
Non-perturbative signatures of fractons in the twisted multi-flavor Schwinger Model

Pavel P. Popov,1, ∗ Valentin Kasper,1 Maciej Lewenstein,1, 2 Erez Zohar,3 Paolo Stornati,1 and Philipp Hauke4, 5

1ICFO - Institut de Ciencies Fotoniques, The Barcelona Institute of Science and Technology,
Av. Carl Friedrich Gauss 3, 08860 Castelldefels (Barcelona), Spain

2ICREA, Pg. Lluis Companys 23, 08010 Barcelona, Spain
3Racah Institute of Physics, The Hebrew University of Jerusalem, Givat Ram, Jerusalem 91904, Israel

4Pitaevskii BEC Center and Department of Physics,
University of Trento, Via Sommarive 14, I-38123 Trento, Italy

5INFN-TIFPA, Trento Institute for Fundamental Physics and Applications, Trento, Italy
(Dated: May 3, 2024)

Gauge-field configurations with non-trivial topology have profound consequences for the physics
of Abelian and non-Abelian gauge theories. Over time, arguments have been gathering for the exis-
tence of gauge-field configurations with fractional topological charge, called fractons. Ground-state
properties of gauge theories can drastically change in presence of fractons in the path integral. How-
ever, understanding the origin of such fractons is usually restricted to semi-classical argumentation.
Here, we show that fractons persist in strongly correlated many-body systems, using the multiflavor
Schwinger model of quantum electrodynamics as a paradigm example. Through detailed numerical
tensor-network analysis, we find strong fracton signatures even in highly discretized lattice models,
at sizes that are implementable on already existing quantum-simulation devices. Our work sheds
light on how the non-trivial topology of gauge theories persists in challenging non-perturbative
regimes, and it shows a path forward to probing it in table-top experiments.

Introduction.—The topology of the vacuum plays a
crucial role in some of the most fundamental theories
of nature, including gauge field theories [1] and super-
symmetric models [2]. It governs the subtle mechanisms
behind such phenomena as charge confinement and chi-
ral symmetry breaking, and topological theta vacua [3]
are intrinsically connected to the strong CP problem in
quantum chromodynamics (QCD) in 3+1D [4]. Vacuum
sectors with distinct topological charge arise naturally
from gauge-field configurations with different windings.
While naive analysis may suggest the relevance of only
sectors with integer windings, configurations with decon-
fined fractional topological charge—called fractons—can
exist [5] and are in fact vital in resolving paradoxes re-
lated to non-vanishing gluino condensates in supersym-
metric Yang–Mills theory [6]. Similarly, in non-Abelian
gauge theories they can explain the mechanisms behind
the formation of a fermion condensate where considera-
tions based on only integer topological charges fall short
[5]. However, existing insights into the importance of
fractons derive from exactly solvable models or semi-
classical arguments. It is not clear if and how signa-
tures of fractons persist in non-perturbative regimes of
strongly-correlated theories.

In this work, we demonstrate the presence of fractional
gauge-field configurations in the full non-perturbative
quantum many-body regime of a paradigmatic gauge
theory. Our study dives into the Schwinger model of
quantum electrodynamics (QED) with two fermionic
flavors, which captures the essence of more compli-
cated quantum field theories, such as QCD, in a sim-
pler, more tractable form. The Schwinger model is a
well-established paradigm to facilitate insights into phe-
nomena such as charge confinement, topological theta

vacua, and chiral symmetry breaking [7]. A more recent
condensed-matter perspective has also revealed new phe-
nomena [8–10] such as quantum many body scars [11–15],
disorder-free localization [16, 17], or dynamical topolog-
ical phase transitions [18–20]. The multi-flavor version
permits for flavor-twisted boundary conditions, which
fundamentally modify the symmetry properties of the
theory. Analytical calculations at perturbatively small
fermion mass [5, 21] have shown that these lead to the
deconfinement of fractons. They become visible through
a non-zero chiral condensate as well as a fractional de-
pendence of the ground state on the topological theta
angle.

Based on tensor network (TN) calculations and exact
diagonalization, we demonstrate the persistence of these
fracton signatures in the non-perturbative regimes of sig-
nificant rest mass as well as sizeable lattice spacing. In
the limit of vanishing rest mass, even coarse lattice dis-
cretizations quantitatively recover the perturbative con-
tinuum predictions. Our numerics demonstrates the ro-
bustness of fractons against strong quantum fluctuations,
lattice artifacts, as well as a cutoff on the gauge-field
Hilbert space. Leveraging this considerable robustness
towards discretization, we propose a variational quan-
tum algorithm for exploring fractons in a qudit quantum
simulator, as has recently been demonstrated in trapped
ions [22, 23]. Strong fracton signatures can be observed in
such a device with already existing resources, and in the
future it may enable to proceed into regimes beyond the
capacities of classical numerics. Our results thus demon-
strate the importance of fractional gauge-field configura-
tions in the non-perturbative regime of strongly-coupled
models, and they present a clear avenue for probing them
in quantum hardware.
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In the following, we give a brief review of how frac-
tional gauge fields arise in the continuum in the pres-
ence of flavor-twisted boundary conditions. The main
part of this work consists of our numerical calculations,
which reveal fractons in non-perturbative regimes of the
truncated lattice Schwinger model. After an analysis of
discretization effects, we discuss a variational scheme to
probe fracton physics on an existing quantum-simulator
platform, before presenting our conclusions.

Fractons in the multi-flavor Schwinger model.—We
consider (1+1)-dimensional QED [24, 25] with N
fermionic flavors, living on a cylinder R×SL that is closed
in the spatial direction. We denote its circumference as
L and its volume as V = R × L. The continuum action
of the theory is (for details, see SM)

S =

∫
V

d2x

{
− 1

4
F 2
µν + i

N∑
p=1

ψ̄p /Dψp −
N∑
p=1

mpψ̄pψp

}
,

(1)

where Dµ = ∂µ − ieAµ is the covariant derivative, cap-
turing the gauge-field–matter interactions.

Fractons are gauge-field configurations in the Eu-
clidean path integral for which the topological invariant,
the two-dimensional equivalent of the Pontryagin class,

ν2 =
e

4π

∫
V

d2xϵµνFµν , (2)

is a fraction. Often, the symmetry group restricts the
possible values of ν2 to integers, as happens, e.g., for
Abelian anyons in condensed-matter systems [26]. For
the multi-flavor Schwinger model, deconfined fractons are
allowed by the gauge group and thus the model provides
an intriguing testbed for probing their properties.

However, even if fractons exist in a given theory they
can be difficult to observe. In the multi-flavor Schwinger
model, fractons can be revealed by imposing flavour-
twisted boundary conditions for the fermionic fields on
the spatial circle, ψp(x + L) = eiαpψp(x), where αp =
2πp/N . For this choice of boundary conditions, the frac-
tons become visible in the Euclidean path integral [5],
thanks to a symmetry that emerges from the explicit vi-
olation of flavour symmetry and “large gauge transforma-
tion”, see SM. One consequence of the presence of frac-
tons is a change of periodicity of the ground state with
respect to the θ-angle. Conversely, such an increased pe-
riodicity can be used to detect the fractons.

Fractional gauge field configurations also influence spe-
cific observables. E.g., the chiral condensate at zero tem-
perature and vanishing fermion mass m can be calculated
through the path-integral partition function Z(m) as

⟨ψ̄ψ⟩ = − ∂

∂m
lnZ(m)|m=0 , Z(m) ∝ m|ν2|N . (3)

From Eq. (3), it follows that a non-zero chiral condensate
can only be obtained due to gauge-field configurations

with a fractional topological charge ν2 = 1/N . Thus, the
spontaneous formation of a chiral condensate is another
fingerprint of the existence of fractons.

By including fractons in the path integral, in the limit
of vanishing rest mass one obtains analytic predictions
for the full L-dependent chiral condensate [5]:

⟨ψ̄ψ⟩ =
√

µeγ

16πL
e−I(L,µ)/2, (4)

with µ2 = Ne2/π the photon mass, γ Euler’s constant,
and I(L, µ) a Bessel function given in the SM.

The above analysis holds strictly speaking for the con-
tinuum Schwinger model in the exactly solvable limit
m/e≪ 1. It is not a priori clear that a non-perturbative
regime will exhibit the same physics. For example, in the
opposite limit of e/m≪ 1, the gauge and matter sectors
decouple. Chiral condensation then occurs not due to
fractons but due to an explicit breaking of chiral symme-
try. This motivates the question how the role of fractons
persists into the non-perturbative regime of intermedi-
ate couplings e/m. Similarly, it remains open whether
signatures of fractons carry over to strongly-interacting
many-body lattice versions of the Schwinger model. As
an additional complication of such lattice models, they
typically employ a finite cutoff on the gauge-field Hilbert
space. This cutoff makes it impossible to define a vector
potential (analogous to the difficulties in defining a phase
operator) [27], and thus obstructs arguments relying on
windings of gauge fields.

In this letter, we dedicate our effort on answering: Can
we find signatures for fracton contribution to the ground
state physics of a non-perturbative many-body system,
and in particular one that can be implemented in present
days quantum hardware?

Truncated lattice Schwinger model.—To enable numer-
ical simulations in the non-perturbative regime, we em-
ploy a lattice Hamiltonian [28] with a cutoff on the
Hilbert space of the gauge fields, yielding the truncated
Schwinger model (TSM) [29–31]. With two flavors and
including the θ−angle, its Hamiltonian reads (see SM)

HTSM =
e2a

2

∑
n

(Szn)
2 +

e2aθ

2π

∑
n

Szn +
e2a

8π2
θ2

+
∑
n,p

(−1)n+p−1mpϕ
†
n,pϕn,p

− i

2a

∑
n,p

(fn,pϕ
†
n,pS̃

+
n ϕn+1,p − h.c.) . (5)

The coefficient fn,p is used to implement standard peri-
odic as well as flavor-twisted boundary conditions. The
operator eSZn represents the electric field En on link n.

The operator S̃+
n replaces the unitary parallel trans-

porter Un = exp (ieAn) by introducing a hard cut-
off at En = ±S (thus leading to the inability men-
tioned above to define a vector potential). Its ma-
trix elements are given by ⟨m′| S̃+

n |m⟩ = δm′,m+1
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FIG. 1. Integer vs. fractional θ-dependence in the
multi-flavor TSM. Lowest three energy levels of the TSM
Hamiltonian for flavor-twisted (upper panel) and flavor-
independent (lower panel) boundary conditions, as a func-
tion of the θ−angle. In the former case, at θ = ±π, the two
lowest lying states cross and the fidelity susceptibility (blue
dotted line) exhibits a strong peak. This indicates a rapid
change in the properties of the ground state, suggesting that
the periodicity of the ground state is 4π. In contrast, in case
of flavor-independent boundary conditions avoided crossings
occur at θ = ±π with only a broad feature in the fidelity sus-
ceptibility, rendering the period of each energy level 2π.

(m,m′ ∈ {−S, . . . , S}), in contrast to the quantum
link model (QLM) [27], where S+

n is the usual spin-
raising operator with matrix elements ⟨m′|S+

n |m⟩ =
δm′,m+1

√
1−m(m+ 1)/[S(S + 1)]. As a result, rather

than [En, Um] = eδnmUm and [Un, U
†
m] = 0, it obeys the

commutation relations

[Szn, S̃
±
m] = ±δnmS̃±

n , (6a)

[S̃+
n , S̃

−
m] = δnm(|S⟩ ⟨S| − |−S⟩ ⟨−S|) (6b)

Notably, Eq. (6b) differs from zero only at the cutoff
levels of the electric field. Even though the commutators
do not smoothly converge to those of lattice Schwinger
model as for the QLM [31], one may thus speculate that
the TSM captures well the low-energy properties of the
(untruncated) lattice Schwinger model, something that
we indeed confirm below. To quantify the deviation from
the lattice Schwinger model, we introduce

∆U2 =
∑
n

⟨[S̃+
n , S̃

−
n ]

2⟩ =
∑
n

⟨P (−S)
n + P (+S)

n ⟩, (7)

where P (m) = |m⟩ ⟨m|. This quantity essentially mea-
sures how strongly the link operator fails to be unitary,
and is applicable in any dimension and with arbitrary
number of flavors.

In the following, we present compelling evidence for
the presence of fractons in the TSM already at small
truncations (S ≥ 2). Furthermore, we will show that for
S ≥ 3 the chiral condensate in the ground state of the

TSM coincides with the semi-classical continuum predic-
tion, with deviations correlated with the strength of the
quantitiy defined in Eq. (7).

Numerical results.—Our numerical simulations are
based on exact diagonalization (ED) [with system sizes
up to L = (4 sites +4 links) and truncation up to S = 2]
and tensor networks (TN) [with up to L = (20 sites +20
links) and S = 3], see SM for details.

To obtain a direct evidence for fractons in the TSM,
we study the lowest energy states as a function of the
topological θ-angle. For small non-zero fermionic mass,
mp = m ̸= 0, continuum path-integral calculations pre-
dict the N lowest energy levels of the N -flavor Schwinger
model to oscillate as a function of the θ-angle as [21]

Ek(θ) = −2m exp

(
− π

NµeL

)
cos

(
θ + 2πk

N

)
, (8)

where k ∈ {0, · · · , N − 1}. That is, the fracton con-
figurations become manifest through a 2π periodicity of
θ/N , rather than only θ as one is used to from the single-
flavor Schwinger model. This fractional θ-dependence is
the precise signature we are looking for.

In Fig. 1, we compare the three lowest energy lev-
els of the TSM as a function of the topological θ-angle
for flavor-twisted (upper panel) and flavor-independent
(lower panel) boundary conditions. We observe a clear
gap closing at the points θ = ±π, which suggests that
ground and first excited state switch roles in a non-
adiabatic fashion. To corroborate this result, we compute
the fidelity susceptibility [32–34] of the ground state. As
the delta-like peak shows, at θ = ±π the properties of
the ground state change rapidly, indicating a true level
crossing. In accordance with Eq. (8), this implies a frac-
tional θ-dependence of the ground state. In contrast, for
flavor-independent boundary conditions, the gap remains
non-zero even at θ = ±π. Accordingly, the fidelity sus-
ceptibility shows only a broad peak at these points, indi-
cating no drastic property change in the ground state, in
accordance with an integer θ-dependence. Remarkably,
the fracton signature derived from perturbative contin-
uum calculations in the small-m limit persists in a wide
range of values of Hamiltonian parameters, including sig-
nificant rest mass, small system sizes, small gauge-field
cutoffs, and large lattice spacing (parameters used in the
figure: m/e = 0.4, L = (4 sites + 4 links), S = 2, and
ea = 1).

Tensor network calculation of the chiral condensate.—
We obtain further evidence for the presence of frac-
ton configurations by investigating the chiral condensate,
which on the lattice with staggered fermions becomes

⟨ψ̄ψ⟩ = 1

L

∑
n

(−1)nϕ̂†nϕ̂n (9)

(here, we suppressed the flavor index). Figure 2 dis-
plays the main results of our TN simulations, for the
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FIG. 2. Chiral condensate as a fingerprint of fractons
in the zero-mass limit. Throughout a large range of vol-
umes, the TN expectation values of the chiral condensate for
the TSM (cutoff S = 3) coincide with the analytic predic-
tions from the continuum Schwinger model. This result holds
true also beyond the semi-classical approximation and is ro-
bust with respect to the lattice discretization and gauge-field
cutoff. For a single flavor, a chiral condensate appears due
to the chiral anomaly . In the case of two flavors with stan-
dard boundary conditions, chiral symmetry is preserved in
the ground state. With flavor-twisted boundary conditions, a
chiral condensate is allowed and generated by the presence of
fractons.
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FIG. 3. Effect of finite gauge-field cutoff. For very
small gauge-field truncations, the violation of the unitarity
of the link operator, measured through Eq. (7), is sizeable,
but already for S = 3 this deviation falls below a permille.
The data suggests an exponential improvement with the cut-
off size. (Data for the ground state of the TSM from TN
calculations for m = 0 and ea = 0.25).

range of physical volume eL ∈ [0.4, 9.0], lattice spac-
ings ea ∈ [0.1, 0.5], and spin truncation S = 3. As the
flavor-twisted boundary conditions induce chiral symme-
try breaking, a finite volume can support a non-vanishing
chiral condensate. Quite surprisingly, even for the coarse
truncation of S = 3, we encounter throughout the en-

tire range of volumes considered a quantitative agree-
ment between the lattice calculations and the analytical
predictions for the continuum Schwinger model [5]. The
insignificance of lattice artifacts on the chiral condensate
is quite remarkable, considering we do not take the con-
tinuum limit [35] and that lattice spacings used are as
large as ea = 0.5.

The same analysis can be made for the single-flavor
Schwinger model. Again, the lattice results with S = 3
and ea ≤ 0.5 already essentially coincide with the contin-
uum prediction. The single-flavor Schwinger model ex-
plicitly breaks chiral symmetry, leading to convergence of
the chiral condensate to a non-zero value at eL→ ∞. In
contrast, for the two-flavor model with standard bound-
ary conditions chiral symmetry is preserved. Flavor-
twisted boundary conditions break this symmetry weakly
and induce the formation of a chiral condensate, but its
strength falls off with L, highlighting the fact that the
effect of boundary conditions disappears for infinite vol-
ume. As considerations based on the path integral show
[Eq. (3)], the presence of a chiral condensate at vanishing
rest mass reveals the contributions due to configurations
with fractional topological charge.

Finally, Eq. (7) allows us to monitor finite cutoff errors
in the TSM. In Fig. 3, we show ∆U2 in a range of lattice
volumes for cutoffs S = 2, 3, 4. Already for S = 3, the
occupation of the cutoff levels of the gauge fields is below
a permille. The data suggests a suppression of the error
that is exponential in the cutoff, thus leading to a rapid
restoration of the commutation relations of the Schwinger
model.

Quantum simulation.—In recent years, quantum sim-
ulators are rapidly evolving to access more and more
complex gauge-theory phenomena [36–39], since recently
also including the multiflavor Schwinger model [40]. As
we show now, existing quantum-simulation technology
can probe the physics discussed above, and thus pro-
vide a direct demonstration of fractons in an experi-
mental setting. A promising route is via adapting the
VQE protocol of Ref. [41] to a qudit quantum proces-
sor [22]. The protocol can target the ground state of
the multi-flavor TSM by mapped it onto a spin Hamil-
tonian as in Refs. [42–44]. Thansk to the locality of the
resulting Hamiltonian [44], the number of measurements
for accurate estimation of the energy will scale only lin-
early with system size. As it was shown in Ref. [44] for
the single-flavor lattice Schwinger model, already shal-
low variational circuits composed of operations that are
native on the trapped-ion qudit platform (single qudit ro-
tations plus entangling Mølmer–Sørensen gates) provide
a high-fidelity parametrization of the ground state. No-
tably, in a trapped-ion quantum simulator the necessary
closed boundary conditions can be easily encoded in the
variational ansatz due to the all-to-all connectivity. As
the above numerical analysis illustrates, already system
sizes as small as L = (4 sites + 4 links) are sufficient for
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observing a fractional θ-dependence and chiral conden-
sation. These sizes map to 4 qubits + 4 qudits, fitting
perfectly into already existing hardware [22]. Moreover,
since already very coarse truncations of the electric field
are sufficient, the dimensionality of the qudits can be as
small as d = 5 (S = 2) for qualitative signatures and as
small as d = 7 (S = 3) for quantitative agreement with
continuum results.

Conclusions.—In this letter, we investigated fractional
gauge field configurations —a version of instantons with
a fractional topological charge—and how they contribute
to the build-up of a chiral condensate in the multi-flavor
Schwinger model. Going beyond semi-classical approxi-
mations [5], we have demonstrated the presence of frac-
tons in a strongly-correlated many-body lattice model for
various system sizes and in a range of values for the mass
and the coupling constant. We have identified the small-
est spin truncation (S = 3), for which the results for the
chiral condensate in the zero-mass limit agree quantita-
tively with the predictions from the continuum theory.
The fingerprints of fractons are thus remarkably robust
against non-perturbative effects and discretization and
truncation artifacts. As we have argued, this robustness
makes it possible to experimentally observe fracton sig-
natures in already existing quantum simulators.

In this work, we have restricted our analysis to two fla-
vors coupled to a U(1) gauge field. Immediate extensions
could investigate large number of fermionic flavors—a
testbed for probing phenomena like chiral phase transi-
tion in QCD [45–47]. Even though we have revealed sig-
natures of gauge configurations with fractional topolog-
ical charge in non-perturbative settings, understanding
their origin beyond semi-classical arguments remains a
long-standing problem. A future research direction could
be to develop a characterization in terms of topologi-
cal invariants valid for an interacting many-body system
with local gauge symmetry, in analogy to a similar effort
in condensed matter systems [48–50].
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

Lagrange formulation, path integral of the Schwinger
model, and fractional gauge configurations

In this section, we briefly summarize the main notation
useful for understanding the path integral formulation of
QED in (1+1) dimensions. We also explain how fractons
arise in the Euclidean path integral of this theory. The
Lagrange density of the multi-flavor Schwinger model,
including the topological θ−angle, on a torus T = Sβ ×
SL, where β = 1/T is the inverse temperature and L is
the spatial volume, reads

Lθ(x) =
ieθ

4π
ϵµνFµν(x)−

1

4
Fµν(x)

2+

i

Nf∑
p=1

ψ̄p(x) /D(x)ψp(x)−
Nf∑
p=1

mpψ̄p(x)ψp(x) ,

(10)

where x = (τ, x) with τ being the Euclidean time. Here,
we use Euclidean signature with ϵµν being the total anti-
symmetric tensor in 2 dimensions, Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ
the field strength tensor of the U(1) gauge field Aµ, ψp
the two-component Dirac field of the p’th flavor with bare
mass mp, e the coupling constant, and N the number of
flavors. Without loss of generality, the θ−angle can be
restricted to values in the interval θ ∈ [0, 2π]. The Eu-
clidean action is defined as the integral over the volume
of the Lagrange density Sθ =

∫
T d

2xLθ(x).
The object of central interest is the Euclidean path in-

tegral (or the partition function) of the Schwinger model,
which is defined as an integral over all configurations for
ψ and Aµ

Z =

∫
DAµDψDψ̄e−Sθ[ψ̄,ψ,Aµ]. (11)

In the differential of the integral, a product over the
fermion flavors is implied. Via the anomaly, the θ−term
in the action can be traded for a summation over par-
tition functions Zn deriving from sectors with distinct
topological charge ν2 = n, i.e.,

Z =
∑
n

Zn =
∑
n

e−inθ
∫
n

DAµDψDψ̄e−S[ψ̄,ψ,Aµ] .

(12)

Here, S =
∫

T d
2xLθ=0(x) and we use the index n to de-

note integration only over gauge-field configurations with
specified winding corresponding to topological charge n.

The topology in the gauge sector is determined by the
boundary conditions. Gauge-field configurations with in-
teger topological charge v2 = n ∈ Z, or “instantons”, sat-

isfy standard boundary conditions (sbc) in time direction

A0(τ + T, x) = A0(τ, x),

A1(τ + T, x) = A1(τ, x) +
2πn

eL
,

ψp(τ + T, x) = e−2πnix/Lψp(τ, x) . (13)

However, this is not the only possible choice for bound-
ary conditions of the gauge fields. In the presence of
multiple fermionic flavours, the “large gauge transforma-
tion” allows for boundary conditions that correspond to
a fractional topological charge ν2 = m/N, m ∈ Z:

A0(τ + T, x) = A0(τ, x),

A1(τ + T, x) = A1(τ, x) +
2πm

NeL
,

ψp(τ + T, x) = ψp+1(τ, x) for p ∈ {1, · · · , N − 1},
ψN (τ + T, x) = e−2πmix/Lψ1(τ, x) . (14)

The gauge field configurations that satisfy Eq. (14) are
called fractons. By including them in the Euclidean path
integral, the summation in Eq. (12) is taken over n =
m/N , with m ∈ Z. In contrast, for the single-flavor
Schwinger model, the summation is directly over integer
n ∈ Z. As Eq. (12) shows, the periodicity with respect to
the θ−angle increases accordingly to N2π. The existence
of fractons can thus modify the properties of the ground
state in a profound way.

Detecting fractons via the chiral condensate in the
presence of flavour-twisted boundary conditions

The fractons in the multi-flavour Schwinger model can
be revealed by detecting their contribution to observables
like the chiral condensate. When flavor-independent
(“standard”) boundary conditions in space direction are
imposed on the fermions, i.e., ψp(x+L) = eiαψp(x)∀p ∈
{1, · · · , N}, potentially with a flavor-independent phase
α, the system has a SU(N)L⊗SU(N)R flavor symmetry
in the zero mass limit, prohibiting the generation of a
chiral condensate due to the Mermin–Wagner–Coleman
theorem [51]. However, in case the phase α is flavor de-
pendent, e.g., αp = 2πp/N , the chiral symmetry is ex-
plicitly broken and chiral condensation can be allowed
even for vanishing rest masses [5].

Semi-classical analytics for small volumes (eL≪ 1) as
well as exact path-integral calculations at arbitrary vol-
umes [5] (both at vanishing rest mass), show that such
flavor-twisted boundary conditions (fbc) indeed result in
a non-vanishing chiral condensate. The main ingredient
of this analysis is a new symmetry that the ground state
obeys under fbc, induced by the “fractional” transforma-
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tion

A1(x)
fbc−→ S̃[A1(x)] = A1(x) +

2π

NeL
,

ψp(x)
fbc−→ S̃[ψp(x)] = e−i

2πx
NL ψp+1(x), (15)

in contrast to the symmetry transformation for standard
boundary conditions

A1(x)
sbc−→ S[A1(x)] = A1(x) +

2π

eL
,

ψp(x)
sbc−→ S[ψp(x)] = e−i

2πx
L ψp(x). (16)

The “fractional” transformation is a combination of
broken chiral symmetry and forbidden “large gauge trans-
formation” and has a period 1/N times smaller than for
sbc. The existence of this new symmetry requires one
to impose a new superselection rule, one in which the
length of a noncontractable circle in the space of gauge
fields is reduced by the number of flavors N . On the level
of the path integral, this symmetry leads to the increased
θ-periodicity discussed in the previous section.

Exploiting this symmetry, path-integral calculations
that are possible in the limit of vanishing rest mass lead
to the analytic predictions for the L-dependent chiral
condensate [5], as given in the main text:

⟨ψ̄ψ⟩ =
√

µeγ

16πL
e−I(L,µ)/2, (17)

with µ2 = Ne2/π the photon mass, γ Euler’s constant,
and

I =

∫ ∞

0

dω√
ω2 + µ2

(
coth

L
√
ω2 + µ2

2
− 1

)
. (18)

Lattice Hamiltonian

To make the continuum theory suitable for the simu-
lation techniques developed for many-body systems, we
formulate it as a lattice Hamiltonian [28]. On the lattice,
the local symmetry of the continuum model translates
into local constraints of the Hilbert space of matter and
gauge fields. States are considered physical if they obey
the Gauss’s law Gn |ψ⟩ = 0, where

Gn = En − En−1 − e
∑
p

ϕ†n,pϕn,p. (19)

In view of implementation in a numerical or quantum
simulation, we further truncate the infinite Hilbert space
of each gauge field. One common possibility is the Quan-
tum Link Model [27] representation, where the local
Hilbert space on each link is given by that of a spin-S
object. In that formulation of quantum electrodynamics,
the electric field operator En on a link is replaced by the

spin-Z operator eSZn ; the link operator (parallel trans-
porter) U = exp ieAn, which describes the dynamical
Peierls phase picked up by a fermion moving from lattice
site n to n+ 1 and which raises the electric field by one
unit, is replaced by [S(S + 1)]−1/2S+

n . Here, instead,
we consider the so-called truncated Schwinger model
(TSM) [29–31], where U is replaced by the operator S̃+

n ,
whose matrix elements are given by [S̃+]i,j := δj,i+1, up
to a sharp cutoff at ±S.

With two flavors, the Hamiltonian of the TSM, includ-
ing the θ−angle, reads

HTSM =
e2a

2

∑
n

(Szn)
2 +

e2aθ

2π

∑
n

Szn +
e2a

8π2
θ2

+
∑
n,p

(−1)n+p−1mpϕ
†
n,pϕn,p

− i

2a

∑
n,p

(fn,pϕ
†
n,pS̃

+
n ϕn+1,p − h.c.) . (20)

The first term represents the electric field energy and the
second the topological θ− angle, equivalent to a back-
ground field. We also included a constant proportional
to θ2 in order to be able to more clearly compare ground-
state energies at different θ−angles. The term in the
second line represents the fermionic rest masses. Here,
we use staggered fermions and chose to stagger the two
flavors in opposite ways. Namely, the first flavor’s parti-
cles (anti-particles) live on even (odd) sites, and opposite
for the second flavor. This trick allows us to preserve a
discrete chiral symmetry on the lattice, present in the
continuum Schwinger model [52, 53]. Finally, the third
line represents the fermionic kinetic energy, which is cou-
pled to the gauge field. For fn,p ≡ 1, the system is under
sbc, while fn,p = −1, if n = L and p = 2 and +1 other-
wise implements the flavor-twisted boundary conditions
in our many-body lattice model.

Numerical implementation

Our numerical simulations are based on two tech-
niques: exact diagonalization (ED) using the QuSpin
package in Python, employed for system sizes up to
L = (4 sites + 4 links), with a spin 1/2 on each site
and up to spin 3 on each link; and tensor network (TN)
calculations using ITensors in Julia, with system sizes up
to L = (20 sites + 20 links) and similar spin sizes as for
ED. For the TN calculations, the maximal bond dimen-
sion used in the MPS representation of the variational
state is χmax = 500, which we found sufficient for obtain-
ing converged results. In our numerical simulations, we
implement the dimensionless version [35] of the Hamilto-
nian of Eq. (5) - H → H/e2a.
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Fidelity susceptibility

In Fig. 1 of the main text, we show the fidelity suscep-
tibility of the ground state as a function of the θ−angle:

F (2)
0 (θ) =

∂2

∂δ2
| ⟨ψ(θ)|ψ(θ + δ)⟩ |2|δ=0. (21)

This quantity is used to indicate phase transitions and
rapid changes of the properties of the corresponding
state [32–34]; at an avoided crossing, the fidelity suscep-
tibility shows a broad peak, and at a true level crossing
a delta-like peak. In the latter case, the properties of the
ground state on the left of the crossing point are drasti-
cally different from the ones on the right.

In practice, we compute the discretized version of this
quantity

F (2)
0 (θ, δ) =

1

δ2
[
| ⟨ψ(θ)|ψ(θ + δ)⟩ |2

+| ⟨ψ(θ)|ψ(θ − δ)⟩ |2 − 2
]
, (22)

for a sufficiently small δ = 0.025. Further decrease of
δ shows a narrowing of the peak and exploding of the
amplitude in case of flavor-twisted boundary conditions
and no significant change in case of flavor-independent
boundary conditions. The fact that the fidelity suscep-
tibility behaves differently for fbc with respect to sbc
means that the periodicity in θ in the former case is 4π,
whereas in the later case it is 2π.
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