-neighbors, and 〈i, j〉a sums over nearest-neighbor
pairs connected by an a-bond (see Fig. 1). The Ki-
taev model is exactly solvable because every honeycomb
plaquette p hosts a flux operator Ŵp = σx1σ

y
2σ

z
3σ

x
4σ

y
5σ

z
6

(j = 1, . . . , 6 label the sites around the plaquette) that
commutes with the Hamiltonian and with all other Wp′ .
The flux operator has eigenvalues wp = ±1 and a pla-
quette is flux-free if wp = +1 and has a flux otherwise.

Kitaev’s solution involves writing the spin operators
σaj = ibaj cj using four Majorana fermions bxj , b

y
j , b

z
j , cj ,

which satisfy {bai , bdj} = 2δijδad, {ci, cj} = 2δij , and
{bai , cj} = 0. One refers to baj as bond fermions and
to cj as matter fermions. The introduction of four Ma-
joranas per site doubles the Hilbert space and leads to
a local Z2 gauge field, which poses the main challenge
when computing correlation functions [26, 45, 46]. The
constraint Dj = bxj b

y
j b
z
jcj = 1 ∀j restores the physical

Hilbert space. In terms of Majorana fermions, the spin
Hamiltonian takes the form Hû = i

2

∑
j,k Âjkcjck. Here,

Âjk = Jaûjk if j and k sites are connected by an a-bond
and zero otherwise. The bond operators ûjk = ibaj b

a
k (j

is always an A site) commute with the Hamiltonian and
among themselves. They can thus be replaced by their
eigenvalues ujk = ±1 and a particular bond configura-
tion u ≡ {uij} determines the gauge-independent fluxes

via Ŵp =
∏
〈j,k〉∈∂p ûjk.

Since the fluxes are static, we can work in a particu-
lar gauge configuration u, where the Hamiltonian Hu is
quadratic in matter fermions cj . Even though the matter

spectrum and eigenstates depend on u, it is convenient to
write the eigenstates using a tensor product notation as
|ψ〉 = |F 〉⊗|Mu〉 with the flux state |F 〉 ≡ |{Wp}〉 set by
u and the matter state |Mu〉 consisting of matter excita-
tions on top of the vacuum |Mu

0 〉. It is useful to introduce
complex bond fermions as χajk = 1

2 (baj + ibak) , where j
is an A site and k is connected to j by an a-bond. We
choose the convention ûjk = 2(χajk)†χajk−1 where the flux
free state |F0〉 corresponds to all bond fermions occupied
and a general flux state reads |F 〉 = χanjnkn · · ·χ

a1
j1k1
|F0〉.

Once the gauge field state is determined, one can diago-
nalize the matter part Hu =

∑
λ ελ[2(auλ)†auλ−1] in terms

of complex fermion eigenmodes auλ and write its state as
|Mu〉 = (auλs)

† · · · (auλ1
)† |Mu

0 〉 with vacuum |Mu
0 〉 (see

Supplementary Material [47] for details).
Second-order 2DCS response.– The ground state of

Eq. (1) is a spin liquid, which is gapless for Jx + Jy > Jz
(and permutations) and gapped otherwise. In the follow-
ing we focus on the isotropic point Jx = Jy = Jz ≡ J
(see [47] for anisotropic couplings) and compute the
second-order 2DCS response

χabc(τ1, τ2)

=
i2

N
θ(τ1)θ(τ2)〈[[Ma(τ1 + τ2),M b(τ1)],M c(0)]〉 .

(2)

Here, N is the total number of unit cells and Ma(t) =∑
j σ

a
j (t) is the a-th component of the total magnetiza-

tion in the Heisenberg picture, and the Heaviside θ func-
tions guarantee the causality of the response. The ex-
pectation value is taken in the many-body ground state.
This response corresponds to the nonlinear part of the
magnetization Ma induced by a sequence of two mag-
netic field pulses B(t) = Bc1δ(t) + Bb2δ(t − τ1) shown in
Fig. 1 [16, 23]. The second-order susceptibility χabc is
finite only when a, b, c are all different and we consider
χyzx in the following. At the isotropic point, all other
nonzero components can be related by symmetry [47].
Expansion of the commutator in Eq. (2) shows that χabc

consists of two contributions,

χyzx(τ1, τ2) = − 1

N
θ(τ1)θ(τ2)[R1(τ1, τ2)−R2(τ1, τ2)+c.c.],

where

R1(τ1, τ2) = 〈My(τ1 + τ2)Mz(τ1)Mx(0)〉,
R2(τ1, τ2) = 〈Mz(τ1)My(τ1 + τ2)Mx(0)〉.

(3)

We represent the processes in R1 and R2 with the Li-
ouville pathways shown in Fig. 2 [5]. The system starts
in the ground state density matrix |0〉 〈0| with energy
E0, where |0〉 is constructed with zero flux and mat-
ter fermions. We note that while this is not a physi-
cal state for our choice of periodic boundary conditions
and geometry, which is required to contain one matter
fermion |0〉phys = |F0〉⊗a†1 |M0〉 [48], it is well known that
physical and unphysical states yield identical results for
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FIG. 2. Liouville pathways for (a) R1 and (b) R2 processes.
Time evolves from bottom to top, and dots represent bra
or ket operations on the density matrix by the Pauli oper-
ators (summation over sites m, l, k is done in the end). |0〉
is the ground state; |P 〉 and |Q〉 denote excited states of the
Hamiltonian, and the exponentials describe the phases ac-
quired during time evolution over intervals τ1 and τ2.

large enough system size [26, 48]. Using the zero matter
ground state reduces the complexity of the calculations
and facilitates the interpretation of the results. Since the
entire spectrum of the Kitaev Hamiltonian (1) is known,
we can use the Lehmann representation and insert two
resolutions of identity

∑
P |P 〉 〈P | =

∑
Q |Q〉 〈Q| = 1:

χyzxR1
=
−2

N
Re
∑
PQ

∑
klm

〈0|σyk |Q〉 〈Q|σ
z
l |P 〉 〈P |σxm|0〉

× θ(τ1)θ(τ2)e−iτ1(EP−E0)e−iτ2(EQ−E0) , (4)

χyzxR2
=

2

N
Re
∑
PQ

∑
klm

〈0|σzl |Q〉 〈Q|σ
y
k |P 〉 〈P |σ

x
m|0〉

× θ(τ1)θ(τ2)e−iτ1(EP−E0)e−iτ2(EP−EQ) . (5)

Here, each pathway is combined with its time-
reversed partner as χyzxRn

(τ1, τ2) = θ(τ1)θ(τ2)[Rn(τ1, τ2)+
R∗n(τ1, τ2)]/N , and the states |P 〉 and |Q〉 are eigenstates
of the Hamiltonian (1) with energy EP and EQ.

The states |P 〉 are connected to the flux-free ground
state |0〉 and the first pulse at t = 0 is polarized in
the x-direction. Therefore, nonzero matrix elements
only occur if |P 〉 contains a pair of x-fluxes |P 〉 =
χxmn |F0〉 ⊗ (auλs)

† · · · (auλ1
)† |Mu

0 〉. Here, |Mu
0 〉 is the vac-

uum for u with one x bond flipped, umn = −1. A phase
e−iτ1(EP−E0) is acquired during the time evolution by
τ1. Note that we truncate the matter fermion number
in the intermediate state |P 〉 to one, which is known to
be an excellent approximation [26]. Next, a pulse po-
larized in the z-direction arrives at time τ1 and creates
a pair of z-fluxes at site l via application of σzl . Since
after the measurement of σyk at time τ1 + τ2 the system
must return to either the initial state (for pathway R1)
or a diagonal state |Q〉 〈Q| (for R2), the sites l, k must be
in proximity to site m such that the fluxes overlap and
partially annihilate each other [47]. As a result, the state

|Q〉 contains a pair of y-fluxes when computing R1 and
a pair of z-fluxes that can be obtained by application of
σyk to |P 〉 for pathway R2. We also truncate the number
of matter fermions in state |Q〉 to be maximally one. It
is worth highlighting another difference between the R1

and R2 processes. For R1 the z-polarized pulse induces
a ket operation, leading to a transition from |P 〉 to state
|Q〉 and the phase acquired during τ2 is e−iτ2(EQ−E0). In
contrast, for R2 the z-polarized pulse induces a bra op-
eration onto the density matrix and creates a coherence
|P 〉 〈Q|. The phase accumulated during time evolution
τ2 is thus e−iτ2(EP−EQ).

Results and Discussion.– We analyze χyzx in frequency
space and label by ω1 and ω2 the frequencies conjugate
to the time intervals τ1 and τ2, respectively. The re-
sponses are written in terms of a product of matrix el-
ements and the function g(x) = i/(x + iΓ), with the
broadening Γ coming from the scattering of quasiparti-
cles. The second-order response involves the product of
two g-functions g(x1)g(x2) [47]. In the small Γ limit, it
leads to the terms δ(x1)δ(x2)−P 1

x1
P 1
x2

in the imaginary
part of the response, because the product of matrix ele-
ments is purely imaginary. The real part of the response
contains terms mixing principle values and delta-like con-
tributions δ(x1)P 1

x2
+δ(x2)P 1

x1
. Such mixing is a general

feature in nonlinear response functions [24, 26]. Taking
into account the time-reversal partners, we notice that
the real parts of the 2D spectra are symmetric about the
origin, while the imaginary part is antisymmetric.

We plot the 2D spectrum of Imχyzx(ω1, ω2) in Fig. 3 for
a lattice with 100× 100 unit cells, N = L2 = 104. Panel
(a) shows the contribution of pathway R1 and panel (b)
the one from pathway R2 (see [47] for the real parts and
the sum of both pathways). Given the symmetry prop-
erties of the response functions, we only show results for
ω1 > 0. Panel (c) shows χyzxR2

in the frequency window
0.3J < ω1, ω2 < 0.7J on a logarithmic scale. We start
by analyzing the results for pathway R1. The peaks of
the R1 process appear near the diagonal ω1 = ω2. Inves-
tigating the spectrum over a wider frequency range [47]
shows that the largest response occurs in the shown fre-
quency range. The dashed box indicates the flux gap
Eg = min(EP (Q)) − E0 = 0.263J in the thermodynamic
limit, which is the minimal energy cost of excitations.
Due to the product of g-functions, the peaks occur at
ω1 = EP − E0 and ω2 = EQ − E0. As discussed above,
for a given sitem inMx (orMy), the states P (orQ) have
fluxes at honeycomb plaquettes neighboring site m con-
nected by x (or y) bonds. Since we consider the isotropic
case, x and y fluxes cost the same energy and the sig-
nal vanishes inside the region |ω1,2| < Eg. Interestingly,
we find the strongest signal along the diagonal, centered
around energies ω1 = ω2 ≈ 0.5J , even though the joint
density of states in this region is not large [see Fig. 4(b)].
This implies that the response is due to the matrix ele-
ments being large for these processes. Below, we show
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FIG. 3. 2D spectrum of second-order response χyzx(ω1, ω2)
for 100×100 lattice, N = 104, Ja = 1,Γ = 0.01. (a) Imaginary
part of χyzx

R1
shows peaks along the diagonal ω1 = ω2. Vertical

and horizontal streaks are due to the principal value parts
from g functions. The dashed box indicates the flux gap Eg

below which the response vanishes. (b) Imaginary part of χyzx
R2

exhibits vertical streaks at energies ω1 = EP − E0. (c) Inset
zooms into low-energy region of panel (b). Below the flux gap
(dashed line), no vertical streaks appear. (d) Absolute value
of χyzx

R1
on a logarithmic scale in region 0.25J ≤ ω1,2 ≤ J .

Grey dots denote excitation energies of localized states with
high IPR.

that it indeed derives from localized matter Majorana
states that are trapped around plaquettes with nonzero
flux. This is in sharp contrast to results of the third-order
response functions, where a strong diagonal peak arises
from a constructive interference effect [26].

In Fig. 3(c), we plot the absolute value of χyzxR1
on a

logarithmic scale to highlight the presence of off-diagonal

FIG. 4. (a) A representative localized state |P 〉 state trapped
near an x-flux pair (green). The color and size of each site
denote the amplitudes u and v of the Majorana matter wave-
function. (b) Density of states and maximal IPR for states
within a given energy bin. A few high IPR states (order
∼ 1/N of the total states) at low energies make up for most
of the linear and nonlinear response.

peaks, which are due to transitions between |P 〉 and |Q〉
states with different energies. These peaks are only about
a factor of ten smaller than the diagonal ones, which in-
dicates the locality of those states. Otherwise the matrix
element of a local operator 〈P |σzl |Q〉 could not be large
between the orthogonal states |P 〉 and |Q〉.

We now analyze R2 shown in Fig 3(b), which exhibits
vertical stripes that are centered at energies ω1 = EP −
E0. The reason is that peaks along the ω2-axis occur
at energy differences EQ−EP and thus densely overlap.
As detailed in the inset panel (c), the signal below the
flux gap Eg stems purely from the principal values as
we observe no vertical tails for ω1 < Eg. The strongest
vertical streaks occur at the same energies ω1 as in R1

and arise from the large overlap of localized Majorana
states as we show next.

To quantitatively characterize the localization of the
matter Majorana wavefunctions we present their inverse
participation ratio (IPR) in Fig. 4(b). The IPR is of or-
der 1 for localized states and of order 1/L2 for extended
states [47]. The IPR distribution separates into two re-
gions with a few states at low energy having a much
higher IPR. We find that these states are indeed localized
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around non-zero fluxes. Fig. 4(a) shows a representative
example at energy E ≈ 0.5J . The dominance of the low-
energy peaks in Imχyzx for ω1,2

<∼ J and the presence of
the off-diagonal peaks in this region can thus be under-
stood in terms of the large wavefunction overlap matrix
elements 〈P |σzk|Q〉 of high-IPR states. We note that this
also accounts for most of the peak intensity in linear re-
sponse χaa [47], which exclusively probes the diagonal
elements 〈P |σak |P 〉. The second-order response addition-
ally contains information about the off-diagonal matrix
elements 〈Q|σz|P 〉 with P 6= Q. By taking the ratio of
second- to first-order response, χ(2)/χ(1), we can extract
the size of this element from experiment. Being only one
order of magnitude smaller in the low-energy region is a
clear indication of the localized nature of the Majorana
wavefunctios at these energies as discussed above [47].

Finally, we briefly comment on results away from the
isotropic case. If Jx 6= Jy the center of the peaks in
ImχyzxR1

shift away from the diagonal, reflecting the dif-
ferent energy costs of creating x and y fluxes. This can
be used as a sensitive probe of exchange anisotropies.
The sharp features originating from the localized matter
fermions are still present [47].

Conclusions.– A primary challenge in the experimen-
tal search for spin liquids is to find their unique and
observable signatures, and one promising path is to di-
rectly probe properties of their fractionalized excitations.
The Kitaev spin liquids host two different types of frac-
tionalized excitations, Z2 fluxes and matter Majorana
fermions, which are not clearly separable in linear re-
sponse, where a broad continuum of excitations occurs
above the flux gap. In contrast, we demonstrate that
they can be disentangled in the second-order nonlinear
susceptibility χabc with non-repeating indices. In ad-
dition, off-diagonal peaks in the 2D spectrum directly
indicate the presence of localized Majorana matter ex-
citations trapped by fluxes, and the 2DCS peak sizes
are quantitatively related to the IPRs of their wavefunc-
tions. Involving the lowest nonlinear response, our pro-
posal of using crossed-polarization pulses to probe the
off-diagonal second-order susceptibility χyzx is the ex-
perimentally most straightforward way of using 2DCS to
probe fractionalized excitations in Kitaev spin liquids.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

This Supplemental Material includes symmetry analysis of the second-order response tensor and the constraints
among different components (Section S1), a derivation of the higher-order response functions (Section S2), and a
detailed computation of the matrix elements (Section S3). By comparing the peak positions and their intensities, we
demonstrate the role played by the novel matrix element (Section S4). We also present results for the anisotropic
case (Section S5). The definition and analysis of the inverse participation ratio of our problem are explained in
(Section S6).

SYMMETRY ANALYSIS OF THE SECOND-ORDER CORRELATION FUNCTIONS

The crystal symmetries, combined with time reversal, lead to the following relations that hold, in general, for any
choice of the couplings Jx, Jy and Jz,

χx,y,z (ω1, ω2) = −χy,x,z (ω2, ω1) ,

χx,z,y (ω1, ω2) = −χz,x,y (ω2, ω1) ,

χy,x,z (ω1, ω2) = −χx,y,z (ω2, ω1) ,

χyzx (ω1, ω2) = −χz,y,x (ω2, ω1) ,

χz,x,y (ω1, ω2) = −χx,z,y (ω2, ω1) ,

χz,y,x (ω1, ω2) = −χyzx (ω2, ω1) .

At the isotropic point, the symmetry constraints impose that there is only one independent component of the tensor,
and all other components can be related to that one in the following way:

χx,y,z (ω1, ω2) = −χx,z,y (ω1, ω2) ,

= −χy,x,z (ω1, ω2) ,

= χyzx (ω1, ω2) ,

= χz,x,y (ω1, ω2) ,

= −χz,y,x (ω1, ω2) .

FOURIER TRANSFORMATION OF THE RESPONSE FUNCTIONS

Here, we perform the necessary Fourier transformation from the time to the frequency domain. Having these
expressions analytically in frequency avoids the need for Fourier transformation numerically. In general, the re-
sponse function χabc(τ1, τ2) in Lehmann representation can be separated into contributions based on pathways. The
contribution from pathway 1 is

χabcR1
(τ1, τ2) = − 1

N
θ(τ1)θ(τ2)[R(1)(τ1, τ2) +R(1)(τ1, τ2)∗]

= − 1

N
θ(τ1)θ(τ2)2<

∑
PQ

∑
klm

〈0|σak |Q〉 〈Q|σbl |P 〉 〈P |σcm |0〉 e−iτ1(EP−E0)e−iτ2(EQ−E0).
(6)

while the contribution from pathway 2 is

χabcR2
(τ1, τ2) = +

1

N
θ(τ1)θ(τ2)[R(2)(τ1, τ2) +R(2)(τ1, τ2)∗]

= +
1

N
θ(τ1)θ(τ2)2<

∑
PQ

∑
klm

〈0|σbl |Q〉 〈Q|σak |P 〉 〈P |σcm |0〉 e−iτ1(EP−E0)e−iτ2(EP−EQ),
(7)

where |P 〉, |Q〉 are eigenstates of the Hamiltonian.
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In frequency space, introducing g(x) = i
x+iΓ , where Γ takes into account the level broadening, we rewrite

χabc(ω1, ω2) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dτ1

∫ ∞
−∞

dτ2 e
iω1τ1eiω2τ2χabc(τ1, τ2)

= − 1

N

∫ ∞
0

dτ1

∫ ∞
0

dτ2[R(1)(τ1, τ2) +R(1)(τ1, τ2)∗ −R(2)(τ1, τ2)−R(2)(τ1, τ2)∗]eiω1τ1eiω2τ2

(8)

Performing the Fourier transformations and calling E0 the ground state energy, we find, for the R1 = R(1) +R(1)∗

contributions,

χabcR1
(ω1, ω2) = − 1

N

∑
PQ

∑
klm

〈0|σak |Q〉 〈Q|σbl |P 〉 〈P |σcm |0〉
i

ω1 − (EP − E0) + iΓ

i

ω2 − (EQ − E0) + iΓ

− 1

N

∑
PQ

∑
klm

(〈0|σak |Q〉 〈Q|σbl |P 〉 〈P |σcm |0〉)∗
i

ω1 + (EP − E0) + iΓ

i

ω2 + (EQ − E0) + iΓ

= − 1

N

∑
PQ

∑
klm

〈0|σak |Q〉 〈Q|σbl |P 〉 〈P |σcm |0〉 g(ω1 − (EP − E0))g(ω2 − (EQ − E0))

− 1

N

∑
PQ

∑
klm

(〈0|σak |Q〉 〈Q|σbl |P 〉 〈P |σcm |0〉)∗g(ω1 + (EP − E0))g(ω2 + (EQ − E0)),

(9)

Proceeding along the same lines for R2,

χabcR2
(ω1, ω2) = +

1

N

∑
PQ

∑
klm

〈0|σbl |Q〉 〈Q|σak |P 〉 〈P |σcm |0〉
i

ω1 − (EP − E0) + iΓ

i

ω2 − (EP − EQ) + iΓ

+
1

N

∑
PQ

∑
klm

(〈0|σbl |Q〉 〈Q|σak |P 〉 〈P |σcm |0〉)∗
i

ω1 + (EP − E0) + iΓ

i

ω2 + (EP − EQ) + iΓ

= +
1

N

∑
PQ

∑
klm

〈0|σbl |Q〉 〈Q|σak |P 〉 〈P |σcm |0〉 g(ω1 − (EP − E0))g(ω2 − (EP − EQ))

+
1

N

∑
PQ

∑
klm

(〈0|σbl |Q〉 〈Q|σak |P 〉 〈P |σcm |0〉)∗g(ω1 + (EP − E0))g(ω2 + (EP − EQ)).

(10)

Putting them together,

χabc(ω1, ω2) = χabcR1
(ω1, ω2) + χabcR2

(ω1, ω2). (11)

This is the expression analyzed in the main text.

DETAILS OF THE SOLUTION OF THE HAMILTONIAN AND THE MATRIX ELEMENTS OF THE
SECOND-ORDER CORRELATION FUNCTIONS

In this Section, we give further details on how to solve the Hamiltonian and how to calculate the matrix elements
entering the response functions.

Diagonalization of the Hamiltonian and gauge structure

Following Kitaev’s solution [44], we introduce the complex bond fermions

χa〈jk〉 =
1

2

(
baj + ibak

)
, (χa〈jk〉)

† =
1

2

(
baj − ibak

)
. (12)

For simplicity we denote χa〈jk〉 as χjk from now on. Since ujk = 2χ†jkχjk − 1, the χ fermion describes the occupation

of a bond 〈j, k〉 along the direction a. A bond 〈j, k〉 is occupied by χ fermion if ujk = +1 or empty if ujk = −1.
Together with the fermionic mapping, we express the spin operators as
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FIG. 5. Total contribution of R1 and R2. L = 100, Ji = 1.0.

FIG. 6. Real and imaginary part of χyzx
R1

and χyzx
R1

with large frequency range. L = 80, Ji = 1.0. We see the signals mostly
appear in the low-frequency region.

σai = i
(
χij + χ†ij

)
cAi

σaj =
(
χij − χ†ij

)
cBj

(13)

The action of a spin operator can be viewed as applying a matter Majorana fermion and flipping the value of the
bond ujk variable. The latter action corresponds to introducing two fluxes in plaquettes adjacent to the a-type bond.

The problem becomes to write the eigenstates of the matter fermions moving in a background of fluxes characterized
by the set {u}. The ground state lies in the flux-free sector for large enough systems with spatial translational
invariance [48]. The conventional choice for the ground state gauge is u = +1. Obviously, all gauge configurations
leading to the same flux sector will be equivalent and gives the same fermion energies.

The singular-value-decomposition (SVD) of the matter Hamiltonian leads to a natural definition of complex matter
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fermions [48],

H{u} =
i

2

(
cTA cTB

)( 0 M
−MT 0

)(
cA
cB

)
=
i

2

(
cTA cTB

)( 0 USV T

−V SUT 0

)(
cA
cB

)
=
i

2

(
cTA cTB

)( U 0
0 V

)(
0 S
−S 0

)(
U 0
0 V

)T (
cA
cB

)
=
i

2

(
(e′)

T
(e′′)

T
)( 0 S
−S 0

)(
e′

e′′

)
= i

N−1∑
m=0

εme
′
me
′′
m =

N−1∑
m=0

2εm

(
a†mam −

1

2

)
,

(14)

where em are Majorana modes and am are matter fermion excitations with am = 1
2 (e′m + ie′′m). The vector cA(B) is

of length N (N ≡ L2 is the number of unit cells). We call the ground state complex matter excitation a†m, related to
the matter Majoranas c by

cAi =
∑
m

(U0)im(a†m + am),

cBj =
∑
m

(iV0)jm(a†m − am).
(15)

As a consequence of enlarging the Hilbert space, not all possible occupations of a are physically acceptable [44]. As
mentioned in the main text, the Majorana operators act on the extended 4-dimensional Fock space M̃, whereas the
physical Hilbert space M of a spin is a subspace of M̃ defined by [44, 46, 48]

|ξ〉 ∈ M ⇐⇒ Dj |ξ〉 = |ξ〉 ∀j, Dj = bxj b
y
j b
z
j cj . (16)

This constraint also ensures the Majorana representation of the spins satisfies the SU(2) algebra. A state |Φ〉 is
physical if P |Φ〉 = |Φ〉, where the projection operator |P 〉 is [48]

P =

2N∏
i=1

(
1 +Di

2

)
=

1

22N

∑
{j}

∏
i∈{j}

Di

=

 1

22N−1

∑
{j}′

∏
i∈{j}′

Di

 ·(1 +
∏2N
i=1Di

2

)
= S · P0

(17)

where {j} runs over all possible subsets of site index set λ, while {j}′ is restricted to half of it (meaning {j}′
will not be {i} and the complementary set λ − {i} at the same time; these 22N−1 terms give all the inequivalent
transformations).Here S symmetrically sums over physically equivalent eigenstates and P0 projects out the unphysical
states. Di, the gauge transformation operator acting on-site i, can be rewritten in terms of complec fermions as

DiA =
[
χxij +

(
χxij
)†] [

χyij +
(
χyij
)†] [

χzij +
(
χzij
)†]

ci,

DjB = i
[
χxij −

(
χxij
)†] [

χyij −
(
χyij
)†] [

χzij −
(
χzij
)†]

cj ,
(18)

The matrix elements

As discussed in the main text, purely from the flux constraints, the only possible non-vanishing polarization com-
binations are a, b, c = x, y, z and their permutations. Below we show an example where a = y, b = z, c = x. The local
structure of the flux operations also simplifies the summation over sites

∑
k,l,m, as demonstrated below.

As an example, we show how to simplify the first line in χyzxR1
, Eq. (9) and compute its matrix elements. The other

matrix elements in Eq. (9) and Eq. (10) can be computed similarly. The first line of χyzxR1
is called χyzxR1,1

(ω1, ω2) and
given by

χyzxR1,1
(ω1, ω2) = − 1

N

∑
PQ

∑
klm

〈0|σyk |Q〉 〈Q|σ
z
l |P 〉 〈P |σxm |0〉 g(ω1 − (EP − E0))g(ω2 − (EQ − E0)). (19)
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The strategy is to fix the site m and look at all possible neighboring sites contributing to the sum. We label the
unit cell associated with site m as ν and call the two sublattices A and B. To understand which are the unit cells
neighboring ν that contribute to the sum, the easiest is to draw the lattice and its connection, as shown in Fig. 7.
The expression becomes

χyzxR1,1
(ω1, ω2) = − 1

N

∑
PQ

∑
ν

[〈0|σyνA + σyν−a2B |Q〉 〈Q|σ
z
νA + σzνB |P 〉 〈P |σxνA + σxν−a1B |0〉

+ 〈0|σyνB + σyν+a2A
|Q〉 〈Q|σzνA + σzνB |P 〉 〈P |σxνB + σxν+a1A |0〉]

× g(ω1 − (EP − E0))g(ω2 − (EQ − E0)),

(20)

where ν ± ai labels the neighboring unit cells in ±ai directions with ai the basis vectors for honeycomb lattice. This
important simplification reduced the sum over three indices to a sum over a single index and is a clear consequence of
the fluxes getting created locally. By translation symmetry, the last sum can also be reduced to the structure shown
in Fig. 7, which means that all we have to calculate involves a fixed value of ν and multiplying by the number of unit
cells. In fact, we can compute the lower four sites (Benz star) and multiply the result by two, given the symmetry
around the z vertical bond. The factor of N unit cells is canceled by the 1/N factor in the definition of the response
function.

FIG. 7. Summation over unit cell index ν involved in Eq. (20). a1 and a2 are base vectors. Solid (hollow) dots represent sites
belonging to A(B) sublattice. The sites (ν,A) and (ν,B) are connected by a z bond.

We consider the intermediate states |P 〉 and |Q〉 to have two fluxes, as the ground state is flux-free and each
spin operator adds two fluxes to the system. As for the matter sector, we consider up to one matter fermion in
these intermediate states. It has been argued that considering one particle in the matter sector provides a good
approximation to capture the main physics [26].

The complex matter excitation in the 2-flux sector b†λ(≡ au2flux) is related to the complex matter excitation a†m(≡
auflux-free) in the flux-free sector [49] by

bλ =
∑
m

(X2
0 )∗λmam + (Y 2

0 )∗λma
†
m,

b†λ =
∑
m

(X2
0 )λma

†
m + (Y 2

0 )λmam,
(21)

where

X2∗
0 =

1

2
(U†2U0 + V †2 V0),

Y 2∗
0 =

1

2
(U†2U0 − V †2 V0),

(22)

with U0(2), V0(2) the orthogonal matrices given by the SVD transformation, Eq. (14).
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We also relate the matter vacuum of the 2-flux state |M2
0 〉 to that of ground state |M0〉 [50],

|M2
0 〉 = |detX2

0 |
1
2 e−

1
2

∑
a†mFmna

†
n |M0〉 , (23)

with

F = (X2∗
0 )−1Y 2∗

0 , (FT = −F ). (24)

To compute the matrix elements, we use the following relations derived using Wick’s theorem,

〈M0| cAib†λ |M
2
0 〉 = |detX2

0 |
1
2 [U0(X2

0 )−1]iλ

〈M2
0 | bλcBj |M0〉 = |detX2

0 |
1
2 [iV0(X2

0 )−1]jλ

〈M0| cBjb†λ |M
2
0 〉 = |detX2

0 |
1
2 [−iV0(X2

0 )−1]jλ

〈M2
0 | bλcAi |M0〉 = |detX2

0 |
1
2 [U0(X2

0 )−1]iλ.

(25)

We devote particular attention to how to compute the middle matrix element 〈P | PσzP |Q〉. The states |P 〉 and |Q〉
have the same number of bond fermions and of matter excitations. The operator σz in the middle changes the bond
and matter fermion number by one and, therefore, without the projector operators, this matrix element would vanish.
The projection operator plays, therefore, an important role in making this element finite. Computing the matrix
element explicitly for unit cell ν = 0, and sublattice site A, we find

〈Q| Pσz0AP |P 〉 = 〈Q| [i(χz0A0B + χz†0A0B)c0A]P |P 〉

= 〈M2′

0 | dµ 〈FGS |χ
y†
0A,L(L−1)B [i(χz0A0B + χz†0A0B)c0A](1 +

∑
j

Dj +
∑
j<k

DjDk + · · · )χx0A,LB |FGS〉 b
†
λ |M

2
0 〉

= 〈M2′

0 | dµ 〈FGS |χ
y†
0A,L(L−1)B [i(χz0A0B + χz†0A0B)c0A]D0Aχ

x
0A,LB |FGS〉 b

†
λ |M

2
0 〉

= i 〈M2′

0 | dµ 〈FGS |χ
y†
0A,L(L−1)Bχ

z†
0A0Bc0A(χx†0A,LBχ

y
0A,L(L−1)Bχ

z
0A0Bc0A)χx0A,LB |FGS〉 b

†
λ |M

2
0 〉

= i 〈M2′

0 | dµb
†
λ |M

2
0 〉

= i

√
|detXQ

P |[X
Q
P − Y

Q
P F

Q
P ]µλ,

(26)

where we named the matter excitations in |Q〉 and |P 〉 d and b, respectively, and the ground state gauge choice is
|FGS〉 = χz1A,1Bχ

y
2A,0Bχ

x
3A,2B |F0〉. Similarly, we derive the matrix element for the spin operator located at the B site

of unit cell ν = 0,

〈Q| Pσz0BP |P 〉 = 〈Q| [(χz0A0B − χ
z†
0A0B)c0B ]P |P 〉

= 〈M2′

0 | dµ 〈FGS |χ
y†
0A,L(L−1)B [(χz0A0B − χ

z†
0A0B)c0B ](1 +

∑
j

Dj +
∑
j<k

DjDk + · · · )χx0A,LB |FGS〉 b
†
λ |M

2
0 〉

= 〈M2′

0 | dµ 〈FGS |χ
y†
0A,L(L−1)B [(χz0A0B − χ

z†
0A0B)c0B ]D0Aχ

x
0A,LB |FGS〉 b

†
λ |M

2
0 〉

= −〈M2′

0 | dµ 〈FGS |χ
y†
0A,L(L−1)Bχ

z†
0A0Bc0B(χx†0A,LBχ

y
0A,L(L−1)Bχ

z
0A0Bc0A)χx0A,LB |FGS〉 b

†
λ |M

2
0 〉

= 〈M2′

0 | dµc0Ac0Bb
†
λ |M

2
0 〉

= i

√
|detXQ

P |[(X
Q
P )µλ(UPV

T
P )00 − (XPU

T
P )µ0(VP )0λ − (XPV

T
P )µ0(UP )0λ

− (XPU
T
P )µ0(VPFP )0λ + (XPV

T
P )µ0(UPFP )0λ − (XP )µλ(UPFPV

T
P )00

− (YPFP )µλ(UPV
T
P )00 + (YPFPV

T
P )µ0(UP )0λ + (YPFPU

T
P )µ0(VP )0λ

+ (YPFP )µλ(UPFPV
T
P )00 + (YPF

T
P V

T
P )µ0(UPFP )0λ + (YPFPU

T
P )µ0(VPFP )0λ]

(27)

CONTRASTING THE DIAGONAL AND OFF-DIAGONAL PEAKS

In this Section, we show a way to understand the difference between the diagonal and off-diagonal peaks by looking
at the ratio of the nonlinear response function that we calculated and the linear response ones.
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FIG. 8. Linear response of Kitaev honeycomb model. L = 100, Ji = 1, Γ = 0.01. The response is computed considering all the
eigenstates (red line) and with only a few high IPR states.

For linear response, the linear spin-spin correlation function [48] is often studied,

Sαβij (t) = 〈0| σ̂αi (t)σ̂βj (0) |0〉 (28)

For example the xx components of optical (q = 0) response in frequency space is

Sxx(ω) =
1

N

∑
〈i,j〉=x

SxxAiAi(ω) + SxxAiBj(ω) + SxxBjAi(ω) + SxxBjBj(ω)

= 2π
∑
λ

| 〈Pλ|σx0A + σxL−1B |0〉 |2δ[ω − (Eλ − E0)],
(29)

where |Pλ〉 is the eigenstate of the Hamiltonian with energy Eλ, and we have used the translational symmetry to
simplify the equation. The contribution from a certain (non-degenerate) level is

Sxxλ (ω) = 2π| 〈Pλ|σx0A + σxL−1B |0〉 |2δ[ω − (Eλ − E0)] (30)

We show the linear response computed with the whole set of eigenstates and with only a few localized high IPR states
in Fig 8. The result shows that in linear response the signal is mostly contributed by those localized states.

As for the second order response we computed, we can extract the contribution of |Pλ〉, |Qµ〉 states from Eq. (20)

χy,z,xR1,1;λµ(ω1, ω2) = −2 〈0|σy0A + σyL(L−1)B |Qµ〉 〈Qµ|σ
z
0A + σz0B |Pλ〉 〈Pλ|σx0A + σxL−1B |0〉

× g(ω1 − (EPλ − E0))g(ω2 − (EQµ − E0)),
(31)

where we have used the C2 symmetry to combine the matrix elements. For comparison, we take the ratio between the
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nonlinear and linear response contributions mentioned above. This ratio is proportional to the matrix element ratio,∣∣∣∣∣ Imχ
y,z,x
R1,1;λµ(ω1, ω2)

Syyµ (ω2)Sxxλ (ω1)

∣∣∣∣∣ =
1

2

| 〈0|σy0A + σyL(L−1)B |Qµ〉 〈Qµ|σ
z
0A + σz0B |Pλ〉 〈Pλ|σx0A + σxL−1B |0〉 |

| 〈Qλ|σy0A + σyL(L−1)B |0〉 |2| 〈Pλ|σ
x
0A + σxL−1B |0〉 |2

=
1

2

∣∣∣∣∣ 〈Qµ|σz0A + σz0B |Pλ〉
〈Qµ|σy0A + σyL(L−1)B |0〉 〈Pλ|σ

x
0A + σxL−1B |0〉

∣∣∣∣∣
(32)

We identify this quantity as a direct comparison between the nonlinear and linear response. The main factor here
we see is the middle matrix element 〈Qµ|σz0A + σz0B |Pλ〉, which is a new quantity that exists in the second order
nonlinear response. This matrix element between |P 〉 and |Q〉 is not present in linear or third-order responses. The
previous matrix element 〈f |σal |i〉 is between states sharing a different number of fluxes, while in our middle matrix
element 〈P |σzl |Q〉, both |P 〉 and |Q〉 have two fluxes. The λ = µ matrix element is, in fact, one order of magnitude
larger than those with λ 6= µ, which explains why the peaks along the diagonal are stronger than those that deviate
from the diagonal in R1 process.

2D SPECTRUM

AWAY FROM THE ISOTROPIC POINT

This Section considers the cases in which Jx 6= Jy. Below Fig. 10 shows the 2D spectrum of R(1) process, with
ansotropy. Given Jy > Jx, and that in R1 process EQ −E0 is probed by ω2, so the peaks now appear above ω2 = ω1

diagonal.

THE INVERSE PARTICIPATION RATIO OF THE MATTER STATES

Here, we give further details on differentiating the localized and extended matter states according to their IPR.
From Eq. (15), we express zero flux complex matter excitation in terms of real Majorana matter fermions as a†m =
1
2

∑
(UTmicAi − iV TmjcBj). Thus for 0-flux matter state wave-function ψ

(0)
m (r) = 〈r| a†m |0〉, we associate (UT0 )mν (or

(V T0 )mν) as the amplitude of applying Majorana c fermion on A (or B) site in unit cell ν. Generally, for the l-flux
sector, we define the inverse participation ratio (IPR) of a real space wavefunction the according to (UTl ) and (V Tl )
as

IPR(ψ(l)
m ) =

∑
k(UTl )4

m,k + (V Tl )4
m,k∑

k(UTl )2
m,k + (V Tl )2

m,k

, (33)

where l labels what type of flux we have for state ψ
(l)
m . For example, for R(1) process the |P 〉 states have (l = 2, x)

while |Q〉 states have (l = 2, y).
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FIG. 9. Contributions for the first nonlinear susceptibility χyzx, R1 (a and b) and R2 (c and d), for the choice of parameters
L = 100, Ji = 1 and Γ = 0.01. (a and b) Real and imaginary parts of R1(ω1, ω2). The black dashed box indicates the flux gap
in the thermodynamic limit. The proximity to the diagonal is determined by how anisotropic the coupling constants are. The
strong peak along the diagonal comes from the overlap of states with two neighboring fluxes and trapped Majorana matter
fermions. (c and d) Real and imaginary part of R(2)(ω1, ω2)). In this case, ω2 measures the energy difference between fluxes
neighboring x and y bonds. In the isotropic case that we are considering, the peaks are along the ω2 = 0 line. The position of
the peak at ω1 is the same as for R1.
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FIG. 10. Anisotropic zoomed-in plot for 0.25 < ω1,2 < 0.75; L = 100, Jx = 0.86, Jy = 0.95, Jz = 1.19. The black dashed line
indicates the diagonal ω1 = ω2.
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FIG. 11. Cut plots for the 2D spectra.


	Probing Majorana wavefunctions in Kitaev honeycomb spin liquids with second-order two-dimensional spectroscopy
	Abstract
	 Acknowledgments
	 References
	 Supplemental Material 
	 Symmetry analysis of the second-order correlation functions 
	 Fourier transformation of the response functions 
	 Details of the solution of the Hamiltonian and the matrix elements of the second-order correlation functions 
	 Diagonalization of the Hamiltonian and gauge structure
	 The matrix elements

	 Contrasting the diagonal and off-diagonal peaks 
	 2D spectrum
	 Away from the isotropic point 
	 The inverse participation ratio of the matter states 


