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Exact results for spin dynam ics and fractionization in the K itaev M odel

G .Baskaran, SaptarshiM andaland R.Shankar

The Institute ofM athem aticalSciences, CIT Cam pus, Chennai 600 113, India.

W epresentcertain exactanalyticalresultsfordynam icalspin correlation functionsin theK itaev

M odel. It is the �rst result of its kind in non-trivialquantum spin m odels. The result is also

novel: in spite of presence of gapless propagating M ajorana ferm ion excitations, dynam icaltwo

spin correlation functions are identically zero beyond nearest neighbor separation. This shows

existence ofa gaplessbutshortrange spin liquid.An unusual,allenergy scale fractionization ofa

spin -
ip quanta,into two in�nitely m assive �-
uxesand a dynam icalM ajorana ferm ion,isshown

to occur. As the K itaev M odelexem pli�es topologicalquantum com putation,our result presents

new insightsinto qubitdynam icsand generation oftopologicalexcitations.

PACS num bers:75.10.jm ,03.67.-a,03.67.Lx,71.10.Pm

In the�eld ofquantum com putersand quantum com -

m unications,practicalrealizationsofqubitsthatare ro-

bust and escape decoherence is a forem ost challenge[1].

In thiscontextK itaevproposed[2]certain em ergenttopo-

logicalexcitationsin strongly correlated quantum m any

body system sasrobustqubits.In a faulttolerantquan-

tum com putation schem e[2, 3, 4], K itaev constructed

a non-trivial and exactly solvable 2-dim ensional spin

m odel[2]and illustrated basicideas.In som elim ititalso

becom es the celebrated ‘toric code’Ham iltonian. The

K itaev m odelhascom ecloserto reality,afterrecentpro-

posalsforexperim entalrealizations[5,6]and schem esfor

m anipulation and detection[7]. In initialisation, error

correction and read out operations,it is ‘spins’rather

than em ergent topologicaldegrees offreedom that are

directly accessed from outside. Thus an understanding

ofdynam icspin correlationsisofparam ountim portance.

W e present certain exact analyticalresults for tim e

dependentspin correlation functions,in arbitrary eigen-

states ofthe K itaev M odel. O ur results are non-trivial

and novel,with possible im plications for new quantum

com putationalschem es. Further our resultis unique in

the sense thatitisthe �rstexactresultforequilibrium

dynam icalspin correlation functionsin a non trivial2D

quantum spin m odel.

W eshow thatdynam icaltwospin correlation functions

are short ranged and vanish identically beyond nearest

neighborsitesforalltim et,forallvaluesofthecoupling

constantsJx;Jy and Jz,even in thedom ain ofJ’swhere

them odelisgapless.O urresultshowsrigorously thatit

isa shortrangequantum spin liquid and long rangespin

orderisabsent.W e obtain a com pactform forthe tim e

dependence,which m akesthe physicstransparent.

K itaev M odelis known to support dynam icalM ajo-

rana ferm ions and static �-
ux eigen-excitations. W e

show how fractionization [8,9]ofa localspin{
ip quanta

into a bound pairofstatic �-
ux excitationsand a free

M ajorana ferm ion occurs.

In the present paper we have restricted our calcula-

tion to dynam icalcorrelation functionsfortim eindepen-

dentHam iltonians,in arbitrary eigen-statesand therm al

states. In actualquantum com putations,key m anipula-

tions such as braiding involve param etric change ofthe

Ham iltonian and adiabatic transport oftopologicalde-

greesoffreedom [7].In principle,som eoftheneeded ‘non

equilibrium ’dynam icalcorrelation functionsm ay be ob-

tained by convolution ofourresultswith suitable Berry

phasefactors.

In our work we follow K itaev[2]and use the M ajo-

rana ferm ion representation ofspin-half operators and

an enlarged Hilbert space. W hat is rem arkable is that,

because ofthe presence ofcertain localconserved quan-

tities in the K itaev M odel, Hilbert space enlargem ent

only produces ‘gauge copies’, without altering the en-

ergy spectrum . This luxury is absent for standard 2D

Heisenbergm odelswhen studied usingenlargedferm ionic

Hilbertspace[9,10].

TheK itaev Ham iltonian is

H = � Jx

X

hijix

�
x
i�

x
j � Jy

X

hijiy

�
y

i�
y

j � Jz

X

hijiz

�
z
i�

z
j (1)

wherei;jlabelthesitesofahexagonallattice,hijia;a =

x;y;z denotesthenearestneighborbondsin thea’th di-

rection.Them odelhasnocontinuousglobalspin sym m e-

try.Allbond interactionsareIsinglike,albeitin di�erent

quantisation directionsx,y and z,in threedi�erentbond

types,m aking the m odelquantum m echanical.Further,

it renders a high degree offrustration;that is,even at

a classicallevela given spin can not satisfy con
icting

dem ands,from 3 neighbors,oforientationsin m utually

orthogonaldirections. The m odelhas a rich localsym -

m etry.A speci�c productof6 spin com ponentsin every

elem entary hexagon,�
y

1�
z
2�

x
3�

y

4�
z
5�

x
6 (�gure1)com m utes

with the fullHam iltonian. Thus there is one conserved

Z2 charge � 1,at every duallattice site ofthe hexago-

nallattice. The m odelis exactly solvable and becom es

non interacting M ajorana ferm ions,propagating in the

background ofstatic Z2 gauge �elds. Di�erent possible

Z2 chargesseparatetheHilbertspaceinto superselected

sectors.ThegroundstatecorrespondstoallZ2 charges=

+ 1.In thissector,fora rangeofJ’s,M ajoranaferm ions

aregapless,including the specialpointJx = Jy = Jz.
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FIG .1:Elem entary hexagon and ‘bond ferm ion’construction.

A spin is replaced with 4 m ajorana ferm ions (c;c
x
;c

y
;c

z
).

Bond ferm ion �h23i for the bond joining site 2 and site 3 is

shown .Spin operatorsare also de�ned.

Following K itaev,we represent the spins in term s of

M ajorana ferm ions. Ateach site,we de�ne 4 M ajorana

ferm ions,c�; � = 0;x;y;z,

fc
�
;c

�
g = 2��� (2)

Four M ajorana (real) ferm ions m ake two com plex

ferm ions,m aking the Hilbert space 4 dim ensional. No-

tionally,Hilbertspacedim ension ofa M ajorana ferm ion

is
p
2,an irrationalnum ber,rem indingusthatM ajorana

ferm ionshavetooccurin pairs(leadingtoa
p
2�

p
2= 2

dim ensionalFock space)in physicalproblem s.

The dim ension ofHilbertspace ofN spinsis2N .The

enlarged Hilbertspacehasadim ension 4N = (
p
2�

p
2�p

2�
p
2)N . State vectorsofthe physicalHilbertspace

satisfy the condition,

D ij	iphys = j	iphys (3)

D i � ci c
x
ic

y

i
c
z
i (4)

The spin operatorscan then be represented by,

�
a
i = icic

a
i; a = x;y;z (5)

W hen projected into the physicalHilbertspace,the op-

eratorsde�ned above satisfy the algebra ofspin 1=2 op-

erators,[�ai;�
b
j]= i�abc�

c�ij. The Ham iltonian written

in term softhe M ajorana ferm ionsis,

H = �
X

a= x;y;z

Ja

X

hijia

iciûhijia cj; (6)

with ûhijia � icaic
a
j. K itaev showed that [H ;̂uhijia ]= 0

and uhijia becom econstantsofm otion with eigen-values

uhijia = � 1.Thevariablesuhijia areidenti�ed with static

(Ising)Z2 gauge�eldson thebonds.K itaev Ham iltonian

(equation 6) has a localZ2 gauge invariance in the ex-

tended Hilbert space. For practicalpurposes,the local

Z2 gaugetransform ation am ountsto uhijia ! �iuhijia�j,

with �i� 1.Equation (3)istheG ausslaw and thephys-

icalsubspaceisthe gaugeinvariantsector.

In the gauge �eld sector we have gauge invariant Z 2

vortex charges� 1 (0 and �-
uxes),de�ned asproductof

uhijia around each elem entary hexagonalplaqauette.

Equation 6,with conserved ûhijia is the Ham iltonian

offree M ajorana ferm ions in the background offrozen

Z2 vortices or �-
uxes. Since Z2 gauge �elds have no

dynam ics,alleigenstatescan bewritten asproductsofa

statein the 2
1

2
N dim ensionalFock spaceoftheci M ajo-

ranaferm ionsand the(2)
3

2
N dim ensionalspaceofZ2 link

variables.W ewillrefertotheform erasm attersectorand

thelatterasgauge�eldsector.G augecopies(eigen-states

with sam e energy eigen-values) spanning corresponding

extended Hilbertspaceareobtained bylocalgaugetrans-

form ationsuhijia ! �iuhijia�j.

Itturnsoutthatifwe attem pt to calculate spin-spin

correlation functionswith theuseofabovefreeM ajorana

Ham iltonian and the Z2 �elds uhijia ’s,it is di�cult to

proceed further.

It is here we have invented a sim ple but key trans-

form ation that facilitates exact com putation ofallspin

correlation functions.W ecallthisas‘bond ferm ion’for-

m ation.In theprocesswealso discovera ‘quantum frac-

tionization’phenom enon in the K itaev M odel,that has

an unusualvalidity atallenergy scales.

Hereinafter,wefollow theconventionthatiin thebond

hijia,belongs to A and j to B sub-lattice. W e de�ne

com plex ferm ionson each link as,

�hijia =
1

2

�
c
a
i + ic

a
j

�
(7)

�
y

hijia
=

1

2

�
c
a
i � ic

a
j

�
(8)

Thelink variablesarerelated to the num beroperatorof

these ferm ions, ûhijia � icaic
a
j = 2�

y

hijia
�hijia � 1. All

eigenstatescan therefore be chosen to have a de�nite �

ferm ion occupation num ber. The Ham iltonian is then

block diagonal,each block correspondingtoadistinctset

of� ferm ion occupation num bers. Thus alleigenstates

in the extended Hilbertspacetakethe factorized form ,

j~	i= jM G;Gi � jM GijGi (9)

and �
y

hijia
�hijia jGi = nhijia jGi (10)

wherenhijia =
uhijia + 1

2
and jM Giisa m any body eigen-

state in the m atter sector,corresponding to a given Z2

�eld ofjGi. In term s ofbond ferm ions,spin operators

becom e,

�
a
i = ici

�

�hijia + �
y

hijia

�

(11)

�
a
j = cj

�

�hijia � �
y

hijia

�

(12)

Three com ponents of a spin operator at a site, gets

connected to three di�erent M ajorana ferm ions de�ned

on the three di�erent bonds ! W ritten in the above
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form ,the e�ect of�ai on any eigen-state,which we re-

fer to as a "spin 
ip", becom es clear. In addition to

adding a M ajorana ferm ion atsitei,itchangesthebond

ferm ion num berfrom 0 to 1 and viceversa (equivalently,

uhijia ! � uhijia),at the bond hijia. The end result

is that one � 
ux each is added to two plaquettes that

are shared by the bond hijia (�gure 2). W e denote this

sym bolically as

�
a
i = ici

�

�hijia + �
y

hijia

�

! ici �̂1hijia �̂2hijia (13)

with �̂1hijia and �̂2hijia de�ned as operators that add

� 
uxes to plaquettes 1 and 2 shared by a bond hijia

(�gure2).Further �̂2
1hijia

= 1,sinceadding two � 
uxes

isequivalentto adding (m odulo 2�)zero 
ux.

Now we wish to calculate spin-spin correlation func-

tionsin physicalsubspace. Since the spin operators are

gauge invariant,we can com pute the correlation in any

gauge �xed sector and the answer willbe the sam e as in

the physical gauge invariant subspace. (W e have con-

�rm ed this by a calculation in the projected physical

subspace.) So we consider the 2-spin dynam icalcorre-

lation functions,in an arbitrary eigen-stateoftheK itaev

Ham iltonian in som e�xed gauge�eld con�guration G,

S
ab
ij (t)= hM GjhGj�

a
i(t)�

b
j(0)jGijM Gi (14)

HereA(t)� eiH tAe� iH t istheHeisenbergrepresentation

ofan operatorA,keeping �h = 1.Asdiscussed above,

�
b
j(0)jGijM Gi = ci(0)jG

ia
ijM Gi (15)

�
a
i(t)jGijM Gi = e

i(H � E )t
cj(0)jG

jb
ijM Gi (16)

where, jGia(jb)i denote the states with extra � 
uxes

added to G on the two plaquettes adjoining the bond

hikiai(hljibi)and E istheenergy eigenvalueoftheeigen-

state jGjM Gi. Since the Z2 
uxes on each plaquette

is a conserved quantity,it is clear that the correlation

function in equation(14)which isthe overlap ofthe two

states in equations (15,16) is zero unless the spins are

on neighbouring sites.Nam ely,we have proved thatthe

dynam icalspin-spin correlation hasthe form ,

S
ab
ij (t) = ghijia (t)�a;b ; ij nearestneighbors (17)

= 0 otherwise:

Com putation ofgij(0) is straightforward in any eigen-

state jM Gi. For the ground state where conserved Z2

chargesareunity atallplaquettes,theequaltim e2-spin

correlation function for the bond hijia is given by the

analyticexpression:

h�
a
i�

a
ji� S

aa
hijia(0)=

p
3

16�2

Z

B Z

cos�(k1;k2)dk1dk2

W herecos�(k1;k2)=
�k
E k
,E k =

p
(�2
k
+ � 2

k
),in theBril-

louin zone. �k = 2(Jx cosk1 + Jy cosk2 + Jz), � k =

2(Jx sink1 + Jy sink2),k1 = k:n1,k2 = k:n2 and n1;2 =

1

2
ex �

p
3

2
ey are unitvectorsalong x and y type bonds.

Atthe point,Jx = Jy = Jz,wegetS
aa
hijia

(0)= � 0:52.

To com pute ghijia (t) we substitute for the �’s from

equation (7)and (8).W e choosea gaugewhereuhijia =

� 1 im plying �
y

hljib
jGi = �

y

hikib
jGi = 0. W e note that

the above conditions im posed at t= 0 willcontinue to

be true atalltim essince the bond ferm ion num bersare

conserved.W e then have,

ghijia(t) = hM GjhGjici(t)�
y

hijia
(t)�hijia (0)cj(0)jGijM Gi

(18)

Thetim edependenceevolution can beexpressed in term s

oftheham iltonian andnotingitisdiagonalin thenum ber

operators�y�,weget,

ghijia(t)= hM Gje
iH [G

ia
]t
ici(0)e

� iH [G
ia
]t
(� 1)cj(0)jM Gi

(19)

where H [Gia] is the tight binding ham iltonian in the

background ofthe static gauge �eld con�guration G ia.

The (� 1)factoris uhijia. This expression can be writ-

ten in term softhetim eevolution underH [G]asfollows,

ghijia (t) = hM Gjici(t)T

�

e
� 2Ja

R

t

0
uhijia ci(�)cj(�)d�

�

uhijia cj(0)jM Gi (20)

Theaboveequation iswritten in an arbitrary gauge.

W ehavethusderived asim plebutexactexpression for

thespatialdependenceofthetwospin dynam icalcorrela-

tion function.W ehavealsoobtained an exactexpression

forthetim edependencein term softhecorrelation func-

tionsofnon-interacting M ajorana ferm ionsin the back-

groundofstaticZ2 gauge�elds.Equation(20)represents

the propagation ofa M ajorana ferm ion in the presence

oftwo injected 
uxes.Itcan betreated asan X-ray edge

problem and com puted in term softheToeplitzdeterm i-

nant. W e willnot do this now but proceed to discuss

som egeneralfeaturesofourresults.

j

i

k

π
π

i_ H t 
e

Aij (t )

j

=

k

i

j

π
π

Fermion
Majorana

FIG .2:Tim e evolution and fractionization ofa spin 
ip att

= 0 atsite i,into a �-
ux pairand a propagating M ajorana

ferm ion. ‘Shakeup’ofthe M ajorana ferm ion vacuum to an

instantaneousaddition att= 0,ofa �-
ux pairisnotshown.

Thenotion offractionalizationofspin-
ip quantaisthe

naturalinterpretation ofourresults[8,9].Considertim e
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evolution ofa single‘spin-
ip’atsiteigiven in equation

(16).Using the notation introduced in equation (13)we

have,

�
a
i ĵ	i� ici(t)T(e

2uhikia Ja
R

t

0
ci(�)ck (�)d�)̂�hikia1�̂hikia2 ĵ	i

(21)

A spin-
ip atsite iattim e t= 0 isa sudden perturba-

tion to them atter(M ajorana ferm ion)sector,asitadds

two static �-
uxes to adjoining plaquettes. The tim e

ordered expression represents how a bond perturbation

term ,i2uhikiaJacick evolvestheM ajorana ferm ion state,

in ‘interaction representation’. At long tim e scale the

resulting ‘shakeup’issim ple and representsa rearrange-

m ent(powerlaw type forgaplesscase)ofthe M ajorana

ferm ion vacuum to added static �-
ux pairs. The M a-

jorana ferm ion,produced by a spin-
ip,ci(t)propagates

freely,asa function oftim e.

As spin-
ip at site i is a com posite of a M ajorana

ferm ion and �-
ux pair (equation 13),two spin corre-

lation function de�nes the probability that we willde-

tectthe added com posite atsite jaftera tim e t.Asthe

added �-
ux pairdo notm ove,the above probability is

identically zero,unlesssitesiand jarenearestneighbors

and spin com ponentsarea = b.Thisiswhy the spatial

dependenceoftwo spin correlation functionsaresharply

cut o� at nearestneighbor separation. The asym ptotic

response to an added �-
ux pair and free dynam ics of

theadded M ajoranaferm ion controlthelong tim epower

law behaviourofouronly non vanishingnearestneighbor

two spin correlation function.

Further,fora given pairofnearestneighborsites,only

oneIsing spin pairofa correspondingcom ponentisnon-

zero.O therpairsand crosscorrelation functionsvanish.

M orespeci�cally,fora given bond theonly non zero two

spin correlation function isthe bond energy.

W hatisunusualisthatthe above resultistrue in all

eigen-states of the K itaev M odel, irrespective of ener-

gies. Itfollowsthatitisvalid fortherm alaveragestoo.

Thisisan unusualresult,indicating exactfractionaliza-

tion occurringatallenergy scales.In known m odelssuch

as1D repulsive Hubbard m odelorspin halfHeisenberg

chain, fractionization is only a low energy asym ptotic

phenom enon.O urresultsshow theallenergy scale exact

con�nem entofthespin-
ip quanta,and exactdecon�ne-

m entofthe M ajorana ferm ionsin the K itaev m odel.

Itisinteresting to seethattheaboveisa specialprop-

erty oftheK itaev M odel.W hen weperturb itby adding,

forexam ple,a m agnetic �eld term orm ake bond term s

non-Ising,�-
uxes acquire dynam ics. This m eans that

theprobability am plitudeof�nding thecom positeparti-

cleintactata farthersiteis�nite(though exponentially

sm allasa function ofseparation)and notstrictly zero.

M ultispin correlation functions can be calculated in

our form alism . Further,quantum entanglem ent,a key

notion in quantum com putation and quantum inform a-

tion, is ultim ately connected with som e com plicated

m ulti-spin correlation function.W ehavecom puted som e

entanglem entm easures,butdo notdiscussthem in the

presentpaper.

To sum m arise,this paper presentscertain exactana-

lyticalresultsforthe spin dynam icsand a spin-
ip frac-

tionization schem e for the K itaev M odel. As this non-

trivialspin m odelis also a m odelfor topologicalquan-

tum com putation,our exact results should provide in-

sightsinto qubitdynam icsand possiblewaysofgenerat-

ing em ergent topologicalqubits. O ur form alism ,which

usesthefactorized characteroftheeigen-functionsin the

extended Hilbertspace,iseasily adapted to the calcula-

tion ofm ulti-spin correlation functions,which is a key

step in the calculation and understanding ofquantum

entanglem entproperties.
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