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We present a controlled microscopic study of mobile holegbéspatially anisotropic (Abelian) gapped phase
of the Kitaev honeycomb model. We address the propertie afgjngle hole [its internal degrees of freedom
as well as its hopping properties]; (ii) a pair of holes [tHeglative) particle statistics and interactions]; (the
collective state for a finite density of holes. We find thatrelcle in the doped model has an eight-dimensional
internal space, characterized by three internal quantumbers: the first two “fractional” quantum numbers
describe the binding to the hole of the fractional excitati¢fluxes and fermions) of the undoped model, while
the third “spin” quantum number determines the local magagon around the hole. The fractional quantum
numbers also encode fundamentally distinct particle ptagse topologically robust against small local per-
turbations: some holes are free to hop in two dimensionslewdthers are confined to hop in one dimension
only; distinct hole types have different particle statisfiand in particular, some of them exhibit non-trivial
(anyonic) relative statistics. These particle propeiitigsirn determine the physical properties of the multi-hole
ground state at finite doping, and we identify two distinailgrd states with different hole types that are stable
for different model parameters. The respective hoppingedsionalities manifest themselves in an electrical
conductivity approximately isotropic in one ground statel @xtremely anisotropic in the other one. We also
compare our microscopic study with related mean-field tneats, and discuss the main discrepancies between
the two approaches, which in particular involve the po$igjitnf binding fractional excitations as well as the par-
ticle statistics of the holes. On a technical level, we desahe hopping of mobile holes via a quasi-stationary
approach, where effective hopping matrix elements araulztked between ground states with stationary holes
at different positions. This approach relies on the fact the model remains exactly solvable in the presence
of stationary holes, and that the motion of sufficiently stovles does not generate bulk excitations in a gapped
phase. When the bare hopping amplitude is much smaller tiga@rtergy gap, many of our results, in particular
those on the hopping properties and the particle statjstiesexact.

I. INTRODUCTION ily interested in the internal degrees of freedom possessed
by these holes, their manifestations in the single-partia-
. ) ) ) havior such as hopping properties and particle statisaicd,
The behavior of a Mott insulator upon doping remains ongheir consequences for the multi-particle ground statedba
of the constitutive open questions in the physics of stpngl ermines the observable physical properties. Our approach
correlated electron? Historically, this is in large part due to is complementary to previous phenomenological works on
the identification of this iss¥é€ as being central to the under- doped topological states as we study the exactly solvable Ki
standing of high-temperature superconductdreleed, ithas ¢y honeycomb modé¥.This two-dimensional quantum spin
been_recognized that Mott i_nsulators can enter a broad rangRodel has a topological spin-liquid ground state with frac-
of spin states, some of which are considerably more exotigona) excitationd® and it also remains exactly solvable in the

than the familiar antiferromagnetic Néel statm particular, presence of vacanciéSince our approach is applicable only
Anderson suggestéthat the parent state of high-temperaturej,, the regime of slow hopping when the hopping amplitude
superconductors is a resonating-valence-bond (RVB)diqui s much smaller than the energy gap of the elementary exci-
staté with no conventional order. This suggestion in turn Pro-tations, we restrict our attention to the spatially anispic
vided motivation for the study of such unconventional Spi”(AbeIian) gapped phase of the model. For a recent numerical

states® and it has been establis#ed that the RVB lig-  york on the spatially isotropic gapless phase, see the exact
uid state belongs to the class of fractidhalopological? diagonalization study by Troussettal 15

states. The effective low-energy excitations above these n There is an additional methodological interest in this work

symmetry-breaking topological states are fractional ia th 55 e kitaev honeycomb model lies at the intersection of an

sense that theg carrﬁ/ onI%/ a fraction of fthel splln ;g;harggxact microscopic solution and a standard phenomenologica
quantum numbers that characterize a single ele € treatment in terms of RVB trial wave functicighat is ap-

simplest examplle Of such Iow-energyfraction.aliz.atiorpiﬂs licable to doped Mott insulators in general. The trial wave
charge separation in the case of the RVB liquid, where thg , tion can optimize the magnetic interaction energy via

elementary excitations are neutral spinful fermions (Sp8) (anti)ferromagnetic pairing, while a subsequent meau-fiel
decomposition naturally leads to a BCS-type Hamiltonian. |
#e absence of doping, the constraint of single occupancy is
enforced by an appropriate (numerical or approximate) pro-
jection proceduré®l’ while in the presence of doping, this
In this work, we provide a controlled and microscopic anal-projection procedure requires softening.

ysis of mobile holes hopping in a topological quantum spin In this framework, low-energy fractionalization in uncon-
liquid containing such fractional excitations. We are @im ventional spin states is typically captured by a slaveigart

electron or a missing electron (hole) translates into thedy
ics of these fractional excitations.
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(parton) construction, in which electrons are represebted are fermions, while they are taken to be bosons by the slave-
combinations of fractional degrees of freedom such as sgino particle construction of Ref. 23.
and holong® Depending on the precise forms of the slave- The structure of the paper is as follows. In Sék. II, we pro-
particle construction and the subsequent mean-field deconvide an extended summary of our most important results. In
position, several distinct slave-particle mean-field tieocan ~ Secs[1ll and 1V, we review the general properties of the un-
be constructed for the same Hamiltonian. The possible meamtoped Kitaev honeycomb model and its spatially anisotropic
field saddle points are most efficiently classified in the #am gapped phase, respectively. In Set. V, we introduce station
work of projective symmetry groug$,while the fluctuations  ary holes into the model and specify their internal degrées o
around these mean-field saddle points generally give rise tffeedom. In Sed_¥I, we discuss the single-particle behavio
gauge theoriet1° Importantly, there are an extremely large of slow mobile holes, including their hopping propertiesian
number of distinct saddle point8,and it is hard to decide particle statistics. In SeE_VII, we describe the multitje
which of these saddle points are staBléGiven a Hamilto-  ground state and the resulting physical properties of tipedo
nian, it is not clear how to choose the most relevant saddlenodel. In Secd_VIII, we qualitatively consider mobile holes
point, and therefore the construction of a slave-particdam  beyond the regime of slow hopping. In SEc] IX, we compare
field theory is not a fully controlled procedure. our exact microscopic results with the corresponding mean-
The doped Kitaev honeycomb model has been studiefield results in Ref. 23. Finally, in Sel X, we conclude the
extensively in the framework of slave-particle mean-fieldpaper with suggestions for future research.
theories??23and in particular, the mean-field construction by
You et al. recovers the exact ground-state correlations in the

limit of the undoped mode® Since the exact microscopic so- Il. EXTENDED SUMMARY
lution and the phenomenological mean-field constructien co
incide at this natural starting point of the investigatidime We now provide an extended summary of our most impor-

setting of the Kitaev honeycomb model provides a controlled,n resylits. The next two sections review the undoped Kitae
way of clarifying the relation between the microscopic aml t  qneycomb model as background for the new results in the re-
phenomenological approaches. maining sections. In SelcJll, we introduce the model and de-
Our most important results about the properties of singlescribe its exact solution. It is recalled that the grountestéd
mobile holes are summarized in Tafle I. In particular, we findthe model has a topological degeneracy and that the elemen-
that the holes in the doped model possess internal degreesaky excitations above the ground state are fractional @g th
freedom because they can bind the fractional excitatiotteof can only be created in pairs. There are two kinds of elemen-
undoped model. The holes therefore carry fractional quantu tary excitations: fluxes, which always have a gapped energy
numbers, and these quantum numbers are robust against Sﬁ'g’:}jbctrum, and fermions, which have a gapped or a gapless
local perturbations as they are associated with the superse energy spectrum, depending on the model parameters. From
tion sectors of the model. Crucially, the distinct hole type Sec[TV, we restrict our attention to the gapped phase of the
with different quantum numbers have fundamentally différe model, which is characterized by a gapped energy spectrum
single-particle properties. Depending on their quantumnu  for both fluxes and fermions. We refer to a simple limiting
bers, holes can be either bosons or fermions, while holés witpoint in this phase, the isolated dimer limit, where the niode
distinct quantum numbers can have non-trivial (anyoni@}re consists of infinitesimally coupled spin dimers. Furthereyo
tive statistics. Furthermore, the various hole types hale s we explain the notion of superselection sectors to quatitify
ingly different hopping properties. Specifically, the hogp  fractional nature of isolated excitation clusters.

dimensionality is a function of the hole type: certain hales In Sec[V, we introduce the formalism for describing holes,
free to hop in two dimensions, while others are confined toand discuss how the elementary degrees of freedom (modes)
hop in one dimension only. are affected by the presencemtoles. The main result of

The internal degrees of freedom have a crucial effect orhis section is that each hole in the model has three loahlize
the physical properties of the doped model, and the fraation internal modes at much smaller energies than the remaining
guantum numbers in the multi-particle ground state depend obulk modes (fluxes and fermions). Excitations in these three
the model parameters. This means that bare holes can be iimternal modes are characterized by three internal quantum
duced to bind fractional excitations in the ground hésmd  numbers: the flux quantum numbler= {0, 1}, the fermion
that the presence of the resulting composite particles is olguantum numbey = {0, 1}, and the plaquette quantum num-
servable in the physical properties. Importantly, our itssu berp = {0,1}. The quantum numbers and ¢ specify the
can also be juxtaposed to those obtained from related slavé&inds of fractional excitations (fluxes and fermions) botmd
particle mean-field theories. The most closely related mearthe hole. They therefore determine its superselectiorosect
field treatment in Ref. 23 studies the isotropic gapless@bfis via an equivalent excitation cluster (see Tdble I). The quan
the same model, and two significant observations arise frotum numberp is related to the discrete spin-rotation symme-
a careful comparison between the two approaches. First, they c** — —o®:*. It therefore acts as a spin quantum number
mean-field treatment unsurprisingly fails to capture the fo and determines the local magnetization around the holeeSin
mation of composite particles consisting of bare holes and andq quantify the fractional nature of the hole, they are ro-
fractional excitations. Second, the particle statistitbare  bust against arbitrary local perturbations of sufficieistiyall
holes are different in the two approaches: we find that thewtrength. This robustness does not exteng itogeneral, but



Hole type Interpretation Superselection sectdr Hopping dimensionality| Absolute statistic§ Relative statistics
heo | 97 0 Bare hole Trivial (1) 2D (free & isotropic) Fermion Trivial
qg=1 Hole + fermion Combined ¢ x m) 2D (free & anisotropic) Boson Non-trivial
h—1 q=0 Hole + flux Electric () 1D (confined) Fermion Non-trivial
q=1 | Hole + flux + fermion Magnetic (n) 1D (confined) Fermion Non-trivial

TABLE I: Summary of the most important hole properties fdfetient combinations of the flux quantum numides= {0, 1} and the fermion
qguantum numbeg = {0, 1}: interpretations in terms of elementary excitations bowugherselection sectors of equivalent excitation claster
generic hopping properties (see details in Elg. 8), absqatticle statistics, and relative particle statistiez(details in Table_VlI).

it does so in the important special case of a Heisenbergrpertutremely anisotropic. The two complementary regimes remain
bation. We also consider interactions between holes and findpplicable in the presence of hole interactions as bothtthe a
an attractive two-hole interaction that is diagonahi@ndp  tractive interaction and the Coulomb repulsion are diagjona
but not ing. To ensure that holes do not undergo pair forma-in the quantum numbek. In the first regime, a mean-field
tion or phase separation, we implicitly assume the presehce treatment restricted th = 0 holes reveals that there is a criti-

a sufficiently strong Coulomb repulsion as well. cal hole density above which= 1 holes appear. Since these
In Sec[V], we introduce the formalism for describing hole holes are bosons, their coherent condensation leads tgezhar
hopping, and discuss the hopping properties of isolateeishol superfluid behavior and a spontaneous net magnetization. In

in the model. Our approach is restricted to the regime of slovthe second regime, a mean-field treatment restrictéd-tol
hopping, where the bulk modes are not excited as the hoppirigoles reveals that scattering between coexisging 0 holes
amplitude is much smaller than their energy gap. This sectioandq = 1 holes facilitates hopping in both dimensions of the
has two main results. First, the internal quantum numhbers lattice. This implies that the conductivity anisotropy bees
q, andp are all conserved by the hopping. The various holeweaker as the hole density is increased.
types with different quantum numbers can therefore bedteat  In Sec[VIIl, we qualitatively discuss hole hopping beyond
as distinct particles. Second, the hopping properties @i@ h the regime of slow hopping, where the bulk modes are excited
are unaffected by its quantum numbebut are strikingly af-  as the hopping amplitude is larger than their energy gaph Eac
fected by its quantum numbehsandq. Since the modelis hole is then surrounded by a cloud of fluctuating excitations
spatially anisotropic in the gapped phase, the two perpendi (fluxes and fermions), but the internal quantum numlets
ular dimensions of the lattice are not equivalent. At a giener andp are applicable as long as the hole density is sufficiently
point of the gapped phasé, = 0 holes are free to hop in small so that the excitation clouds around different holes d
two dimensions, whileh = 1 holes are confined to hop in not merge. However, any hole with quantum numbers other
one dimension only (see Taljle ). Restricting our attention thanh = 0 andq = 0 is unstable against a spontaneous decay
h = 0 holes, the two-dimensional hopping problemyof 0 into a lower-energy hole with = 0 andq = 0.
holes is approximately isotropic, while that@f= 1 holes is In Sec[IX, we compare our results from the exact descrip-
strongly anisotropic. This difference is amplified in the-is  tijon with those in Ref. 23 that are obtained from a mean-field
lated dimer limit, wherg = 0 holes remain free to hop in two  treatment. By contrasting the respective ground statefipeare
dimensions, whilg; = 1 holes become confined to hop in one two main discrepancies between the two approaches. First,
dimension only. We also determine the absolute and the rethe quantum numbers andq that specify the kinds of frac-
ative particle statistics of the various hole types (sedelBb  tional excitations bound to the hole are captured in the ex-
and provide an intuitive explanation for our results by refe act description but ignored in the mean-field treatment.- Sec
ring to the fermionic nature of the bare holes and the anyonignd, the two approaches predict different particle stasisor
nature of the fractional excitations bound to them. holes withh = 0 andq = 0: they are fermions in the exact

In Sec[V1l, we describe the multi-hole state representingiescription but bosons in the mean-field treatment.
a finite density of mobile holes, and determine the ground-
state hole quantum numbeétsq, andp that minimize the en-
ergy of such a multi-hole state. In the absence of hole inter-
actions, there are two complementary regimes distingdishe
by the model parameters. In the first regime, all holes in the
ground state are fermions with quantum numbees 0 and
q = 0. They therefore fill two identical Fermi seas with differ-
ent quantum numbegs= {0, 1}. Since these holes are freeto  The Kitaev honeycomb model is an exactly solvable two-
hop in two dimensions, the electrical conductivity is apgro  dimensional quantum spin mod€lEach site of the underly-
mately isotropic. In the second regime, all holes in the gcbu ing honeycomb lattice supports a spin one-half degree ef fre

Ill.  KITAEV HONEYCOMB MODEL

A. Introduction of the model

state are fermions with quantum numbeérs- 1. They there-
fore fill four identical Fermi seas with different quantunmmu
bersg = {0, 1} andp = {0, 1}. Since these holes are confined nents. The sites of the bipartite lattice can be divided twtm
to hop in one dimension only, the electrical conductivitgxs

dom (particle), and each spin is coupled to its three neighbo
by Ising interactions involving the three different spimgoo-

sublatticesd andB, while the bonds can be divided into three
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FIG. 2: Site labeling convention for the generators of thaploper-
ator group: the plaquette operatdis- (a) and the topological oper-

FIG. 1: (Color online) lllustration of the honeycomb lattiwith di- atorsiWx (b) andWy (c).

mensionsNxy = 5 and Ny = 4. Due to the periodic boundary
conditions in theX andY” directions, several sites are identified with

each other, such as the three sites marked by red rectamglaben  0dd (€ven) numbers belong to the sublattices).

three sites marked by blue triangles. Inequivalent sitésérsublat- The loop operator$Vc are commu_ting non-dynamic ob-
tice A (B) are marked by white (black) dots. Examples of the threeservables because they commute with each other as well as
bond types#, y, z) are also indicated. the HamiltonianH,,. This means that the different flux sectors

characterized by distinct eigenvaluesl( of the loop opera-

tors can be considered independently. Furthermore, thepgro
classesr, y, andz based on their orientations (see i. 1). If spanned by all loop operators is generated by a finite number
oy = {z,y, 2} gives the type of the bond connecting two of 7, loop operators: those corresponding to the plaquéttes
neighboring site$ and!’, each sitd has three neighbors(l)  and the topological string& andY going around the lattice
with & = {z,y, 2} such thaty, 5(;) = &. Using this notation, iy the X andY directions. Using the site labeling convention

the Hamiltonian of the model reads as in Fig.[d, these generating loop operators take the forms
_ o«
Ho = Z Z Ja01 o) 1) Wp = ofoyoioiolog,
leA a=z,y,z z_z =z z
Wx = —070505...05xn,, 3)
herec{* are the physical (Pauli) spin operators, ahd, Uy a oy v z
Wi l LA Wy = —010503040505070g ...05n, 109N, -

are the Ising coupling strengths on they, andz bonds, re-
spectively. In the following, we assume without loss of gene Importantly, there are onlyv — 1 independent plaguette op-
alitythat0 < J, < J, <J. =1. . erators due to the global constra]ft, Wp = 1. This means
We consider a lattice with periodic boundary conditions inghat only N + 1 flux degrees of freedom are found for the
both the horizontal X) and the vertical ) directions. The  griginal 2V spin degrees of freedom and that the remaining
Nx x Ny lattice hasV = Nx Ny plaquettes2N sites, and 7~ 1 degrees of freedom still need to be identified. Note also
3N bonds (see Fidl1). Based on their relative displacementg,a; the excitation energies corresponding to the flux degre

in the X' direction, the horizontal plaquette stripes of the lat-f freedom are discussed in Sdcs. 11 D &nd IV A.
tice can be divided into two classes, even and odd, suchithat a

even (odd) stripe is neighbored only by odd (even) stripes. W

assume thalVy is even so that periodic boundary conditions C. Fermion degrees of freedom

are applicable in th& direction without a stripe mismatch be-

tween the top and the bottom of the lattice. Note though that To solve the model exactly in each flux secforc: = -1},

these boundary conditions are specified only for the PUrpOSgyr Majorana fermions are introduced at each sitéthe lat-
of completeness and that our main results are in fact mdeperﬁce. ¢ andb® with a — «, v, 2.3 The corresponding opera-
. 1 — s Yy £

dent of the boundary conditions. tors satisfy the standard anticommutation relations

(67,05} = 200600, (B0) =1,

{a,ar} = 2600, i =1, (4)

The Hamiltonian in Eq[{1) can be solved exactly by means {b?, Cz/} = 0.
of a standard proceduté The first step is to notice that there
is a commuting non-dynamic observabl&: for each closed The physical spin operators are then expressed in termg of th
loop C' of the lattice. For a loog’ containingL sites labeled Majorana fermions as{* = ib{*¢;. From this expression and
{1,2,..., L}, this non-dynamic observable is the relations in Eq[{4), certain properties of the spin aper
We = %12 01250235023 001,001 ) tors carll be immediately recoverdd;", o;}'] =0forl #1,

toteome s Lot {o¢, 00"} = 0fora # o/, and(cf)? = 1.
Since the lattice is bipartite, the lengthof the loop is always Since complex fermions are more straightforward to under-
even. We also assume in the following that sites labeled witlstand than Majorana fermions, it is useful to construct com-

B. Flux degrees of freedom
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plex fermions by pairing up the Majorana fermions in an ap-In terms of these new matter fermiong, the Hamiltonian in

propriate manner. Each Majorana fermigfhbelongs to an  Eq. (8) takes the free-fermion form

end of a bond, and the standard choice is to pair up the ones

that belong to the two ends of the same bond. For each site N ;

[ € A, three complex bond fermions are then obtained as H, = Z Sk (2¢k¢k - 1) . (11)
k=1

Xi = % [blo‘ - ibg(l)} , (X?)Jr = % [blo‘ + ibg(l)] . ()  The ground-state energy in the given bond fermion sector is
then—>", Sk, and the elementary excitations are the free
Each Majorana fermion, belongs to a site, and the standard matter fermionsy;, with excitation energiess;.
choice is to pair up the ones that belong to any two sites con- It is important to understand the relation between the com-
nected by & bond. In terms of; 4 = ¢; ande; 5 = ¢,y that ~ Muting non-dynamic observables in the physical spin pectur
are defined for each sifec A, one complex matter fermion and the Majorana fermion picture: the loop operators and the

is then obtained for each pair of sites as bond fermion operators, or equivalently, the flux sectoid an
the bond fermion sectors. When expressed in terms of the
1 ) 1 ) Majorana fermions, the loop operat take the form
= 3 (c1a+icB), flT =3 (ct,a —icp). (6) : P operatdis

WC _ ba1,2ba1,2ba2,3ba2,3 baL,lbaL,l (12)

: . - 71 2 2 3 VL 1

The state of the bond fermiog* can be measured with the — G 9li3 903 alis 4 - . p_1 LA1L,

bond fermion operatoib;'by, ;) = 1 — 2(x™) "%, while the R o

state of the matter fermiofy can be measured with the mat- and in particular, the plaquette operatlirs become

ter fermion operatoric; a¢;p = 1 — 2flel. We say that a

bond (matter) fermion is excited if its bond (matter) fermio Wp = 1y 203 213 415,415 611 6. (13)

operator takes an eigenvalué rather thant1. ) ) )
When expressed in terms of the Majorana fermions thd hese expressions show that the non-dynamic observables in

Hamiltonian in Eq.[(L) takes the form the physical spin p_icturg are uniquely determined by those i
the Majorana fermion picture. However, the converse can not
. . be true because there &3& bond fermion operators in the
Hy=iY Y Jalianica, (7 P

Majorana fermion picture for only¥ + 1 loop operators in the
physical spin picture. In fact, there is a gauge transfoionat
where the3 N bond fermion operatorg ) = ib?bg(l) are Di= bfb}’bfcl_for each site th_at flips three bond fermlons_

' @Jt does not flip any loops. This means that the bond fermion

commuting non-dynamic observables because they commu .
with each other as well as the Hamiltoni&h,. This means sectors before and after th_e gauge transformation (;omrdspo
to the same flux sector. Sinde = [, D; does not flip any

that the different bond fermion sectors characterized By di bond fermions, there aN — 1 independent gauge trans-

tinct eigenvalues£1) of the bond fermion operators can be ; tionsD d the di bet i b ¢
considered independently. On the other hand, the Hamiltoormations2, and the discrepancy between the NUmbers o
on-dynamic observables is thus explained.

ian Hy i dratic and h tly solvable i h bond' . : . .
nian g 1S quadrafic and ience exacty sovab’e I each bon The gauge redundancy in the Majorana fermion picture fol-

fermion sector{u; o) = (o)) = *1}. If the Majorana : . .
fermionsc; corresponding to the two sublattices are incorpo—lOWS ffom. an enlarged I_-||Ibert space with respect to t_he_phy5|
cal spin picture. In particular, the Hilbert space of a sirgjte

rated into two vectors, g with elementca); = ¢, 4 and . . ; . . . .

(cB)i = c1p, the Hamiltonian in EqL]7) becomes |s_4 d|m_enS|qnaI in the I\_/Iajorana fgrm|on picture and qﬁly
’ dimensional in the physical spin picture. This discrepascy

consistent with the fact that the spin identityo o/ o} = 1

IEA a=x,y,z

= T . . 5 = 7 . - - . . .
Hy=icq-M-cp, My =uz0)Je.0y ) jgine physical spin picture translates into the gauge caimst
. . . D; = +1 in the Majorana fermion picture. In fact, all the
whereJalwz(l,) = 0if landz(l") are not neighbors. The matrix ! + J P

states in the Majorana fermion picture that are related ¢b ea
M has asingular value decompositibh= U -S- V", where  other by gauge transformatiofis are equivalent descriptions

S is a positive-semidefinite diagonal matrix, whleandV' of the same state in the physical spin picture. This physical
are real orthogonal matrices. We assume in the following thastate can be obtained from any of the gauge-related states by
the singular values), = Sy, are in an increasing order such gz projection onto the subspace with = +1 for all /. The

that0 < 5, < Sy < ... < Sy. The orthogonal matricelS  corresponding projection operator takes the form
andV give a new set of Majorana fermions as

1+ D, ,
P= —P'(1+ D), 14
Vi, A = E Ukcras  VkB = E Viken s, 9) H( 2 > ( ) (14)
leA leA

whereP’ contains all terms ifP that flip bond fermions in in-
equivalent way€® SinceD = (—1)Vx*"s when expressed in
1 terms of the bond fermion numbaf, = > >, (x¥)'x?

1 . .
O = 5 (A +i8), oF = 5 (ka —iykp). (10)  and the matter fermion numbef; = 3, f/ fi, any states

and the corresponding complex matter fermions become



with odd total fermion number are projected to zero. Therestrengths satisfy, + .J, < J.. Since all fluxes and fermions

is a resulting global constraint for physical states: the to have finite excitation energies, the ground state in thiseha
tal fermion numberV, + Ny must be even. In each bond is separated from the excited states by a finite energy gap. We
fermion sector with an even (odd) number of excited bondneasure all energies in units of the largest coupling sthreng
fermions, the number of excited matter fermions also must be’, = 1 and choose the two smaller coupling strengihsg to

even (odd). This means that only — 1 matter fermions can be equal. The model is then parameterized by the dimension-
be excited independently from each other. The origitdl  less coupling strengthf = J, = J,, < 1/2.

spin degrees of freedom are then fully recovered via the-iden

tification of the2 N natural degrees of freedom in the model:

the NV + 1 fluxes and theV — 1 fermions. A. Isolated dimer limit

When considering the gapped phase, it is useful to start any
D. Ground state and excitations discussion in the isolated dimer limit of = 0. In this limit,
the model separates inty isolated (non-interacting) spin

The exact solution of the model provides a simple procedimers along: bonds?’ Since the two spins in any dimer are
dure for identifying its ground staé.Each flux sector can be coupled by a ferromagnetic Ising tersoo? ), they must
considered individually and represented with one of itse&or be either both up or both down in the ground state. However,
sponding bond fermion sectors. The ground state in the fluthere is still an exponentially large ground-state degerieas
sector is then projected from that in the bond fermion sectoeach dimer can choose from two configurations. This degen-
(see Sed_IIIT), and the overall ground state is the lowest lyeracy can then be lifted by applying a perturbation theory in
ing of all these individual ground states. Furthermoreait ¢ the dimensionless coupling strength< 1.4 At fourth or-
be shown using translational invariance that the grourteé sta der in.J, the projection of the Hamiltonian in Ed.](1) onto the
is in the trivial flux sector: the one in which’p = +1 for ~ degenerate ground-state subspace is
all plaguette€® The ground-state energy, is then— ", Sy, 4
as obtained from the matri&/ in Eq. (8) using the trivial TN LA _J
bond fermion sector: the one in whieh ;) = +1 for all Ho = —N—-C(N,J) 16 XP:WP' (15)
bonds. Note that there are in principle four trivial flux sest
corresponding to the topological eigenvalués y = +1  The first term is the ground-state energyJat= 0 and the
and that this leads to the existence of four degenerate drounremaining terms are the perturbative corrections: the con-
states. However, the topological degrees of freedom are imstant termC/(V, J) shifts the energy of the entire subspace,
possible to excite locally. We therefore neglectthem irfthe  while the last term lifts the ground-state degeneracy bgispe
lowing by considering only the trivial topological sectoitv  fying the flux sector. In accordance with SEc_T11 D, the attua
Wx = Wy = +1. This means that the effective number of ground state had’r = +1 for all plaquettes.
degrees of freedom is reduced®y — 2. It is instructive to write this ground stat€) in terms of

It is also revealed by the exact solution that the elementarpoth the physical spins and the Majorana fermions. In the
excitations above the ground state are plaquettes (fluxels) a physical spin picture, it can be obtained by a projectiomfro
fermions!3 We say that a plaquetfeis excited (carries a flux) any state Withcrfcrj(l) = +1 for all dimers onto the subspace
if its plaquette operatolV takes an eigenvaluel rather  with Wp = +1 for all plaquettes. For example, by projecting

than+1. In the presence of flux excitations, the flux sectorfrom the all-spins-up state}), the ground state becomes
can no longer be represented with the trivial bond fermion

sector, and the energy Sy, is larger thanly. This dif- 14+ W
2 0 o =TT (257 ) 10

ference translates into a finite flux excitation energy. Note 2 (16)

that fluxes can only be excited pairwise due to the global con-

straint] [ , Wp = 1. The matter fermion excitations, have | the Majorana fermion picture, the trivial flux sector ipre-
excitation energies, = 2.5, and by considering the distri- - sented with the trivial bond fermion sector, and the mattix
bution of these energies, two distinct phases of the model cgn Eq, (8) is the unit matrix. Since the free matter fermigps

be identified. In the gapless phase with < J. + J,, the i Eq. [10) are then identical to the original matter fernsign
smallest excitation energigs, vanish in the thermodynamic  j, g, (g), the ground state is the vacuum of the bond fermions
limit. In the gapped phase with. > .J, + J,, the excitation  an the original matter fermions. Formally, this vacuuntesta
energiesky, are all finite in the thermodynamic limit. Note o) is defined byy®|0) = 0 and;|0) = 0 for all  anda. The

that fermions can only be excited pairwise due to the globahnysical ground state in EG_{16) is thed) = P|0).

P

constraint thatV, + Ny must be even. The excitations above the ground state can be discussed in
a similar manner. The flux excitations are obtained by pro-
jecting onto a subspace with excited plaqueltés = —1
IV." GAPPED PHASE OF THE MODEL in the physical spin picture and by exciting an appropriate

set of bond fermions in the Majorana fermion picture. Due
In the following, we restrict our attention to the gappedto the presence of the gauge transformatidhsit is possi-
phase of the Kitaev honeycomb model, where the couplindple to represent any flux sector with a bond fermion sector in



which onlyz andy bond fermions are excited. Since the ma-fermion picture, the first equality is automatically saésfbe-
trix M in Eq. (8) does not depend on these bond fermion&auseﬁiau) = 1 for all bonds. The second equality can be
for J = 0, we recover the result in EJ_{{15) that the flux understood by noticing that an excitedond fermion corre-
excitation energie’p ~ J* vanish when/ — 0. The  sponds to two excited plaquettes that are either both inem ev
fermion excitations are obtained by projecting from a statestripe or both in an odd stripe while an excitedr y bond

with broken dimersrioZ ;) = —1 in the physical spin pic- fermion corresponds to one excited plaguette in an eveestri
ture and by exciting the corresponding matter fermions inand one excited plaquette in an odd stripe. Since this ptypper
the Majorana fermion picture. Sincg .; = +1 for all translates intq_[PEM Wp = (=1)Mx=+Nxv and the relation

dimers when on!yv andy bon? fermions are exci_ted, there-  _ iy (1 — 211 1) implies[ [, , A = (—1)Nx=+2s, the
lation oo ) = du,.)(1 — 2f] fi) shows that excited matter second equality recovers the global constraint fiat+ Ny
fermions indeed correspond to broken dimers. Furthermorenust be even for physical states.

it follows from both pictures that these fermion excitagail There is an alternative formulation of the global constisain
have exactly the same enerfy = 2. given in Eq. [I8) where one electric (magnetic) charger)

Itis a conceptual problem that we requife> 0 for a finite  is assigned to each excited plaguette in an even (odd) stripe
plagquette excitation energy but= 0 for the presence of the and one from both chargesindm is assigned to each broken
isolated dimers. In fact, since the localized matter femmiat ~ dimer. The global constraints in this formulation are tHnet t
J = 0 all have the same excitation energy, even an infinitesitotal numbers of electric charged’() and magnetic charges
mally small perturbation’ < 1 is enough to delocalize them (XV,,) both must be evek In particular, if there are isolated
across the entire lattice and have them form a band of a smatlusters of excitations in the lattice, each of them can hs-cl
width AE; ~ J. This implies that the free (delocalized) mat- sified into four superselection sectors based on the types of
ter fermionsg,, and the original (localized) matter fermions unpaired charges it contains: trividl)( electric ¢), magnetic
fi are entirely different for any’ > 0. To obtain the ground (m), and combineds= e x m). When different clusters are
state at/ > 0, the vacuum statl)) is then projected onto the combined, the superselection sector of the combined clisste
subspace where no free matter fermigpsre excited. Using given by the fusion rules in Tabl€ II. Using this language, th
this method, the physical ground state takes the form global constraints mean that the combination of all clsster

belongs to the trivial superselection sector

N
@) =P T (o) 10) (17)
k=1

1
Although the perturbation mixes the various creation opera e
tors, and consequently, the various annihilation opesator m
gether, it does not significantly mix the creation operatdtis -
the annihilation operators. This implies that the- 0 ground
state in Eq.[(II7) is close to the = 0 ground state”|0) and  TaBLE II: Fusion rules governing the combination of supéestion
can be described faithfully in terms of the localized mattersectors when different excitation clusters are combined.
fermions. In the following, we therefore often simultansiyu
assume a finite plaquette excitation energy and localized ma  The mostimportant property of the superselection secsors i
ter fermions, always mentioning when the perturbativerinte that they are robust against arbitrary local perturbatiGitsce
actions between the matter fermions are important. a local perturbation acts only within one excitation clusite
could only change the superselection sector of the cluster b
also violating at least one global constraint. The supecsel
B. Global constraints and superselection sectors tion sector of an excitation cluster can then only be changed
by a non-local perturbation that also changes the supersele
The numbers of independent flux and fermion excitationgion sector of a different cluster or creates an additiohsiter
are limited by two essential global constraints. In the ptais ~ with a non-trivial superselection sector.
spin picture, these two constraints can be obtained byingtic
that the product of all plaquette operatd¥s corresponding

S o~ oo
o —~ o 3|3

= o I oo

1
1
e
m
€

to plaguettes in evem] stripes, or alternatively, plaguettes in V. STATIONARY HOLES

odd () stripes is equivalent to the product of all dimer opera-

tors\; = ofcrj(l). Mathematically, these two relations are A. Description of holes
H Wp = H Wp = H Al (18) We introduce: holes into the Kitaev honeycomb model by
Pén Pep leA removing the spin one-half particles fronsites of the honey-

comb lattice. For the model with > 0 holes, the exact solu-
Since thé¥Vp and the)\; are allZ, variables, the first equality tion in Sec[Tll is still applicable, but it needs to be perfad
recovers the global constraiff, Wp = 1, while the second in a different way because there are no Majorana fermions
equality become$[,c s \i [1pc, Wp = 1. Inthe Majorana  at the hole site&! It is then not clear how to construct com-



plex fermions from the remaining Majorana fermions, and the
bond fermion operators, or equivalently, the plaquette@pe

tors acting on the hole sites become ill-defined. <>

To fix this problem, we use an alternative description: the

spin one-half particles are not actually removed from thie ho

sites, but only their Ising interactions with their neighbare

switched off. This way, we obtai2™ copies of the original

model that correspond to the different configurations of the

n non-interacting hole spins. Since there are still Majorana

fermions at all sites, the bond fermion operators and the pla

guette operators remain well-defined. This means that the ex

act solution can be performed in exactly the same way as iFIG. 3: Simultaneous gauge transformatidisando; relating the

Sec[TIl. However, there is an additiorit-fold degeneracy bond fermion sectors around a hole gite A (white dot) when there

due to the presence of the non-interacting hole spins, which is no flux bound to the hole. Each bond fermion sector is labele

unphysical and hence must be discarded. with the excited bond fermions (thick lines) and the coroesing
Formally, we can demand all hole spins to be in the Splnplaquette operator eigenvalues1). Our convention is to consider

up state:o; = +1 for all sitesl € A, whereA is the set of O the two bond fermion sectors on the left.

hole sites. To obtain a physical state, we then need to use the

appropriate projection operator, which takes the form

<>

@, surrounding all three hole plaquettes. The negative excita
Ox = H (1 + Uf) _ H (1 + ibfcl) . (19 tion energyEo < 0 means that the hole loop operatéts,
2 preferentially take eigenvaluesl in the ground staté& More
precisely, since the global constrajrt, Wp = 1 translates
Note that the treatment of the unphysical hole spins is cominto [[,c , W, = 1 when no bulk plaquettes are excited, the
pletely analogous to the treatment of the unphysical Majara hole loop operatoiq, is —1 for all hole sites whem is even
fermions. In the Majorana fermion picture, different ssate and for all but one hole sites when's odd.
corresponding to the same state in the physical spin picture Since the hole loop operator 1§, = WpzWpy Wz in
are related by gauge transformatidns We can work in dif-  terms of the individual hole plaquette operators we say tha
ferent gauges and then use the proje€tdo enforce the con- the hole at sité has a flux bound to it if its hole loop opera-
straintD; = +1 at all sites. In the hole spin picture, different tor W, takes an eigenvaluel rather thant+1. This relation
states corresponding to the same state in the actual hele piglso suggests that each hole has a hole flux nigdeith a
ture are related by gauge transformatiofis, . We can work  finite excitation energy and two independent hole plaquette
in different gauges and then use the projec®y to enforce  modesP”* with zero excitation energies. In fact, there is
the constraint7 = +1 at all hole sites. one fewer hole plaquette mode due to the presence of the un-
physical hole spin: the four plaquette sectors correspandi
to Wpe= = +1 in the hole spin picture are pairwise related
B. Internal degrees of freedom by the gauge transformatiarf, and the corresponding bond
fermion sectors in the Majorana fermion picture are paiewis
We now investigate how the excitations above the groundelated by the gauge transformatiaisando;. These gauge
state as discussed in SEC_T11 D are affected by the intrstuct transformations are illustrated in FId. 3. In the followjivge
of n > 0 holes into the model. Since each hole corresponds t&Se the convention in which the two remaining bond fermion
one fewer spin degree of freedom and the topological degreggctors are related to each other by the opeiafof flipping
of freedom are neglected, the total numbeZafdegrees of the z and thez bond fermions around the hole site When
freedom (modes) i8N — n — 2. We restrict our attention to there is no flux bound to the hole, this means that the two re-
the thermodynamic limit ofVx y» — oo and assume that the maining plaquette sectors willvp» = +1 are distinguished
holes in the model are isolated such that the smallest distan by Wp: = Wp: = +1. In conclusion, if the model contains
between any two holes B > 1. n > O holes, there areV — 3n bulk plaquette (flux) modes
In the presence af > 0 holes, we distinguish two types With excitation energie&r ~ J*, there aren — 1 hole flux
of plaguettes: hole plaquettes that contain one hole site ea modes with excitation energiés, ~ J*, and there are hole
and bulk plaquettes that contain no hole sites. Each hale siolaguette modes with zero excitation energies. Note tfeat th
I € Ais contained by three plaquettés¥** whose corre- number of independent hole flux modes is reduced lblyie
sponding plaquette operatdiéy-.».- act on the hole site with  to the global constrairf, Wp = 1.
o,"Y"*, respectively. The number of hole plaquettes is there- In the presence of > 0 holes, we distinguish two types
fore 3n and the number of bulk plaquettesis— 3n. From  of fermions: hole fermions and bulk fermions. Whén= 0,
a perturbation theory iy < 1, there is a finite excitation hole fermions are localized at dimers that contain one litde s
energyEp ~ +J* for bulk plaquettes and no excitation en- each, while bulk fermions are localized at dimers that danta
ergy for hole plaquettes. However, at each hole kite A,  no hole sites. Since the bulk dimers have Ising interactions
there is a finite excitation enerdy, ~ —.J* forthe holeloop  —o; 07, there is a finite excitation enerdy; = 2 for the

leA leA



bulk fermions. However, since the Ising interactions of the h=0 h=1 h=1
hole dimers are switched off, there is no excitation energy
for the hole fermions. Whed > 0, the bulk fermions de-
localize across the entire lattice (see $ec. JVA), butthHeho p=0
fermions remain localized at their holes. More precisalgle stripe
hole fermion wave function forms a wedge of opening angle
/3 around its hole and its amplitude decays exponentially
with distance? Since there is one hole fermion for each hole,
there areV — n bulk fermion modes with excitation energies - 4
E; ~ 1, and there are — 1 hole fermion modes with zero
excitation energies. Note that the number of independdat ho
fermion modes is reduced hydue to the global constraint
that N, + Ny must be even. FIG. 4: Bond fermion sectors around a hole sgite A (white dot)
The independerit; modes of the model with > 0 holes  for different combinations of the flux quantum numtier= {0, 1}
are summarized in Tableldll. We distinguish two classes ofand the plaguette quantum numbet= {0, 1}. Each bond fermion
modes depending on their excitation energies and the gcalirsector is labeled with the excited bond fermions (thickdjnend the
of their numbers withV andn. The bulk fluxes and the bulk corresponding plaquette operator eigenvaldes)(Forh = 1, there
fermions are external (bulk) modes: they have large exgitat 2a'€ two cases depending on whetlfigris in an even stripe or in an
energies > J* and their numbers scale with the system sizeodd stripe. The triple dqts indicate a string of excited bferchions
N. These modes are extremely hard to treat in the thermody°""ecting wo holes with = 1.
namic limit. Conversely, the hole fluxes, the hole fermions,

and the hole plaquettes are internal modes: they have small,e In the case of holes labeleg = {1,2,...,n}, there

excitation energie® < J® and their numbers scale with the are3n internal modes characterized By quantum numbers

hole number.. Since these modes are associated with individh_ ¢;, andp;. Since fluxes and fermions can only be excited
Jr 1] J"

ual holes, it i; straightforward to treat them in the limitevh pairwise, the quantum numbelis andg; are not fully inde-
the holes are isolated. Due to the dn‘ferentenergy scaldeeof pendent from each other. In particular, the global constrai
two classes of modes, we can self-consistently neglectthe e »Wp = 1translates intd, h; = even, while the global
citations in the h|gh-energy bulk modes, and concentralfe on ;nstraint thatV, + N, is even, or equivalently, thaV, is
on the low-energy internal modes. even translates intd_; ¢; = even. The various formulations
of these two global constraints are presented in Tadle IV.

odd
stripe

Mode type Excitation Number| Quantum Global . . :
energy | of modes number constraint Flux constraint Fermion constraint
Bulk fermion ~1 N —n Physical spins [I-We=1 [LeadIlpe, WPp=1
Bulk flux ~J* N —3n Majorana fermionsAutomatically satisfied N, + Ny = even
Hole flux ~J® n—1 | h={0,1}] >, h; =even E/Mcharges | N.+ N, =even N, = even
Hole fermion 0 n—1|q¢=1{0,1}| 32, ¢; =even Quantum numbers  »°. h; = even 2,4 =even
Hole plaquette 0 n p=40,1}

TABLE IV: Formulations of the two essential global conshtaiin

TABLE III: Energy hierarchy of independefit, modes in the model ~ €rms of the physical spins, the Majorana fermions, thetetet
with n > 0 holes. For the internal modes, the corresponding quanMagnetic charges, and the internal quantum numbers.

tum numbers are also specified along with any global comssrain

them. The total number of modes28/ — n — 2 as expected. We are now ready to write down the ground std(é%y )

that correspond to the different values of the internalpquan
fum quantum numbers. Using the method of $ec. ]V A, each

Each hole in the model has three internal modes, and w d is obtained f h aich
characterize these three internal modes with tigeguantum groun State Is o talne. rom the vacuum stajeby a pro- .
jection onto an appropriate subspace. Formally, the physic

numbersh, ¢, andp. The flux quantum number is= 1 if the . ;
hole has a flux bound to it arfdl= 0 otherwise. The fermion 8round state fon > 0 holes at sites\ = {13} with quantum
numbersh = {h;}, ¢ = {¢;}, andp = {p;} reads as

guantum number ig = 1 if the corresponding hole fermion
is excited and; = 0 otherwise. The meaning of the plaquette A\

guantum numbep depends on the flux quantum number: if ’Qh7q7p> = QaPFy:nBp&i0). (20)

h = 0, thenp = 0 means no hole plaquette excitations andBefore enforcing the gauge constraints with the projeation

p = 1 means two hole plaguette excitations in two neighbor-eratorsP andQa, the vacuum statf) is acted upon by sev-
ing stripes, while if» = 1, thenp = 0 means one hole pla- eral operators setting the bond fermion and the matter tarmi
guette excitation in an even stripe amd= 1 means one hole sectors. The first operatdf, is responsible for binding fluxes
plaguette excitation in an odd stripe. The correspondimglbo to all holes withh; = 1. Mathematically,X}, is an appro-
fermion sectors are shown in FIg. 4. Importantly, the dstin priate product of x{*)' operators along a set of strings con-
tion between even and odd stripes ensuresats always  necting the holes witlh; = 1 pairwise. Note that the global
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constrainty ; h; = even ensures that the holes with= 1 lection sectors that the hole can belong to. This correspon-
can always be paired up. Importantly, we chodgesuch that  dence is presented in Talglé V. Note that if the bulk modes are
it does not excite any bond fermions and creates the excited not excited, isolated holes can indeed be thought of as iso-
plaquette in an even stripe for each hole (see[Big. 4). In thifated excitation clusters with well-defined superselectiec-
case,X, is a product of an even number off*)" operators, tors. Furthermore, since the projection opera@or enforces
and therefore it excites an even number of bond fermions. The; = +1 at the hole sitd, there is a finite local magneti-
remaining two operators in Eq.(20) are given by zation ocay = (—1)7*? at the neighboring site(l).X* This
. magnetization can be reversed by applying the transfoomati
e \PI oc®* — —g™* to all spins except the hole spin. On the other
H (Zblj blj) ) (21)

By hand, such a discrete spin rotation is also a symmetry of the

J model: it flips the hole plaquetted™* and changes the sign

1
N n n .
B i 1—q; .t 145 K of the hole dimer operatox;. It therefore corresponds to a
Fon = H (¢’€¢k) H (¢j ;9 ) H [fz(zj)} ’ switch in the plaquette quantum numbeonly. To summa-
k=n+1 J=1 7=t rize, the flux and the fermion quantum numbers determine the
SN e : superselection sector, while the plaquette quantum number
wherez(l) = 1if | € Aandz(l) = 2() ifl € B. The 0 ninec the Jocal magnetization around the hole. Impor-
operator3, sets the bond fermion sector by flipping an eventantly these results are also valid in the caseg of 0 when
number of bond fermions around the hole sites, while the op- !

—1)q4+P j i
eratorF,, projects onto one of the ground states in the given( 1) is equal to the product of dimer operators taken over

| o o a sufficiently large region around the hole dite
bond fermion sector. The original matter fermlof;%j) are

required only to ensure tha,,;, does not project to zero in
the isolated dimer limit. The free matter fermiaps are ob-
tained from the matriX/ in Eq. (8): there are hole fermions
¢ With 1 < k < n that have zero energies and — n bulk ) _ ) _
fermions¢y, with n + 1 < k < N that have finite energies _We.now discuss the interactions between two holes at a fi-
E; ~ 1. We label the hole fermions consistently such that thehite distance? away from each other. In general, the ground-
hole fermiong; is localized around the hole site Note that ~ State energy is given by, = — 3, Sk, where theN singu-

the matrix M is in general a function of the bond fermions lar valuesS;. are obtained from the matriX/ in Eq. (8). In
excited by, and thereforef,.;, depends on the flux quan- the limit of R — oo, therg are two vanishing sm_gular values
tum numbers,; via the free matter fermions,. On the other 51 = 52 = 0 corresponding to the two hole fermions, and the
hand, the bond fermions flipped 8, correspond to bonds ground-state energl,(cc) is determined by the sum of the

with switched-off interactions, and therefo,;, does not reémaining\' — 2 non-vanishing singular values. Whénis
depend on the plaquette quantum numbers finite, the interaction energy between the two holes is défine

as the change in the ground-state energy with respect to that
inthe R — oo limit: ATy =T'o(R) — T'o(00).

C. Interactions and bound states

Hole type SUperS_el_eCt'on sector The interaction energAT'y has two contributions arising
h=o | 170 Trivial (1) from two distinct interaction mechanisms. First, the sum of
g=1 | Combined ¢ x m) the N — 2 non-vanishing singular values is changed by pertur-

he1 | 4=0 Electric () bative terms similar to those in EG_{15). Second, the sargul
g=1 Magnetic (n) value S, also becomes non-vanishing due to a hybridization

between the two hole fermioAéThe first contributioml“él)

TABLE V: Superselection sectors of holes with flux quantunmAu  js non-zero for both sublattices and all directions, while t

bersh = {0, 1} and fermion quantum numbeys= {0, 1}. second contributiot\I"\) is non-zero only if the two holes

are in opposite sublattices and their relative directies In

Itis useful to interpret the internal quantum numbers in thethe wedge of opening angte/3 such that each hole fermion

isolated dimer limit. In this limit, the free matter fermi®n wave function has a finite amplitude at the hole site of the

¢, are identical to the original matter fermioifis and there-  other hole (see Fidl5). Importantly, the wedges for the two

fore the second operator in ER.121) takes the simplified formholes in the opposite sublattices point in opposite diosxt]

Fq = Fgn = H?Zl[fg(lj)]%. Note that the matri¥\/ is no  and therefore this condition for the relative directiordenti-

longer a function of the andy bond fermions excited bi;,,  cal from the point of view of both holes.

and thereforer, becomes independent of the flux quantum  Since the two contributions decay ggﬂgn ~ J2R and

numbers}g. s/ior a sir:jgle i'ﬁolar:eld hdqle at sitewith q_uarr:- AF&Q) ~ J with the distanceR, the second contribution is
tum numbersh, ¢, andp, the hole dimer operator Is then o 4ominant one at large distances. From the lowest-order
N = ofoZ, = (=1)"P. Since the product of the hole

perturbation theory ity < 1 around the isolated dimer limit,
plaquette operators i, ., Wp = (—1)"*7 in even stripes  this contribution takes the general form

and][p ., Wp = (—1) in odd stripes, we conclude that
the different combinations of the quantum numbkrand q
are in one-to-one correspondence with the different sepers

R!

R
R, (22)

AT = —
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(a) holes in the model form bound pairs alongonds. It is then
useful to investigate how these hole pairs interact withtheac
other. The interaction energqI'y, = T'((R) — I';(c0) be-
tween two hole pairs is completely analogous to that between
two single holes. In this case, there are two vanishing sin-
gular values for all distance’8, and the only contribution to
the interaction energy comes from the change in the remain-
ing N — 2 non-vanishing singular values. From a perturbation
theory around the isolated dimer limit, we obtain that therin
action energy between two hole pairs is always negative and
decays as\T', ~ J2f with the distancek?. The most neg-
FIG. 5: (Color online) Absolute interaction energI'o| between  ative interaction energAl', = —.J?2/4 is found when two
two holes as a function of their relative position whén = 1.0 holes from the respective hole pairs are at nearest-neighbo
andJ = J, = J, = 0.2. One hole is fixed (black cross) and gjtes connected by anor ay bond.

the other one is moved around (red and green dots). Each dotha , yho apsence of other interactions, the attraction betwee
an area proportional tq/|AF_O|. T_he interaction is either repulsive hole pairs leads to phase Separation,’where the holes are all
\gg:nﬁgoar?glgr%)is rmi::LaeC(}“@ ggﬁggding(b)' The wedge of bound together to form a Iar_gle cluster. However, both single
holes and hole pairs are positively charged, and theretfiese t
are also subject to a Coulomb repulsion. Since the attractio
. . between single holes is stronger than that between hols, pair
where the string of shortest lengih= R, + R, connecting e can distinguish three complementary regimes in the behav
the two holes contain&, bonds ofz type andfz, bonds of o of the model. If the Coulomb repulsion is weaker than the
y type The first contribution can also be calculated from atraction between hole pairs, the model phase separdtes. |
perturbation theory i/ < 1, but its general form is more  he Coulomb repulsion is stronger than the attraction betwe
complicated. In particularAT" can take both signs: the hole pairs but weaker than that between single holes, the ele
largest negative resumrél) = —J?/4 is found when the mentary particles of the model are hole pairs. If the Coulomb
two holes are at nearest-neighbor sites connected hyan repulsion is stronger than the attraction between singlesho
ay bond, while the largest positive resultF(()l) = J2/4is the elementary particles of the model are single holes. én th

found when the two holes are at next-nearest-neighbor sitd8llowing, we restrict our attention to single holes and limp

energyAl’y = AF81)+AF(()2) is always positive when the two the model is in the appropriate regime.

holes are in the same sublattice and always negative when the

two holes are in opposite sublattices. The absolute valfies o ] .

the interaction energies are plotted in Fig. 5. D. Robustness against local perturbations
Importantly, the first interaction mechanism correspond-

ing to AFél) is diagonal in the quantum numbeis ¢, and

p, while the second interaction mechanism corresponding t

AF&Q) is diagonal only inh andp but not ing. In particu-

lar, if we sethy 2 = p12 = 0 for simplicity and label the

It is useful to discuss the applicability of the internal gua
m numbers when a local perturbation is applied to the model
with n > 0 holes. We first notice that two arguments are ap-
parently in conflict with each other. On one hand, the quantum

. : . numbersy; andh are expected to be robust against local per-
remaining four ground Staté@fﬁqvﬁ with the ferm-|on qua.n— turbations as they are ?elated to the supersglection set(rtgr
tum numbers asgy, g2) = |Qq1,q]%>: the second interaction e model (see Seds. TV B aRd Y B). On the other hand, the
has identical matrix elements .J* between the statés,0)  quantum numberg are not strictly conserved in the presence
and|1,1), and between the statgs 1) and|1,0). Thisim- ¢ e interactions (see S&CV C). Note that the dimension-
plies that the eigenstates are in f&et, 0) + [1,1))/v2 and  |ess coupling strengti < 1 is a local perturbation in the
(0,1) + [1,0))/v/2. In the strict sense, the fermion quantum |anguage of the isolated dimer limit.
numbersy are then no longer valid quantum numbers in the  The resolution of this apparent conflict is that local per-
presence of hole interactions. However, since the intieract tyrbations assemble into non-local strings at higher ardér
is exponentially small when the holes are far apart, they argerturbation theory. If two holes (excitation clusters) aon-
still practically valid quantum numbers as they are conserv nected by such a string, only the combined superselection se
within an exponentially large timescale ./~ . tor is conserved, while the individual superselection et

Since the attractive interaction between holes in oppositean change. However, when the two holes are at a distance
sublattices is stronger than the repulsive interactioween R away from each other, such a string can be assembled only
holes in the same sublattice, the overall interaction betwe at R-th order of perturbation theory. For a local perturbation
two holes is attractive. The most negative interaction enof strengthd £’ that creates excitations with energigg, the
ergy Al'y = —1 is found when the two holes are at nearest-perturbative term responsible for changing the superseiec
neighbor sites connected by:dond. In the absence of other sector is thenv (JE/Ey). This means that the superselec-
interactions, this attraction leads to pair formation, vene  tion sector is conserved within a timescale £, /6 E) that



FIG. 6: (Color online) Effects of the Heisenberg termjsr;_
@),07 0} —uqy (B),of 0pi 1) (€). 07 07—y 1y (d), andai’af’/:w(l) (e)
on the plaquettes and the dimers (fermions) around two bheitg
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guantum numberk, ¢, andp are all conserved in the presence
of a Heisenberg perturbation if its strength satisfigs< J*
and the holes are sufficiently far apart.

VI. ISOLATED MOBILE HOLES

A. Hopping formalism

We consider a hole hopping model in which the holes in-
troduced into the Kitaev honeycomb model can propagate via
nearest-neighbor hopping. Formally, a spin one-half plarti
at a sitel’ neighboring an empty hole sifecan hop from/’
to [ with an amplitude-¢. We assume that the spin state of
the particle is not affected by the hopping. In the hole spin
picture, the hopping then exchanges the hole spihveith

sitesl (white dot) and’ (black dot). Flipped plaquettes are marked the actual spin at, and this process can be represented by an

by red crosses and flipped dimers are marked by blue rectangle

is exponentially large whehE < Ep, and R > 1. Note
that the interaction term J in Sec[\VQ is recovered as a
special case with £ ~ J and Ey, ~ 1. Since local pertur-
bations excite bulk fluxes with energigs ~ J* and bulk
fermions with energie®’s ~ 1 in general, we conclude that
the quantum numbersandq are robust against arbitrary lo-
cal perturbations of strengttZ << J* as long as the holes are
sufficiently far away from each other.

It is instructive to examine an explicit example for the con-

exchange operator that takes the form

&Ly (1 +ofofi + af'op + 0f0f1)

(24)

N — N —

(1+ Y BYbFb7, + bFOE 7B + OO BY)

In the following, we restrict our attention to the regime lofs
hopping, where the hopping amplitude is much smaller than
the excitation energies of the bulk modes. We can then neglec
the excitations in the bulk modes and consider only the gitoun
stateqﬂ,f_’q_ﬁ corresponding to the internal modes. Since the

bulk modes are bulk fluxes with energi€s ~ J* and bulk

servation of the internal quantum numbers in the presenge offermions with energie€; ~ 1 in general, the condition of
local perturbation. To this end, we perturb the Kitaev heney slow hopping becomes< J*.
comb model with Heisenberg interactions. The contribution For simplicity, we restrict our attention to only = 2 iso-

of this perturbation to the Hamiltonian reads as

0H =0F Z (oo} +0jo), +ofof),
<l7l/>

(23)

lated holes at siteg . However, more holes are assumed
to be present in the background so that the quantum num-
bersh; 2 and¢; 2 can be chosen independently without vi-
olating the global constraints. We consider the hopping pro
cess in which the hole at site hops to a neighboring site

where ([,1’) indicates a summation over bonds, or equiva—lfl_ The set of hole sites i& = {I;,1,} before the hopping

lently, over pairs of neighboring sites. Based on the typgaef

andA’ = {i},15 = Iy} after the hopping. The ground states

bond and the spin components coupled, there are nine typ@grresponding to the hole positionsand A’ take the forms

of terms ind H, and these types can be divided into four dis-

tinct classes in the isolated dimer limit. The terms?
only renormalize the coupling strengfh on thez bonds, and

therefore do not flip any plaquettes or dimers (fermionsk Th
termSUfo;”(l) andolyo@;(l) correspond to the usual couplings

with strengths/,. , on thez andy bonds, and therefore flip no
plaquettes but two dimers each. The temfis? ), o0,
of o}y, andojoy ) flip no dimers and four plaquettes each
while the termss/ o ) andoj oy, flip two dimers and four

‘thqyp> = ‘Qhquyp> = QAP Fy;nBp0),
Q) = |8y 0) = QarPFy By X |0),
where the operatot®,, B,/, and.F, ;. are completely anal-
ogous toX},, B,, andF,,, as defined in Se€_V|B. Since dif-

ferent bonds have switched-off interactions before aner aft
the hopping, the operators,;, and 7, contain different

(25)

' free matter fermionsy, and¢,. By considering the hopping

between the respective ground stas,, ,) and|Qu ¢ ),

plaquettes each. The effects of these types of terms ase illuthe effective hopping amplitude becomes a finite-dimeraion
trated in Fig[6. Since the perturbative terms flip eithenzer matrix. The elements of this matrix are given by

or two dimers, the number of broken dimers has a conserved

parity, and therefore the parity 9f+ p does not change either

(see Sed_VB). Since they either flip zero plaquettes or they ~ %7
flip two plaquettes in even stripes and two plaquettes in odd

(g &1 Qngp)
190 ) (D100 00)

ror

Al

(26)

stripes, the numbers of excited plaguettes in even and in oddthere the ground-state norms in the denominator are regtjuire
stripes both have conserved parities, and therefore thie pabecause the ground staté€s, , ,,) and|Q; 4 ,/) are not prop-
ties of h 4+ p andp do not change either. We conclude that theerly normalized in general.
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B. General hopping properties the effective hopping matrix elements are independentef th
plaguette quantum numbersand take the general form

We notice that the non-trivial terms in the exchange opera-
tor &, ;; are the Heisenberg terms in EQ.J(23). It is therefore T,?, A = 61 104" .40 p Thogs (27)
dlrectly implied by the results in Selc._ M D that the quantum o o
numbersh, ¢, andp are all conserved by the hopping. Note
that the exchange operatéy, ;; can in principle change the _
plaquette (matter fermion) sector in at most two inequivale T — ¢ <Qh7q’511,l’1 Qh,q>
ways (see Fid.16). The plaquette (matter fermion) sector af- h.a \/<Q ‘Q ><Q ‘Q > ’
ter the hopping is then uniquely determined by that befaze th VAN e
hopping via the ground-state constraint that no excited pla B B
quettes (matter fermions) are allowed to be left behind.hMat where[Qy o) = [Qn 4. p=0) aNd|[Qy 4) = (2 g,p=0). In the
ematically, the conservation of the quantum numbers mearf¢llowing, we simplify our calculations by considering gnl
that the effective hopping matrix is diagonal. these ground states with = p» = 0.

Furthermore, the diagonal hopping matrix elements that Now we derive a formula for the effective hopping matrix
differ only in their plaquette quantum numberare all iden-  element7}, , in the important case when the bond fermion
tical to each other. Physically, this property follows froine  sector (plaquette sector) is conserved by the hopping. This
discrete spin-rotation symmetry discussed in Becl V B aed thcondition is equivalent td;, = X}, and it is always satisfied
fact that the corresponding transformation switche$iow- in the case of trivial flux quantum numbérs = h, = 0 when
ever, it can also be shown explicitly by noticingtli@t%'p =1 Xneo = Xpeo = 1. Since<0|X,IXh|0) = 1in general, the
andB}Elhl&Bp = &, 1, forall p. We therefore conclude that ground-state norms in the denominator of Eq] (28) become

(28)

(ng|g) = OIXFL, POAF,nXn|0) = O1F, ), Fainl0), (29)

22N+2 <

<Qh7q’Qh,q> = <0|Xiz-ﬁ;;hPQA’ﬁq;hXh|0> <0|]:q h]:q 1|0).

22N+2

By assumind; € A without loss of generality, using the propebtggslhl;afl = &, 11, and keeping only the terms &, ;; that
do not change the plaquette sector whes o, ;1 = {z,y, 2}, the ground-state overlap in the numerator of Eql (28) besom

_ _ 1
(Qngl&n <O|XT]:T.hPQA/Ell 1 QaFynnl0) = ¢ (o|xf 7P (1 + b bf/;cllcl/l) Fandn|0) (30)

Qh-,q>

= 22N+3 O1G1FL, (140,05 ctven, ) FunXal0) =

22N+3 <O|]:;h ( iull,l'lcl1cl/1)fq;h|0>'

Note thatu;, 1, = <O|X,Iﬁlhl/1)(h|0> is determined by the bond fermion sector. Finally, the éiffedhopping matrix element in
the case of a conserved bond fermion sector (plaquetterséaites the form

3 t(O|FT, (1 —iwy, yci e ) FonlO
T o £ (01 Fgin (1 — dun yyencry) Fnl0) 31)

2\ (01 L\ Fnl0) (01 F L, Fonl0)

Since the operatorEQ(j,z and]:"g,z are all simple products of matter fermion operators, theivatexpectation values in E€._{31)

can be evaluated using Wick's theorem. The st@jeis the vacuum of the original matter fermioiig and the orthogonal
matrices/ andV are therefore used to express the free matter fermigrandg,, in terms of f;.

C. Hopping in the isolated dimer limit

We now consider the isolated dimer limit & 0) and evaluate the effective hopping matrix elements eitiglién this limit,
the operatorsF, = F,,, and.F, = F,; no longer depend oh and take the simplified form&, = [fg(ll)]ql [fg(lz)]q2 and
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Fy= [fZT(l,l)]ql [fg(lz)]q2 (see Sed_VB). The vacuum expectation values in[Eq. (31)dbasme
(0|FFl0) = (01F]Fyl0) =1,

=t : _ t t 12 (ay =2)
(O1F) —o (1 =iy, prer,c) Fy=0/0) = (0] [1 — w0 [+ L) [ — fz(z;)ﬂ 0) = { 1 (s = o.0). (32)

0 (all-,l/l = Z)

OIF _ (1 —iuy, prerep) Foei]O
(0 lh—l( 11,15 ¢l ll) a 1/0) —u (all,l’l = ,9),

(Ol f=qy) {1 —up [fo + ) [Far) — fj(l’l)ﬂflt'()) = {

and the corresponding hopping matrix elements take the forraround the hole site look the same from the point of view of
the new plaquette as they did before from the point of view of

7 B { —t (i, = 2) (33) the old plaquette. This implies that the hopping problem for
ha=0 = —t/2 (aj, 0 =x,y), h = 1 is identical to that for = 0 as long as the hole hops
' only around the plaquettes of one particular even stripe. On
~ 0 (o, 11 = 2) the other hand, the excited plaquette can only be shiftedint
Thg=1 = { w2 (= ,y). neighboring odd stripe by applying the gauge transformatio

of along with the transformations ;) andibj'b; that switch
Note thatu;, ;; = +1 for oy, ;; = 2 becauset), excites only the quantum numbeigsandp. After these transformations il-
« andy bond fermions. Furthermore, the matrix elements inlustrated in Fig]7(b), the bond fermion and the matter fermi
Eq. (33) are independent of the quantum numeBince the  sectors around the hole sitédook the same from the point of
two holes are isolated, the hole hopping betwaeandl; is  view of the new stripe as they did before from the point of
not affected by the other hole &t view of the old stripe. Since the hopping is independent,of

It is crucial to emphasize that the matrix elements inthis implies that the hopping problem for= 1 around the
Eqg. (33) are valid only if the bond fermion sector is the sameplaquettes of odd (even) stripes is identical to thatgfes 0
before and after the hopping. However, we demonstrate in tharound the plaquettes of even (odd) stripes. Unlike in tise ca
following that the hopping problem for a single isolatedenol of 4 = 0, holes with different values of do not have fun-
with quantum numbers = {0, 1} andg = {0, 1} can be con- damentally different hopping problems in the casé:cf 1:
structed by referring to these matrix elements only. Thetmosthey can both hop along andy bonds in theX direction,
important steps of the construction are illustrated in Flg. Wwhile hopping along bonds in the” direction is allowed for
while the resulting hopping problems for the different quan ¢ = 0 in even stripes and fay = 1 in odd stripes.
tum numbers are summarized in Hig. 8.

For a hole with no flux bound to ith( = 0), the bond
fermion sector is always trivial, and the matrix elements in D. Hopping in the gapped phase
Eqg. (33) are therefore directly applicable. This means that
hopping along: andy bonds is allowed for both values of the ~ We are now ready to discuss the hopping problem for a sin-
guantum numbeg, while hopping along: bonds is allowed gle isolated hole at a generic point of the gapped phase away
for ¢ = 0 but not forg = 1. In other wordsg = 0 holes can  from the isolated dimer limit.{ > 0). From a perturbation
hop in both theX and theY directions, whileg = 1 holes theory inJ < 1, there are possible corrections to the matrix
can hop only in theX direction. Sinceu; ;) = +1 for all elements in Eq[(33), and the importance of these corrextion
bonds around ah = 0 hole, the hopping problem in th& depends on whether the original matrix elementis zero or non
direction is in fact the same far = 0 andg = 1. Note that  zero. If there is a finite matrix element dt= 0, the pertur-
the opposite sign in the matrix elemehi ,,—; is irrelevant  bative corrections can be neglected as they only renorealiz
because the honeycomb lattice is bipartite. the matrix element. However, if the matrix element vanishes

For a hole with a flux bound to ith( = 1), the hopping at.J = 0, these corrections are extremely important as they
problem is more complicated because the bond fermion seaetermine the matrix element in the lowest order.
tor depends on the hole position. However, if the hole hops According to Eq.[(3B), the only vanishing matrix elements
only around the excited plaquette, the bond fermion sectoin the isolated dimer limit ard}, ,,—; alongz bonds. Any
can be chosen to remain the same, and the matrix elementssach matrix element is zero because the matter fermion-corre
Eq. (33) are therefore applicable. Remember that the ekcitesponding to the two sitds andi} connected by the bond is
plaquette is in an even stripe fopa= 0 hole (see Fid.4). Fur- excited: —icy,c;; = —1. To obtain a non-zero correction for
thermore, the excited plaquette can be shifted along igestr the matrix element, we need to find corrections with a non-
by applying two simultaneous gauge transformatibhsand  zero overlap for the ground states before and after the hop-
o7 at the hole site. After these transformations illustrated ping such that-ic;, ¢;; = +1 for both corrections. In general,
in Fig.[4(a), the bond fermion and the matter fermion sectorshese two corrections belong to two complementary sections



15

* *"*
* *)*”*

FIG. 7: Different types of transformations relating bondni@n and matter fermion sectors around a hole site A (white dot) when
there is a flux bound to the hole. Each bond fermion sectorbisléal with the excited bond fermions (thick lines) and theresponding
plaquette operator eigenvaluesl(), while each matter fermion sector is labeled with the @ctinatter fermions (dashed ellipses). (a) Gauge
transformationsD; (i) and o7 (i) for shifting the excited plaquette within a stripe. (Bjansformationsr; (i) [gauge],cz () (ii) [ g-switch],
andq:b; by (iii) [ p-switch] for shifting the excited plaquette between neifity stripes.

h=0 h=1
q=0 q=1 g=0 q=1

| | | even even
/\/\/ stripe stripe !

FIG. 8: Hole hopping problems in the isolated dimer limit éiferent combinations of the flux quantum numbes {0, 1} and the fermion
quantum numbey = {0, 1}. Each bond is labeled according to the effective hoppingdli@mde 7" along it: double solid lines indicaté = —t,
single solid lines indicaté’ = —t/2, while dashed and dotted lines indicdte= 0. For dashed lines, the effective hopping amplitude vasishe
only in the isolated dimer limit, while for dotted lines, iamishes in the entire gapped phase.

of an open string connecting the sifesandl;. For example,
if we use the site labeling conventionin Hig. 9 around thessit
I, andl/, one such pair of corrections is

J R J I
Fa=1/0) = & (b5bgesce) 7 (b Seaca) f110), (34)
Foalo) = L ovny ‘] bebY Mo
q=10) = g( 1b3c1c2) 1 (bgbicsca) £110), FIG. 9: Site and plaquette labeling conventions around itles &

(white dot) andl} (black dot) when considering the hopping along
and the resulting correction to the ground-state overlapis  thez bond betweer and!].

<0|}_—qu:1 (1 —icice) Fgy=110) = J4U1,2U3,2U5,4U5,62P

_ 4
= J'WpZp, (35) z bond betweeri and1’. Any correction to the ground-state
overlap due to the open string is then proportiondlife Z,
1 _ ; whereW¢ is the corresponding loop operator eigenvalue and
Zp = wel0lficscacies (1 —ieico) esesesca fi10) Zc is an expectation value similar to that in EG.1(36). By
1 means of a reflection across the middle of tHeond, we also
T — (0] ficscacicacscocsea fi]0) = 288 " (36)  define a dual loog>” with a loop operator eigenvalué ¢

and a dual correction with an expectation valte. Note that
Note thatu; ¢ = us.4 = +1 becauset), is defined such that the dual correction strictly corresponds to a backward frapp
it excites onlyz andy bond fermions. because the reflection exchanges the ditesid1’. On the
For a generic open string connecting the sitesd1’, we  other handZc- € R means that there is an equivalent dual
define a closed loop’ consisting of the open string and the correction for the forward hopping as well. If we identifyeth
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site labels of the loop’ with the dual site labels of the lod}y, order corrections to the matrix element are/2%. Since this
the explicit forms of the expectation valu&g: and Z-, are  quantity is exponentially small in th& > 1 limit, holes with
identical, and thu~ = Z.. Since this equality is true for A = 1 can hop only along their respective stripes as long as
all corrections, we conclude that the total corrections due we are in the gapped phase with< 1/2.
the loop” andC”’ have equal magnitudes, while their relative  For holes with no flux bound to theni (= 0), there are no
signs are determined by the loop eigenvaldgsc:. excited plaquettes, and all loops ha¥e: = +1. This means
This result has already strong implications for holes with athat the lowest-order corrections to the ground-statelaper
flux bound to them/{ = 1). When the bond fermion sector are due to the plaquettdd and P’. These two corrections
is conserved by the hopping, the flux is necessarily bound tare identical becausddé’» = Wp, = +1. The total expecta-
either of the plaquette® or P’. If we then choose any two tion value Zp is obtained by considering all possible ways
dual loop<” andC’ that do not enclose any other holes, one ofof dividing the open string between the siteand 1’ into
them contains one excited plaguette and the other one ogntaitwo complementary sections and all possible ways of order-
no excited plaquettes. This implié§- + W = 0, and  ing thex andy bonds within the resulting two sections. Note
therefore the corrections due to all of the paired-up dugdéo that the choice of the complementary sections is limited by
vanish becauséW¢ + We/)Ze = 0. The only non-zero the fact that some bonds have switched-off interactions: th
corrections are then due to loops that are large enough sudfonds around the site can only be used after the hopping,
that they enclose at least one other hole with a flux bound tavhile the bonds around the siié can only be used before
it. If the smallest distance between any two hole®jsthe  the hopping. Exploiting symmetry to reduce the number of
length of such a loop is at lea®R?, and therefore the lowest- inequivalent terms, the total expectation value becomes

2 2 2

Zp = E<0|f1016261,6036265046506ff|0> + @<0|f1616261,6056403620566ff|0> + ﬁ<0|f16102€1,6C3C2C50605C4f1T|0>
2 2

+ — (0| frcrcaer sescecacacscafi]0) + %<O|f10162€1,6056405666302f£r|0> + a<0|f16102€1,6650605640362ff|0>

2
(0| frcrcacseaer gescacsce f1]0) + @<O|f101620362€1,605666504f£r|0> + — (0| frcacacicaer sescaescafi|0)

2 1
+ m<0|f101020504€1,603020506f{r|0> + 2_88<0|f10102050461,605060302f1T|O> + %<0|f10504010261,605060302f£r|0>

11 111 11 1 1 3
et - — t=t s tstoms = (37)

N 1
64

—o| = 2w

1
832" 72" 72" 288 16

1 1
T 11278 16 167s

wheree; ¢ = 1 — icicg = 2 in all the terms above. Since tion theory is valid, the hopping matrix elements in Egs) (33
Wp = Wp = +1 andZp = Zp = 3/16, the corre- and [38) are accurately recovered. In the opposite limit of
sponding lowest-order correction to the ground-statelaper J — 1/2, when the phase transition to the gapless phase is
is <o|]?;1:1€176]:q1:1|0> = 3J%/8. On the other hand, the close, the hopping matrix elements for all quantum numbers
ground-state normé)| 7} F,|0) and (0|F F, 0) are still ap- /= {0,1} andg = {0, 1} become strongly dependent on the
proximatelyl, and therefore the lowest-order correction to theSYStem size and exhibit a sudden drop towards zero. These

hopping matrix element takes the form results are both explained by the vanishing energy gap of the
bulk fermion excitations: finite-size effects become intpot
~ 3 - due to the divergent correlation length, while the hoppirag m
Th=0qi=1 = 16 S (o, 1, = 2). (38) trix elements vanish due to the hybridization between thHe ho

fermions and the lowest-energy bulk fermions.

This result shows that holes with= 0 andq = 1 are only

confined to hop in th& direction in the limit ofJ — 0. Ata Note that the condition of slow hopping breaks down in
generic point of the gapped phase, holes viith 0 are free  the limit of J — 1/2 as the lowest-energy bulk fermions no
to hop in both theX and theY” directions. longer have finite excitation energies. The hopping process

It is instructive to investigate the hole hopping problemsin this limit involves not only the respective ground statss
across the entire gapped phase witht J < 1/2. Since the in Sec[VIA, but also the excited states in which some of the
perturbation theory i/ < 1 is not applicable in general, we lowest-energy bulk fermions are excited. On the other hand,
need to evaluate the hopping matrix elements in Ed. (31) nuthis means that the hopping matrix elements in Eqgl (31) un-
merically. The resulting hopping matrix elements for quamt  derestimate the actual hopping amplitudes, and thereliere t
numbersh = 0 andg = {0, 1} are plotted across the gapped vanishing hopping matrix elements.at— 1/2 do not imply
phase in Figl_10. In the limit of — 0, when the perturba- that the holes become stationary at the phase transition. poi
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FIG. 10: (Color online) Effective hopping amplitude as adion ~ FIG. 11: lllustrations of the two processes that are usedatuate

of thez andy bond coupling strengths within the gapped phase forthe statistical anglé = 6. — 6:. (a) Exchange process for obtaining
a hole withh = 0 and eitherg = 0 (a) org = 1 (b) alongz and ~ 02- Two identical holes with the given quantum numbers at sites
y bonds (solid lines) and alongbonds (dashed lines). The lattice 0 @nd¢ = 9 (black and white dots) are exchanged along a closed
dimensions ar&Vx = Ny = 20 in all cases. loop of lengthL, = 18. The subsequent hopping processes for the
respective holes are marked by black and white arrows. (bping
process for obtaining;. One hole with the same quantum numbers
at site0 (black dot) is moved around the same closed loop. The

E. Particle statistics subsequent hopping processes are marked by black arrows.

Since the quantum numbeks ¢, andp are conserved by )
the hopping process, we can treat holes with different quar@&ometric phase; thus takes the form
tum numbers as distinct particles and determine their respe

L—-1
tive particle statistics. To this end, we consider an exgean 0, — are | —(Q108 160} T 39
process in which two isolated identical holes at sitesd /¢ ’ 8=l Pup) E) San (39)
are exchanged along a closed Ia@that containd. sites la-
beIed{l,.27 . ._78 —_17€,€+ 1,.. .,L =0}. If Fh(_a exchange t<Q{l+1’l/}‘g ‘Q{z,z'}>
process is adiabatically slow, the final state is identicahe @) _ h,q,p LI+1]36h g.p 40)
initial state up to a complex phase factemp(ip). The cor- Litl \/<Q{l+l,l’} Q{l+1,l’}><Q{l,l’} Q{z,zf}> '
responding phasg has two contributions: a dynamic phase h.a.p h.a.p h.a.p I""h.q.p

from the time integral of the governing Hamiltonian that de- . (2)
pends on the details of the exchange process, and a geomet’r\fgte/that the matrix elemefi;,, , does not depend on the
phased, that depends only on the loap. To determine the site !’ of the other hole as the two holes are assumed to be

particle statistics, we first need to obtain the phase isolated at each step of the exchange process. _
The adiabatic exchange process along the IGbgtarts The geometric phase of the exchange process can bg written
(0,6} as a sum of two termsf, = ¥ + 6;. The first termd is

from the initial ground statef2, , ), ends at the exchanged e actual statistical phase that specifies the partidiistita,
ground statdﬂ;{ffg% and happens via subsequent nearestwhile the second terré, is the geometric (Berry) phase of a
neighbor hopping processes through intermediate grounkboping process in which a single hole at gitavith the same
states|Q,El’l/}>, where0 < | < fand¢ < I’ < L. These duantum numbera, ¢, andp is moved adiabatically slowly
hopping b%’gcesses are illustrated in figl 11(a). The geome@round the same closed lo6p Since the statistical angle is
fic phased, arises from the geometric connections betweerfiven byJ = 6> — 6, in terms of the two geometric phases,

the intermediate ground statﬁé,{f’ql/g). On the other hand, "€ ?}ISO r&t_aegj 0 olbta|n the second ph%ised he laB

it can be argued theoretically and verified numerically that The a "T" _§t|c 0opIng proceg{s()}aroun the psta_rts

these geometric connections are given by the hopping matriffom the initial ground state{(2;, /), ends at the final

elements in Eq[(28). Since there is exactly one intermediground Stat‘ﬂQ;{l,Lq};) = |Q,{lf)q]“p), and happens via subse-

ate hopping process for each section of the loop, this stigesquent nearest-neighbor hopping processes through intiérme

that the phasé is the phase of the product of all the hop- gte ground state|§2,£l} ), where0 < I < L. These hopping

ping matrix elements around the logp In fact, we need processes are illustrated in Figl 11(b). As in the case aéthe

to consider two additional phase factors due to the two holeghange process, the geometric phasef the looping process

being exchanged. First, the exchanged ground iﬁb){f%?g) arises from the geometric connections between the interme-

can contain a non-trivial phase factor with respect to tlie in diate ground states, and is therefore related to the prafuct

tial ground StatéQ}{loflb' Second, our hopping formalism in the hopping matrix elements around the l@@pHowever, the

the hole spin picture ignores the inherent fermionic natfre two additional phase factors are absent because no holes are

the holes. Since the two hole spins are removed from botheing exchanged. The geometric phéséhus takes the form

ground statem;{fq’% and|Q;{f’q?z})> by fermionic annihilation L—1

operators, the excﬁange between the two holes correspmnds t 6, = arg H Tl(ll)—ﬁ-l
1=0

> ; : ; (41)
a non-trivial phase factor1 in the actual hole picture. The
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1) t <Q}{f;r;} €111 ]Q,{fi p> same particle statistics, and therefore it is enough toidens
T =~ {z+1}’ 0 z = z . (42)  one of them. We choose to consider holes with= 1 and
9] ’Q{+}><Q{} ‘Q{} > —0b . K
\/< h,ap |°°h,q,p hoa.pl*th,g,p q = 0 because Eq[{44) is then applicable. For these holes, the

only difference in the ground state with respect to hole$ wit
Importantly, the matrix elemer'"), ; is in most cases iden- h = 0 andg = 0 is the presence of an additional flux-binding

1,i+1 ; .
ical 0 the matrx elemert 3, because the presence of the (SR, - D ICTEIEE B 8 R fefore the
other isolated hole is irrelevant. The only exception isthse 9 ’

of h = 1 andg = 1 when there is a string of excited bond WO ground states are 'd_ent'Cdmi?dfb = |Q%‘2>. Since
fermions connected to the hole and the hopping is sensiive 2PPYing Eq.[(4%) then gives = 7, we conclude that holes
excited bond fermions [see EG_{33)]. Itis then relevangior With & = 1 andg = {0, 1} are fermions. ,
least one section of the loaP whether the other end of the 10 Supplement the above derivations, we also provide an
string is at the other hole moving around the same loop or at Htuitive explanation for the particle statistics foundi€main
stationary hole in the background. prln_C|p_Ie is that the holes in the model can b_|nd the elemgr_wta
We are now ready to determine the particle statistics ofXcitations of the_ model: fluxes and fermions. The various
the various hole types. From a direct comparison betweeR0l€ types with different quantum numbérsandq are then

Egs. [39) and{@1), the statistical phase becomes distinguished only by the kinds of elementary excitatidrat t
are bound to them. In particular, a hole with a non-triviakflu

L-1 (2) guantum numbeh = 1 has a bound flux, while a hole with

¥ = arg l—(ﬂ;{fl’;}z}) QN T] (%ﬂ (43)  a non-trivial fermion quantum number = 1 has a bound
i—o \ 17/ fermion. Holes withh = 0 andg = 0 are interpreted as bare

] holes with no elementary excitations bound to them. Since
Furthermore, if the holes have quantum numbers other thagare holes are missing spin one-half fermions, it is nathe!

h = 1andg = 1, the matrix element@gllll andTl(,QllLl are  they are fermions themselves. Conversely, the remainnegth

identical, and therefore Eq_{#3) reduces to types of holes are interpreted as composite holes made out of
bare holes and elementary excitations. Due to the presence
¥ = arg {—(Qflofz}) Qo >} : (44)  of the bound excitations, their statistics can be diffefesrn

that of bare holes. For holes with = 0 andg = 1, the
By evaluatingy for all hole types, we can then directly obtain binding of a fermion leads to a statistical transmutatiord a
their particle statisticsy = 0 is indicative of bosons, while therefore these holes are bosons. For holes wita 1 and
¢ = 7 is indicative of fermions. g = 0, the binding of a flux has no effect on the statistics,
For holes withh = 0 andg = 0, the initial ground state and therefore these holes are fermions. We might then ryaivel
méodfg) and the final ground stadé)égéo}> are identical by expect that holes with = 1 andq¢ = 1 should be bosons

construction. In the isolated dimer limit, the two grourates because there is a statistical transmutation due to thérigind
for p = 0 holes ardﬂé?dfb _ IQéfé% — Q.4 Pl0). In of a fermion. However, the bound flux and the bound fermion

0, have semionic relative statistics. Since this corresptmds
the general case, there are additional operaiys~ 1 and additional transmutation for the composite hole, theseol
Fo.0 # 1 that set the bond fermion and the matter fermion sec- P ’

tors. On the other hand, these operators are the same for bq?he in fact fermlons. '_I'h.e particle statistics of the varibake
0,0} (0,0} ypes along with their interpretations in terms of the bound
ground states, and therefore the relalilﬁé Yy =10

k : ) 0.0/ 0,0,p excitations are summarized in Tablg VI.
remains true. Since applying E.{44) then gives w, we

conclude that holes with = 0 andg = 0 are fermions. Hole type Statistics Interpretation
For holes withh = 0 andq = 1, the initial ground state 7=0 | Fermion Bare hole
|Qé?1’2) and the final ground statié)éfl’?g) are only identi- h=0 g=1 Boson Hole + fermion
cal up to a minus sign as the two ground states have the two — 0 | Fermion Hole + flux
hole fermions at site® and ¢ excited in an opposite order. h=1 |1 _ _
In the isolated dimer limit, the two ground states for= 0 g=1 | Fermion | Hole + flux + fermion

0.6 £,0

holes arqﬂé_’173> = _|Q({),1.,g> = __Q{O,Z}szj(o)f;r(e)|0>' IN TABLE VI: Absolute statistics of holes with flux quantum nuetb
the general case, there are additional operayrs# 1 and = {0, 1} and fermion quantum numbeys= {0, 1} from a process
Fi.0 # 1that set the bond fermion and the matter fermion secwhen two identical holes are exchanged. Interpretatiomgjaen in
tors. On the other hand, these operators are the same for bathims of elementary excitations bound.

ground states, and therefore the relafi@afl;’}) = —|2f5%)
remains true. Since applying EQ.{44) then gives- 0, we Itis also useful to investigate the relative statisticsissn
conclude that holes with = 0 andg = 1 are bosons. the various hole types. To this end, we consider two loop-

It is crucial that holes witth = 1 can move only around ing processes in which a hole with quantum numbeend
the plaquettes of particular stripes: even stripeg/fer0 and ¢ is moved around a closed lod@p. In the first case, there is
odd stripes for; = 1. Furthermore, it is shown by Fig] 7 that no hole enclosed by the loop, and EQg.](41) gives a geomet-
g = 0 holes in even stripes are equivalengte= 1 holes in  ric phasef;. In the second case, there is one stationary hole
odd stripes. This implies that these two hole types have thwith quantum numbera’ and¢’ enclosed by the loop, and
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Eq. (41) gives a geometric phage. The relative statistics of Table[VI] can then be obtained, even the ones that corre-
between holes with quantum numbérandq and holes with  spond to impossible processes: the diagonal entries and the
quantum numberg’ andq’ is then specified by the relative entries of the first row or the first column afé = 0, while
statistical phasé@’ = 6] — ;. Fory’ = 0, the two hole types the remaining entries ai¥ = =. We finally remark that all of
have trivial relative statistics, while fat’ # 0, the two hole  our results for the absolute and the relative particle sttas
types have anyonic relative statistics. Importantly, #dative  are consistent with the correspondence between the various
statistical phasé@’ is symmetric in the two hole types: it does hole types and the superselection sectors (see [able V).

not depend on which one is kept stationary and which one is
moved around the loop.

We first notice that the two looping processes giving the
phase®,; and#; are not both possible for all combinations of
the quantum numbers. For mobile holes with= 1, the ex- . .
change process and the looping process with no hole enclosed A. Non-interacting treatment
are barely possible, but the looping process with a statjona

hole enclosed is impossible. Since these holes can move only We now consider the Kitaev honeycomb model with a finite
around the plaquettes of particular stripes, there is neespa density of mobile holes. The hole densjty= n/2N gives the

for a stationary hole inside any loop they can possibly movéraction of sited that are hole sitesc A. For simplicity, we
around. This means that the mobile hole must have a trivishssume a small hole densjty< 1 and neglect any hole in-
flux quantum numbek = 0. On the other hand, the station- teractions. The ground state of the model is then a mulé-hol
ary hole can then only influence the hopping of the mobilestate ofn non-interacting holes: depending on their particle
hole if the stationary hole is connected to a string of exkite statistics, these holes either form a Bose condensate apfill
bond fermions and the hopping of the mobile hole is sensia Fermi sea. By evaluating the multi-hole energy for all com-
tive to excited bond fermions. This corresponds to quantunpinations ofh = {0,1} andq = {0, 1}, we can determine the
numbersh’ = 1 andq’ = {0, 1} for the stationary hole and ground-state quantum numbers.

quantum numbers = 0 andg = 1 for the mobile hole. In ~ The most straightforward way to represent the multi-hole
these cases, one hopping matrix element picks up a minus sigfate is to use appropriate single-hole creation and datidn

at the Intersection point of the Ioop e}nd t_he string of ex*"Fe operators. If the operatmff)q p(Rl) annihilates (creates) a
bond fermions [see Eq.(B3)]. This implies that the rela'uvehole at sitd with quantum numbers, ¢, andp, the multi-hole

o NV
Etatlsncal thf‘se II§ t'_ 7Tj[ ?.n? therlefor”e t?he two hq:flstg/pes state ofn stationary holes at sited = {I;} with quantum
ave semionic relative statistics. In all other possibleesa numbers{/;}, {¢;}, and{p; } reads as

the hopping of the mobile hole is not influenced by the sta-

tionary hole. This implies that the relative statisticabph is "

¥ = 0, and therefore the two hole types have trivial relative |Ql1A,q,p> _ H a;rlj,wj (Ry,) [9), (45)
7j=1

VII.  FINITE DENSITY OF MOBILE HOLES

statistics. The results for the relative statistics betwee
various hole types are summarized in Tablg VII.

: : where|Q) is the ground state of the model with no holes, and
Hole type h=0 h=1 the lattice positiorR; = (X, Y;) of the sitel is measured in
¢=0 4¢=1)|4¢g=0 qg=1 units of the lattice constant. We now assume and later ver-
0 0 0 0 ify that holes with distinct flux quantum numbeis= {0, 1}
0 0 . . are not simultaneously present in this multi-hole statec&i
Table[VIl shows that no anyonic relative statistics manges

h=1 i—1 B B _ B itself between holes with identical flux quantum numbers, th
single-hole operatorsm_’p(Rl) can then be treated as stan-

TABLE VII: Relative statistics between holes with quantumnn  dard bosonic and fermionic operators. In particular, they s
bersh and ¢ and holes with quantum numbeté and ¢’ from a  iSfy bosonic commutation relations in the caseof 0 and
process when the former hole type is moved around the lasler h ¢ = 1, and fermionic anticommutation relations in all other
type: ¥’ = 0 indicates trivial statisticsy’ = = indicates semionic cases, except for an overall hard-core constraint thag theam
statistics, while there is no value if the process is imgzesi be at most one hole of any type at each site. However, if the
hole densityp is sufficiently small, this hard-core constraint is

We can also interpret the relative statistics in terms oéthe practically irrelevant. We can then write an effective HeoRi
ementary excitations bound to the holes. First, two bareshol nian for the model witlh mobile holes in terms of the standard
or two identical elementary excitations have trivial refat bosonic and fermionic operatorg)q ,(Ry). Inthe absence of
statistics. Second, the relative statistics between afaee  hole interactions, this Hamiltonian is quadratic: it conszan
and an elementary excitation is trivial, while that between onsite potential term corresponding to the flux-binding-gne
flux and a fermion is semionic. As a result of these propertiesdiscussed in SeE._VIB and several hopping terms correspond-
the relative statistics between two identical holes antliba  ing to the hopping problems in Fifj] 8. Taking the isolated
tween a bare hole and a composite hole is trivial, while thatlimer limit and keeping only the lowest-order termg/ir 1,
between two distinct composite holes is semionic. Theesntri the effective Hamiltonian takes the form
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Ho = To— ﬁ ZZ Lap(Re) = Z Z Z {ahqp (Ri) an.q.p(Raq) +H'C'}

leA a=z,y h,q,p

_— [ago,p(m) a0,0p(Ropy) + Hec. } - M 3 { SRy ao1p(Ray) + H.c.} (46)
leA p leA p

—t Z Z [aI,O7P(R1) a170,p(RZ(l)) + H.C.} —t Z Z [a171’p(R1) a171,p(RZ(l)) + H.C.} ,
leA’ p leA” p

wherel’y is the ground-state energy of the model witfstationary, = 0 holes, andhy, q ,(R;) = a (Rl)ah,q,p(Rl) is
the number operator. The fixed total number of holes is esfbhy the constraint = 37, >, (finq, p(Rl)> Note that the
coefficients of the hopping terms in EG.{46) are the hoppimglaudes in Fig[B: those along the bonds marked by dashed li
are given by Eq.[(38), while those along the bonds marked Iieddines are exactly zero. Since the hopping problems for
h = 1 holes break the translational symmetry of the lattice, itdsessary to divide each sublattideand B into two further
sublattices:A = A’ U A” andB = B’ U B”, where sites in the sublattice$ and B’ are pairwise connected hybonds in even
stripes, and sites in the sublatticé$ and B” are pairwise connected kybonds in odd stripes.

The Hamiltonian in Eq[(46) is quadratic, and therefore itdyaes diagonal after an appropriate transformation ofitivdes
hole operatora(” (Rl). Due to the translational symmetry of the hopping problehespew single-hole operat(fr%;p(k, v)

are labeled with the lattice momentudm= (kx, ky) conjugate to the lattice positidR = (X,Y"). In terms of the original
real-space operators, these new momentum-space opexg@isen by

ao,qp(k,v) = \/—Z |:B()q (k, ) ag,q p(Ry) e + B4k, v) ao,qp(R.)) € —ik Rz(l)}
leA

ai,q,p(k, v) = \/ Z ﬁl q (k,v) a1,qp(Ry) e TRy 51 q(k V) ay,q, p(Rz(l)) e kR0 (47)

leA’

+ ﬂl,q (k, I/) al_’qﬂp(Rm(z(l))) eiik'RT(z(l)) + ﬂlB; (k, V) Qa1,q,p (Ry(l)) eiik'Ry(l):| ,

where the coefficients;, ,(k, v) ~ 1 for the different sublat-  different quantum numbers are given by
tices distinguish two bands = {1, 2} in the case of, = 0

and four bands = {1,2, 3,4} in the case oh = 1. Interms Aoolk, 1) = [ 94 3k% n %}
of the momentum-space operat@u"st ” v), the Hamilto- Y 8 16
nian in Eq. [@b) takes the free-particle form k% 27J4%2
Aoq(k, 1) = [ 1+T+ 128Y}t, (49)
Ho=To+ > > Anglk,v)iinqp(k v), (48) 05 [ 1+v5 313
hogp Kov Al,q(ka 1) - _@ 2 = 4\/_ 2

whereii g (k,v) = @}, (K, v)in q,p(k,v) is the number  sinceh = 1 holes are not allowed to hop at all between their
operator in momentum space. The constraint on the total nur%tnpes their d|spers|on relation is |ndependent of th‘em.
ber of holesisthem =3, > , (ftngp(k, V). nentky- at all orders of the momentum.

To evaluate the multi-hole energy as the expectation value When turning our attention to the corresponding occupa-
of the Hamiltonian in Eq[{48), we need to know the energiedion numbers(n;, 4 ,(k, 1)) around zero momentum, we as-
Ap q(k,v) and the occupation numbe{s;, . ,(k,v)) of the  sume that all holes in the multi-hole state have identicaihgu
single-hole states. In the ground state of the model, haes otum numbers: andgq. It is then crucial to notice that certain
cupy only the lowest-energy single-hole states, and itasgh  holes are bosons, while others are fermions. If the holes are
fore enough to determine the single-hole enefgy, (k, v/) bosons, they all occupy the zero-momentum state. For holes
around its overall minimum. On the other hand, the overalwith » = 0 andg = 1, the average single-hole energy in the
minimum of Ay, ,(k,v) in the lowest band = 1 is at zero  multi-hole state is theriAo 1 (k,v)) = —t. If the holes are
momentum because the hopping amplitudes in[Hig. 8 are afermions, they fill up a Fermi sea around the zero-momentum
non-positive. Expandingd, ,(k, 1) up to quadratic order in state: each state inside the Fermi surface is occupied by two
the momentum arounk = 0, and keeping the lowest-order holes with different quantum numbess= {0, 1}, while the
terms inJ < 1, the single-hole dispersion relations for the states outside the Fermi surface are unoccupied. For holes
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FIG. 12: Occupations of the single-hole states for diffecambina-
tions of the flux quantum numbér= {0, 1} and the fermion quan-
tum numbery = {0, 1}. In the bosonic case, the lowest-energy state
of macroscopic occupation is marked by a black dot. In thmaifemnic
cases, the Fermi sea states of constant occupation aredimrgeay
shading, while the Fermi surface separating occupied andaun
pied states is marked by a dashed line.

with h = 0 andgq = 0, the equipotential curves are ellipses of
similar half-axes. The Fermi sea is therefore an ellipseadif h
axesAkyx ~ Aky ~ ,/p, and the average single-hole energy
is (Ag,0(k,v)) = —2t + k1tp, wherer; ~ 1. For holes with
h = 1andq = {0, 1}, the equipotential curves are lines par-
allel to theky direction. The Fermi sea is therefore a strip of
half-width Akx ~ p, and the average single-hole energy is
(A1q(k,v)) = —9J8/1024 — (1 + V/5)t/2 + Katp?, where
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numbersy = {0,1} andp = {0,1}. Note that our original
assumption of no anyonic relative statistics is self-cstesit
as all holes in the ground state dre= 0 holes in the first
regime andh = 1 holes in the second regime.

Due to the distinct ground states, the model also has differ-
ent physical properties in the two regimes. We consider the
net magnetization and the electrical conductivities in #he
andY directions. The net magnetization is the sum of the lo-
cal hole magnetizations-1)?*? and is zero in both regimes
because each hole with quantum numblerg, andp has a
pair with quantum numbers, ¢, and1 — p. In terms of the
partial densitiegy, g = >, >y (7in,q,p(k, 1))/2N of the var-
ious hole types, the conductivities in the two directiores ar

7] , (50)
k=0

wheree, is the hole charge, and is the elastic scattering
time. In the first regime with/® < ¢ < J*, the partial hole
densities ar@o o = p andp;,4 = pr1 = 0. Since the ef-
fective masse§)?Ao o(k, 1)/0k% ]! are similar in theX
andY directions, the conductivity is approximately isotropic:
0% ~ 0¥ ~ tpe?r. In the second regime with< J&, the
partial hole densities arg , = p/2 andpg , = 0. Since the
effective masse®?A ,(k,1)/0k% ]~ " are finite in theX

* 2
Ox)y = 6T E Ph,q
h,q

rg ~ 1. The occupation numbers of the single-hole stategjirection and infinite in thé” direction, the conductivity is

for the different quantum numbetsandq are illustrated in
Fig.[12, while the resulting average single-hole energidise
multi-hole state are summarized in Table VIIl.

Hole type Average single-hole energy
hZO q:0 —2t+l€1tp
q= 1 —t
h=1 q:(l) —9J%/1024 — (1 + V/5)t/2 + katp®
q =

TABLE VIII: Average single-hole energyA . (k, v)) in the model
with a densityp < 1 of mobile holes with flux quantum numbers
h = {0, 1} and fermion quantum numbegs= {0, 1}.

We are now ready to identify the ground-state quantum
numbers of the model. Since the total number of holes is fixed,

the average single-hole energiés, ,(k, v)) for the different

extremely anisotropicry ~ tpe?r andoy = 0.

B. Mean-field treatment of interactions

We now consider hole interactions in the model with a small
densityp < 1 of mobile holes. To represent an interaction
of strengthAT'y between two holes at a relative lattice posi-
tion R = R, — Ry, we need to add an appropriate quartic
term to the Hamiltonian in Eq(#6). Restricting our attenti
to the Coulomb repulsion and the two attraction mechanisms
discussed in Se. VIC, this quartic term takes the genenal for

AH, = AT, Z ajh,q; o (Ry) ajwé,m (R; +R)
R:

X Qhy,q2,p2 (Rl + R) QAhy,q1,p1 (Rl) (51)

guantum numbers can be compared directly. Furthermore, thEhe flux quantum numbers,; » and the plaquette quantum

assumption of small hole density< 1 means that the ener-
gies~ tp and~ tp? are negligible compared to the energies
~ t. The results in Table'VIll then indicate two complemen-

numbersp; » are conserved by such a general hole interac-
tion, while the fermion quantum numbeyss # ¢; , satisfy
the relation¢ + ¢, = ¢1 + ¢2 modulo2 so that the global

tary regimes in the behavior of the model. In the first regimeconstrainty _; g; = even is not violated.

with J® <« t < J*, holes withh = 0 andg = 0 have the

Since the flux quantum numbers are conserved, the two

lowest average energy. This means that all holes in the grourcomplementary regimes found in S€c._VII A remain appli-

state have quantum numbérs= 0 andqg = 0. At each mo-
mentumk within the Fermi ellipse of Fid._12, there are two
holes with quantum numbeps= {0, 1}. In the second regime
with ¢ < J®, holes withh = 1 andq = {0, 1} have the lowest

cable in the presence of hole interactions: all holes in the
ground state have quantum numbkrs: 0 in the first regime
with J8 < t < J*, while they all have quantum numbers
h = 1 in the second regime with< .J8. We can then con-

average energy. This means that all holes in the ground stagider the two regimes independently from each other witk onl

have quantum numbets= 1. At each momenturk within

h = hy,2 = 0 holes in the first regime and only= h; 2 = 1

the Fermi strip of Figl_12, there are four holes with quantumholes in the second regime. On the other hand, this means that
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our assumption of no anyonic relative statistics remaiifs se (a) (b)
consistent in the presence of hole interactions. Exprgskim

real-space operato Ty)qyp(Rl) in terms of the momentum-

space operator&g;p(k, v), and considering only the lowest
bandv = 1, the quartic term in Eq(51) becomes

ATy AR
AH, = === D7 Togk)e™®a) o (ki +K)
ki,ko,k’

x &L,qé,m (k2 — k') Qh,qs.p2(K2) Gh,gy pr (K1),

FIG. 13: (a) Site labeling convention around two interagtioles

(52) (white and black dots) at the relative lattice positidds. (b) Bond
fermion sector around the same two holes when fluxes are bound

whered|!) (k) =afl) (k,1), and the quantit;, ;(k) ~ 1  them: it s labeled with the excited bond fermions (thicleli) and

with ¢ = {q1,¢2, ¢}, ¢4} depends on the various coefficients the corresponding plaquette operator eigenvaltes.(

Bhn.q(k) = Bn,q(k, 1) ~ 1 for the different sublattices.

The behavior of the model is influenced by hole interactions

in several ways. We aim to specify the extent of applicapilit It is instructive to first consider hole interactions thah€o

of the results in SeE_VITAA for the ground-state quantum num-serve the fermion quantum numbeis; = ¢; , and are also

bers and the corresponding physical properties. To this endndependent of them. Hole interactions of this type include

we investigate how hole interactions renormalize the ayera the Coulomb repulsion and the first attraction mechanism of

single-hole energies in TaHlEMIII as a function of the mrti Sec.LV.Q. In this case, each quartic term in Eql (52) with

hole densitieg, ,. In practice, we apply a standard mean-k’ = 0 is a product of two number operators. Keeping only

field decomposition to the Hamiltonian: each quartic term inthe terms withk’ = 0, using thafl'y ;(k) = 1/4 for all such

Eq. (52) is decomposed into two constituent quadratic termgerms, and summing over the quantum numheggsandp 2,

and each quadratic term is coupled to the expectation vélue éhe mean-field decomposition becomes

the other one. The single-hole energles, (k) = Ay, 4(k, 1) AT

in Eq. (48) are then renormalized by the mean-field decom- 7o 210 [ ~ =

position of any quartic term that is a product of two number At 4N 2 2 {0 (k) o, (ko)

operatorsny, 4. »(k) = 7nqp(k,1). In general, if we keep

all such quartic terms in Ed_(52), and include all the equiva + (N0, (k2)) 10,4, (kl)] (55)

lent quartic terms that differ only in their conserved platie

qguantum numbers; o, the resulting mean-field decomposi- Sincezq > (70,4(k)) = 2N p for both equivalent terms in-

q1,92 ki, ko

tion takes the approximate form side its square brackets, EG.J55) reduces to
- AT . . _
Al ~ 7~ 2 [ k1)) g (k) AH, = AT p 33 fig (k). (56)
1,kK2 q k
 (7n,g (k2)) g, (kl)}’ (53) From a comparison between Eds.](48) dnd (56), we conclude

wherefiy, o (k) = 3, ftnqp(k). Sincep = 37, . pn. and that the single-hole energies far= 0 andq = {0,1} are

- . ; i ies in EGT renormalized byAAq 4(k) = ALy p. Since this energy de-
gr:(la( ﬁgﬁﬁfrﬁ)&znzeﬂﬁhjﬂ tfz;sgg&e;?gle energies in £f. (48) pends only on the total hole densjtyit corresponds to a con-
»q .

stant shift for all the single-hole energies. This meansttiea
results for the ground state in SEc. VIl A are not affected by
hole interactions of this type.

Importantly, the second attraction mechanism of §ec] VC
switches the fermion quantum numbegi, = 1 — ¢ ,. It
is therefore represented by quartic terms in Eql (52) where
eitherqg; = ¢z and¢} = g5 orqu = ¢4 andg} = ¢2. In
the first case, the quartic term is never a product of two num-
Ber operators, while in the second case, it is a product of two
number operators wheki = ko, — k. According to the dis-

1. Firstregime:J® < t < J*

In the first regime withJ® < ¢ < J%, all holes in the
ground state have flux quantum numbkrs 0, and therefore

Bo.q(k) for the two sublatticest and B are

A 1 By L ks cussion in Sed._VIC, this interaction has the largest strengt
Foolk) = V2’ Foo(k) = V2 ¢ ’ |AT'g| = 1 when the two holes are at neighboring sites con-
1 1 _ nected by & bond, or equivalently, at a relative lattice posi-

Bih(k) = —=, BP(k)=—=e™/2  (54) tionR. = (0,1). However, the two holes in this case have
V2 V2 a mutual hole fermion, and therefore their fermion quantum

Furthermore, the total hole densityds= po o + po,1 interms  numbers become ill-defined. If we require the fermion quan-
of the partial hole densities, ,. tum numbers to be well-defined, the interaction has the &rge
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strength AT'y| = J when the two holes are at the relative lat- From a comparison between Eds.](48) dnd (60), we conclude

tice positionsR+. = (+1/3/2,5/2) shown in Fig[IB. Setting
¢ = ¢4 = gandg) = g2 = 1—¢, keeping only the terms with
k’ = ky — k; for both relative position®., and summing
overg andp; 2, the mean-field decomposition becomes

3

G kik

X [(ﬁo,a(k1)> fi0,1-5(k2) + (710,1-g(k2)) fio,q(k1) |,

A, = D ATG(G, &) To,4(k) efez k) R
+

1 i(ki+2ka) R./4 (Gg=0)
T (K :{ e q 57
qu( ) %e—z(2k1+k2)'RZ/4 (d = 1) ( )

The four interaction strength&T'y(g, +) can be obtained by
treating the Ising interactions.Joj o7 ;) and—Joj'o, ;) as
perturbations around the isolated dimer limit. Using the si
labeling convention in Fid._13, the interaction strengtthia
case ofj = 0 for the relative positioR  is

AT(0,+) = +J(0|f1(ib5es)(ibgeq) £1]0) (58)

= —Z'J<0|’IAL374f163C4f3T|O> = —JU3,4 = —J,

that the single-hole energies fbr= 0 andg = {0, 1} are ap-
proximately renormalized b}AA¢ ,(0) = —2Jpg1—4 in the
region around zero momentum. If we keep only the leading-
order terms irp < 1, the average single-hole energies in Ta-
ble[VIMare then given by(Aj 4(k)) = —2t — 2Jpo1 and
(Ap 1 (K)) = —t — 2T poo.

Assuming that the results for the ground state in Bec. VII A
remain applicable so thatyy = p andpy1 = 0, the two
average single-hole energies; ,(k)) become equal at the
critical hole density = po = t/2J. At subcritical densities
p < pc, we find that(Ag ,(k)) < (Ag,(k)) for all possi-
ble values of the partial densitigg ,. This means that the
ground-state values apg o = p andpy ; = 0, and that the re-
sults in Sed_VITA indeed remain applicable. At supercaitic
densitiesp > p¢, there are equilibrium values of the partial
densitiespo , at which (Ag o(k)) = (Aj;(k)). By solving
(Abo(k)) = (Ag1(k)) andp = po,o + po,1 for the two un-
knownspy_,, the ground-state values are

o—pe).  (6Y)

1
_(p+pC)a 2

£0,0 = 5

Po,1 =

To summarize, only holes with = 0 andg = 0 are present
in the low-density limito — 0, while holes withh = 0 and

where an additional minus sign arises because the corrédspon; = 1 appear above the critical densjty= pc. Note that
ing quartic term in Eq.[{31) does not only transfer the boundpc = t/2.J is small due ta < J*.

matter fermion fromR, to R; but also exchanges the two

bare holes aR ». Note thaty; ;) = +1 for all bonds be-

The subcritical and the supercritical regimes are also dis-
tinct in terms of their physical properties. At subcritickn-

cause no bond fermions are excited. The interaction stnengssities, the physical properties of the model are as disdusse

in the other casg = 1 is the Hermitian conjugate of Eq.(58),
while that for the other relative positidR_ is equivalent to
it via site relabeling, and thuaT', (g, +) = —J in both cases
and for both relative positions. On the other hand, this iegpl
that the mean-field decomposition in Eg.l(57) becomes

AH, = —— cos [VT%(} cos [$k1y — 3ka ]
N :
ki, ko
X [<7~10,0(k1)> 70,1 (ka) + (R0,1(kz)) ﬁ0,0(kl)}v

(59)

wherek = (kx,ky) = ki — ko is the relative lattice mo-
mentum. Since the original single-hole energles, (k) in
Eq. (49) and their renormalizationsA , (k) resulting from
Eq. (89) are both minimal fok; » = 0, the smallest renor-
malized single-hole energiés, , (k) = Ag 4(k) + AAg 4(k)

in Sec.[VITA, except for a renormalization of the effective
masses and hence the electrical conductivities. At suiiercr
cal densities, the physical properties are changed in @amess
tial way by the presence of holes with= 0 andg = 1. Since
these holes are bosons, they all condense into the lowest-
energy single-hole state at zero momentum. This condensa-
tion then leads to charged superfluid behavior in the presenc
of the Coulomb repulsion. Furthermore, due to the coherent
condensation of both = 0 holes ang = 1 holes, the model
spontaneously develops a net magnetization.

2. Second regime: < J®

In the second regime with< .J%, all holes in the ground
state have flux quantum numbéts= 1, and therefore all
quartic terms in Eq[{81) have= h; » = 1. The coefficients

are obtained if holes occupy the single-hole states aroung, (k) for the four sublatticesl’, B’, A”, andB” are

zero momentum. By approximating, v (k)(no,q(k)) with
P((k)) > (M0,q(k)) for any functiony (k) in terms of the
respective central momentk; ) = 0, and making use of

Yk (n0,q(k)) = 2N po 4, Eq. [59) reduces to
AH, = —2Jpo1 Zcos [@kx} cos [Jky | fig,0(k)
k
_QJPO,O ZCOS [@kx} cos [3/€y] ’fLoJ(k).
k

(60)

Brok) = Bi;(k)=&(kx),

BPk) = B (k) = & (kx) e, (62)
fo(k) = B (k) = Ga(kx) €372,

Po(k) = B (k) = &a(kx) e /2,

where¢; 2(kx) € R, and¢? (kx) + &3 (kx) = 1/2. Further-
more, the total hole density js= p; ¢ + p1,1 in terms of the
partial hole densitiegy, .
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FIG. 14: Single-hole states occupied by holes with quantumbrers

h = 1andq = {0, 1} in the non-interacting treatment (a) and in the
interacting treatment (b). Fermi sea states of constantpaton are
marked by gray shading, while the Fermi surface separatiogmed
and unoccupied states is marked by a dashed line.
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single-hole energies with respectk¥. SinceA; 4(k) does
not depend on the momentum compongni the second sine
factor in Eq. [6B) can be maximized independently. In par-
ticular, its maximumsin[3(ky)] = +1 corresponds to the
ground-state valu&y = 7/12. Furthermore, if we assume
Kx < 1, the first sine factor is approximately3 X x. Due
to > (1,4(k)) = 2Np1 4 = Np, the single-hole energies
around the central momentR; ,) = £K are then renormal-
ized by AA, 4(k) ~ —Jp Kx, and the average single-hole
energies in Table VIl take the form
<AI1.,q(k)> =C'(t,J) — koJpKx + th(,

45

whereC’(t,J) and kg ~ 1 are independent ox. The
minimum of (A7  (k)) with respect toK y corresponds to
the ground-state valu&'x ~ Jp/t. By approximating

> (k) (n1,q(k)) with 9((k)) >, (1,4(k)) for any func-

(64)

We first notice that the mean-field decomposition of a holetion (k) in terms of the central momenth; ) = +K, and

interaction that is independent of the conserved fermi@negu
tum numbersy; » no longer takes the form of E4_(56). Since
T1,4(k) is not1/4 for all quartic terms withk’ = 0 in
Eq. (582), the renormalization&A; ,(k) of the single-hole

assumingk x ~ Jp/t < 1, Eq. [63) reduces to

Yo Elkx = (-1)Kx]

J2p2

AH, = —
t

energies become dependent on the individual partial hale de
sitiesp, 4. If we consider the Coulomb repulsion and the first
attraction mechanism of Sdc._ VY C for all relative lattice po- _
sitions R, the single-hole energies in EG_{48) are renormalWhereZkx — (—1)?Kx| ~ 1 contains all dependence on

X COS {3[/€y — (—1)qu]} ﬁl,q(k), (65)

ized byAA, 4 (k) = AL p1,q + ALY p1,1-4, Where the exact
values of AT'| and AT'{; depend on the detailed form of the
Coulomb repulsion. In the case &I';, > ALY, the par-
tial hole densities remaip; o = p11 = p/2, while in the

the momentum componeity. Importantly, the renormal-
ized single-hole energies, , (k) resulting from Eq.[(65) de-
pend on the momentum componént as well. In fact, the
single-hole dispersion relations for= {0, 1} holes around

case ofAT, < AT}/, the partial hole densities become either their respective central momentsK are quadratic in both

p1,0=pandp;; =00rp; o =0andp; = p. We assume

the kx and theky directions: the leading-order terms are

the first case in the following so that there are equal dassiti ~ t(kx F Kx)* and~ J?p*(ky F Ky )?/t. This implies that
of ¢ = 0 holes and; = 1 holes in the ground state. the Fermi seas for the two hole types are ellipses of halé-axe

For the second attraction mechanism of §ec] V C atthe reladkx ~ py/J/t andAky ~ /t/J centered attK. Note
tive lattice position® .., the mean-field decomposition takes thatAky < 1duetot < J® and thathkx ~ Kx Aky <1
the form of Eq.[(BF) with'; 4(k) = %E(/{X)ei(krkl)-Rzﬂ duetoKx <« 1 andAky < 1. Since our calculation result-
andZ(kx) = 16&; (k1 x)&a (k1 x )& (ko x )é2(ka x). Since ing in these Fermi ellipses is valid for any hole dengity 0,
Fig.[I3 shows thatiz 4 = —1 anduz 4+ = +1, the interac-  the Fermi strip described in Séc. VI A is unstable against an
tion strengths aré\T'y(g, +£) = +.J. On the other hand, this arbitrarily small hole interaction. The Fermi ellipsesloétin-
implies that mean-field decomposition becomes teracting treatment and the Fermi strip of the non-intémgct
treatment are contrasted in Hig] 14.

In terms of physical properties, the main difference with
respect to the results in Séc. VIl A is a finite electrical con-
ductivity in theY direction. The conductivities in th& and
Y directions are still calculated by Ef.{50), except that ae u
the renormalized single-hole energigs (k) and take their
second derivatives at the central momehid. Since the par-
tial hole densities arg; , = p/2, and the second derivatives
ared’A, ,(k)/Ok% ~ tandd*A]  (k)/Ok3 ~ J?p?/t, the
conductivities in the two directions become

J

AH, = ——
N

Z(kx) sin | x| sin [3ky]
ki ko

X {<ﬁ1,0(k1)> 71,1(ke) + (721,1(k2)) ﬁl,o(kl)] :

(63)

Unlike the original single-hole energids ,(k) in Eq. (49),

their renormalizationg\ A, ,(k) resulting from Eq.[(63) are
not minimal fork; = ko = 0. We therefore need to de-
termine the ground-state occupations of the single-hatest

that correspond to the smallest renormalized single-hwe-e ) J2pier

giesAf (k) = A14(k) + Ay 4(k). Exploiting the equiv- Ox ~UpET, oy~ ————. (66)
alence betweeg = 0 holes at moment&,; andq = 1

holes at momentk,, and noticing that both sine factors in Note in particular thaty, « p andoj o p®. Since the

Eq. (63) depend only on the relative momentkirx k; —ko,  ratio of the two conductivities is3. /oy ~ (Jp/t)* < 1,
we conclude that the respective central momenta are relatétle model has a strong conductivity anisotropy that becomes
by K = (Kx,Ky) (k1) = —(ks2), and minimize the weaker as we increase the hole dengity
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VIIl. MOBILE HOLES BEYOND SLOW HOPPING numbersp, we also sep = ¢ for each hole without loss of
generality. Due to the lack of broken dimers in the isolated

By relaxing the condition of slow hopping, we qualitatively dimer limit, the plaquette sector is then conserved by gh-ho
describe the Kitaev honeycomb model with mobile holes N9 Processes along bonds. Since the hopping processes

the regimes of intermediate hopping(< ¢ < 1) and fast alongx andy bonds either flip no plaquettes or two plaque-

X ) : ; . ttes in each of two neighboring stripes (see Eig. 6), this im-
.hOpp'ng ¢>1). We_ f'rSF _con5|der a single isolated hole and plies that the number of excited plaquettes has a conserved
investigate the applicability of the internal quantum nensh

h, q, andp. Since the original definitions of these quantumparity in each stripe. If there are an odd number of excited

g . . plaquettes in any stripe around any hole, the given hole can
numbers in SemB are in terms O.f t_he internal mo_des Onlyhop in theY” direction only if it leaves behind an excited pla-
they are not applicable beyond the limit of slow hopping when

the excitations in the bulk modes can no longer be neglecte@.uette in the given stripe. Since the kinetic energy deeas

In the regime of intermediate hopping whens Ep ~ J4 y ~ t for each hole that can hop in4thé direction, thi§
the bulk flux excitations are no longer negligible, and thieho process happens spontaneouslytfor /%, and there remain

is surrounded by a cloud of fluctuating fluxes. In the regimean even number of excited plaquettes in each stripe around

; _ ht

of fast hopping when > Ey ~ 1, the bulk fermion excita- each hole. Due t(zl thg relatiod$ ., Wp = (_1_) *and
tions are no longer negligible, and the hole is also surrednd HPG{; Wp = (~1)1, this means that any hole with quantum
by a cloud of fluctuating fermions. On the other hand, the'UMDErs other thah_: 0 andg - 0 is unstable against a
hole combined with these excitation clouds has a well-ddfine SPONtaneous decay into a hole with q“"?‘”t“m F‘“mbe“so
superselection sector that is conserved by the hopping pr(?—nd_q = 0. Note that_ this rc_asult remains valid away from
cess due to the locality of the exchange operé&ior. This the |_solated dimer limit an_d in the case o> 1 when the
means that the definitions of the quantum numbeendg fermions are also fluctuating. Holeg with quantum numbers
can be generalized in terms of their correspondence to theé;’%e - 0 an(jq — 0 are then ener_getlcglly fayoraple because
conserved superselection sectors. Furthermore, the only n 1€ hopping is the least constrained in thelirection.

trivial terms in the exchange operar, are the Heisenberg N conclusion, the quantum numbdrsg, andp generalize
terms in Eq.[(2B) that conserve the product of dimer operaP®y0nd the regime of slow hopping, but they are valid only
tors\; = iz and the products of plaquette operattirs f(_)r s_maller hole densities due to the clouds of ﬂU(_:tuatlng ex
both in even stripes and in odd stripes (see 5ecl VD). Thi§itations around holes. Furthermore,. any hole with quantum
means that the definitions of all quantum numblerg, and numbers other thah = 0 andg = 0 is unstable against a

p can be generalized in terms of these products such that th ontaneous_decay into a hole with quantum numherso
are conserved by the hopping procegs1)e+? = [],. 4 Ai ndg = 0. This means that all holes in the ground state have

(—1)h+p — [Tpe, Wr, and(—1)? = [T, Wp, where each quantum numberé = 0 andg = 0, and that the ground

. e i . state is identical to that in the case #f < t < J*. The
product is taken over a sufficiently large region that corgai <b<

. . only difference is that there are clouds of fluctuating excit
the clouds of fluctuating fluxes and fermions. The quantumy o o round each hole. Importantly, when the hole density

numbersh, g, andp are then valid if the distances between becomey > R”, the clouds of fluctuating fluxes (fermions)
holes exceed the radii of these excitation clouds. around different holes merge, and the holes hop in an entire
To provide an upper bound on the radius of each excitatiomattice of fluctuating fluxes (fermions).
cloud, we notice that the fluctuating fluxes and fermions in-
crease the potential energy and decrease the kinetic eakrgy
the hole. This means that the two radii are determined by a
balance between the potential and the kinetic energieseSin
the excitation energy of a bulk flux &p ~ J* and that of a

IX. COMPARISON WITH MEAN-FIELD RESULTS

bulk fermion isE; ~ 1, the increase in the potential energy A. Holes in the parton description
is on the order ofR%4 Ep ~ R%.J* for a flux cloud of radius
Rp and on the order oR3E; ~ R} for a fermion cloud of We now discuss the relation between our exact results for

radiusR;. On the other hand, since the decrease in the kithe Kitaev honeycomb model with mobile holes and the cor-
netic energy due to both excitation clouds is at most the  responding mean-field results in 23. In their desmipti
increase in the potential energy due to either excitationd! ¢ physical operator (1) ande that annihilate (create) a
must be bounded by, t. We therefore conclude that the up- <p; [ators,; ance:, :

. spin-up and a spin-down particle at siteespectively, are ex-

per bound on the flux cloud radius i S /t/J* and that pressed in terms of the fermionic spinon operaﬁéﬁ% and

on the fermion cloud radius B, < /t.

1SV £ and the bosonic holon operatdjsgl) and bl(TQ) The re-
ing relations between the physical operators and titepa
(holon and spinon) operators can be summarized in the matrix

plicity, we consider the case off < t < 1 when only the form C, = F, - B,/v/2, where the physical-operator matrix is

plaugettes are fluctuating around the holes. To ensurehtbat t
guantum numbers andq are valid, we assume a small hole
densityp <« R;Q and neglect any hole interactions. Since C, = (Cm €y ) ’

67
the hopping matrix elements are independent of the quantum 7

Cii CZF,T



while the spinon-operator and the holon-operator mataces

b/, —b
Fl = 5 Bl = %r’l 12 . (68)
by, b

Importantly, the physical-operator mati®; is invariant un-
der the combined gauge transformatibp — F,; - G; and
B, — G; - B, for any G; € SU(2). Since a physical state

fi4 —flﬁ .

fl,i flT-,T

should also be invariant under such an SU(2) gauge transfor-

mation at any sitd, it must satisfyX;* = 0 for all SU(2)
generatorsCy* with o = {x,y, z}. If the spinon operators
are related to the Majorana fermions introduced in Seclll!
by fi+ = (¢ +b})/2 andf;, = (ib} — b})/2, these SU(2)
generators take the form [see Eq. (20) in . 23]

. 1 .
Z Eaalazbzhb?z_i Z bvala.glCzb},Cw

ai,a2 C1,62

(69)
whereg® are the Pauli matrices,is the completely antisym-
metric tensor, and the summations are aves = {z,y, 2}
and¢i 2 = {1,2}. For a single sité, there are only three
physical states: the empty hole state), the spin-up particle
state| 1;), and the spin-down particle statel;). The pro-
jection of any state in the parton description onto the pdafsi
subspace witliC?* = 0 is then a superposition ok;), | 14),

i i
= Lpoe -t
8

K 1

and| J;). Interms of the parton operators, these three physicaq

states are given by [see Eq. (18) in Ref. 23]

1
i) = 5 (bl +latiytl, ) 100,
[ 1) = ef 1Ixi) =£]0), (70)
) = Czr,¢|><l>: 1T,¢|0l>a
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states. Since the effective Hamiltonian of the two-sitdesys

is H = —bjbjcicy, its ground state has expectation values
(ib7b7) = (—iciep) = £1. In fact, there aré6 such ground
states in the parton description that take the form

’qulirz> (1 + ifltszt,T) (fll)h (flt,i)rzbj,g (|Ol> ® |0l’>)
[(€f,)m ] oo @ [ )2 lon)] (71)

i (6 b J00] @ [t 461 r10n)].

there( = {1,2} andry 2 = {0,1}. On the other hand, the

projection of the ground stat@ ' }'*) onto the subspace with
Kf = Kff = 0is non-zero only if the overlap dfv'1*) is
non-zero with either of the two physical states) ® | 1) or

|x:) @ | li). For¢ = 1, we must choose; = 0 andry = 1,
in which case the first term in Eq.([71) has a non-zero overlap
with |x;) @ | lr). For¢ = 2, we must choose; = 1 and
ro = 0, in which case the second term in Hg.l(71) has a non-
zero overlap withx;) ® | 1,/). This means that the choice
of exciting eitheﬁoj,1 or blt2 at the hole sité before the pro-
jection determines the local magnetization at the neighigor
sitel’ = z(1) after the projection. We therefore conclude that
these two different choices correspond to different plégue
uantum numbers = {0, 1}.

Since the two-site system around the hole has only two
physical states that are distinguished by the plaquettae-qua
tum numberp, the remaining quantum numbetsand g are
necessarily determined by the spinons around the holdsite.
the regime of slow hopping, the definitions of these quantum
numbers in Se€._VB are straightforward to express in terms of
the Majorana fermiong* andc;, or equivalently, in terms of

the spinon operatodﬂ) andfl(?. Beyond the regime of slow

where|0;) is the vacuum of the parton operators that is definechopping, the exact expressions become more complicated, bu

by f17¢|01> = fl_’¢|01> =0 andb171|01> = b172|01> = 0. Note

the general principle remains the same. For our purposes, it

that these three states are indeed physical because tisdy satis enough to establish an intuitive picture from the general

Ki|xi) = Kl 1) = Kif| L) = 0forall o = {a,y, 2}.

principle by using the interpretation in which the variowseh

Before investigating the mean-field treatment, we considetypes with different quantum numbetsandq have different
a single stationary hole and aim to make a connection betweekinds of elementary excitations bound to them. This interpr

its parton description and its internal quantum numberg,

andp. In the isolated dimer limit, there is an effective two-

site system around the hole consisting of the hole /saad
the neighboring sité¢’ = z(I). We assumé < A without
loss of generality. Since there is a hole at $ind there is
no hole at sitd’, one holon is excited at siteand no holon
is excited at sité’. Due to the four spinons at sitésand!’
that are either excited or not and the two holons atiditem
which exactly one is excited, the Hilbert space of the twe-si
system in the parton description is th&hdimensional. How-

tation has a simple translation in the parton descriptiomes

of the spinons around the hole site are bound to the holon at
the hole site, and the quantum numbArandq are in turn
determined by the structure of these bound spinons.

B. Mean-field treatment of the model

In the mean-field treatment of Réf.|23, the Hamiltonian of

ever, the physical Hilbert space of the two-site system ig on the model is first expressed in terms of the parton operators
2 dimensional because it is spanned by the two physical statesd then subjected to an appropriate mean-field decomposi-

|x;) @ | 1) and|x;) ® | Jrr). This means that the projec-

tion. As a result of this treatment, the mean-field Hamiléoni

tion of any state in the parton description onto the subspacef the model with a small densigy < 1 of mobile holes takes
with " = Kff = 0 is a superposition of these two physical the form [see Egs. (24) and (25) in 23]
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2 2
Z Z {{ 3—22_: +cc)}zclca(1)— Z [Jd a'Va + iz S +c.c. }zbl a(l)

IEA a=z,y,z ¢=1 a’'=x,y,z (=1

2 2
+£ |:Ua - Z ug/] Z [ib}7<ba(1),c + H.C.} } + Z Z BFICO‘ ZZ l(bl ¢ (72)
¢=1

o'=x,y,z ¢=1 a=x,y,z l

whereu“' v, andw§, are the respective expectation values of The most important result of our exact study is that each
the generalized bond fermion operatafs = b}’ ba(z)- the hole has three internal degrees of freedom and that it can be
generalized matter fermion operataig,sz —icicaq), and the  characterized by three corresponding quantum numbers

. andp. The quantum numberdescribes a local magnetization
holon coherence o .
peratof§, = ib b ¢ The constraint around the hole, while the quantum numbkmndg capture

DD (bf by c) = 2Np for the total number of holes is en-  the possibility of an elementary excitation (flux or fermjon
forced by 'the chemical potential while the softened gauge peing bound to it. The parton description in Ref. 23 incorpo-
constraint(K’j*) = 0 is enforced by the Lagrange multiplier rates the quantum numbervia the introduction of two dis-
Bl for all  ande. Importantly, the mean-field Hamiltonian in tinct holon species (see S€c. IX A). However, the mean-field
Eq. (72) is an extension of that in Ref] 23. It is applicable totreatment is unable to represent the quantum nunibansiq:

the gapped phase of the model, where the coupling strengtlisignores the possibility of bound states between holessnd

Jo, are different.J, = landJ = J, = J, < 1. ementary excitations as it inherently neglects any caiogla
The mean-field Hamiltonian in Eq.(72) can be solved bybetween these independent degrees of freedom.
a self-consistent procedure in terms of the expectatiamegal In the regime of slow hopping, it is straightforward to ver-

u®', vy, andw$. In the absence of holep (= 0), there is a  ify explicitly that all holes in the mean-field ground state/k
coupling of strengthy,, between the bond fermion expectation quantum numbers = 0 andq = 0 as they have no elemen-
valueu® and the matter fermion expectation valygalong tary excitations bound to them. Since< J* andp < 1 in
each bond of type. Keeping only the lowest-order terms in this regime, the conditiong < J? andtp < 1 are both sat-
J < 1, the self-consistent solutions for these expectation valisfied, and hence the mean-field expectation valgeandv,
ues areu® = v, = 1 andv, = v, = J/2. Note that the forp > 0 are close to those at= 0. On the other hand, these
same expectation values are obtained from the exact selutiexpectation values are the same as those obtained from the
of the model in Sed_Tll. In the presence of holgs ¥ 0),  exact solution of the undoped model. Since the exact ground
the holons all condense into their lowest-energy staterat ze state of the undoped model is free of elementary excitatigns
momentum, and hence the holon coherence expectation vadefinition, the mean-field ground state of the doped model has
ues arew$, ~ p. This means that the original termis,u2 no elementary excitations either. Note that the quantum-num
and.J, 04,4/ v, in the first two square brackets of Eﬂ72) are bers of the mean-field ground state are then consistent with
in competition with new terms on the order §f. The ex-  those of the exact ground state in the casd‘of ¢ < J*
pectation values? anduv, for p > 0 are then close to those butnotin the case af < J® (see Sed VITA).
for p = 0 as long as these new terms are negligible with re- The particle statistics of the various hole types are furthe
spect to the original terms. In particular, the bond fermionimportant results of our exact study. Unsurprisingly, tiae-p
expectation values; anduy remain close tol as long as ticle statistics depends on the quantum numbeend ¢ as
tp € Juyvey ~ J2 Whl|e the bond fermion expectation the binding of an elementary excitation can lead to a statis-
valueu? and the matter fermion expectation valueremain  tical transmutation. Since only bare holes with= 0 and
close t01 aslong asp < J.v., J.u? ~ 1. g = 0 are captured by the mean-field treatment, the relevant
comparison is between the bare holes of the exact deseriptio
and the holons of the mean-field treatment. We find a remark-
able discrepancy in this respect: the bare holes of our exact
study are fermions, while the holons of the parton desenipti
in Ref.[28 are bosons. It would then be interesting to resolve
We are now ready to make a comparison between the meathis discrepancy by considering a fermionic analogue of the
field ground state obtained from EQ.172) and the exact grounthean-field treatment in Ref.[23. For example, an appropriate
state discussed in Se€s_VII A aRd VIll. Although there aretransformation between spinful bosons and spinful fers#on
general trends in the phase diagram of the model that are comeuld be used to relate the two species of bosonic holons and
mon to both approaches, this comparison reveals several ithe fermionic bare holes with = {0, 1}. Alternatively, it is
teresting discrepancies between the exact descriptiothend natural to ask how an analysis going beyond the mean-field
mean-field treatment. In particular, there are two significa saddle point could provide the correct statistics.
discrepancies concerning the internal degrees of freedoin a Beyond the regime of slow hopping, we can compare the
the particle statistics of mobile holes. evolution of the mean-field ground state as a functiot) of,

C. Discussion of ground-state properties
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andp with our picture of the exact ground state where holesanisotropic (Abelian) gapped phase of the Kitaev honeycomb
are surrounded by clouds of fluctuating excitations. In themodel. We found that the mobile holes in the model have in-
mean-field treatment, there are two important characierist ternal degrees of freedom as they can bind the fraction& exc
scales oftp. First, the bond fermion expectation valugs,  tations of the model and that the resulting hole types with di
uy, andu? are all close td only fortp < J?, and flux exci-  ferent fractional excitations bound to them are fundanignta
tations then start appearing(ap) » ~ J2. Second, the matter different in terms of their single-particle and multi-pele
fermion expectation values are close td only fortp < 1, properties. We now conclude the paper with two suggestions
and fermion excitations then start appearingta}; ~ 1. In  for the future direction of this research.

the language of the exact description in $ec.IVIlI, the caiti The interestin doped topological states is in part due tio the
value(tp)p,; corresponds to the critical density at which the identification as possible candidates for high-tempeeatur
fluctuating fluxes (fermions) around different holes meige. superconductor&? If Cooper pairs are formed by extra elec-
we assume that our upper bounds on the excitation cloud radiions or missing electrons (holes) in such a doped topadbgic
are good estimates so th&p ~ \/W andR; ~ /1, the state, the cpndensati_on of thgse Cooper. pair; can lead to su-
corresponding critical values from SEC_VIII af)p ~ J* perconductmg behavior. As discussed briefly in SEI_V C the
and(tp); ~ 1. These results have a simple interpretation:h0|es in the K|ta_ev honeycomb model form bound pairs if the
each kind of excitation starts appearing when the kinetic enCoulomb repulsion is strong enough to counteract phase sep-
ergy densitytp reaches its excitation energy. However, by aration but not strong enough to counteract pair formation.
using this interpretation, we obtain inconsistent valwestie  is then natural to ask what kind of internal degrees of freedo
flux excitation energy as it i€p ~ J* in the exact descrip- these hole pairs possess and what their manifestationa are i
tion andEp ~ J2 in the mean-field treatment. The reason for the superconducting behavior of hole pairs. Furthermbee, t
this inconsistency is that flux excitations do not appealiexp duestion of superconductivity is of central importancehia t
itly in the mean-field treatment but instead are decoupled agomplementary mean-field work’Consequently, an exact

independent bond fermion excitations. study of hole pairs could further clarify the relation beéme
At the isotropic point of/ = 1, for which the mean-field the exact description and the mean-field treatments.
theory in Ref is devised, the regime of slow hopping is The binding of fractional excitations by mobile holes is in-

unattainable for any hopping amplitude due to the existencéeresting in part because it provides a controlled way of in-
of gapless fermionic excitations. It is then reopriori pos-  troducing fractional particles into the model and manipnta
sible to think of each hole as possessing well-defined iatern the resulting quantum state by exploiting the anyonicstias
degrees of freedod® The innocuous choice of a quasiparticle of these fractional particle¥. Importantly, the Kitaev hon-
representing the hole can be non-obvious due to the ingricattycomb model has even more exotic fractional excitations
many-body problem posed by the detailed hole dynamics, anidd its spatially isotropic (non-Abelian) gapped phagét is

in the most extreme scenario, it can even become ill-definethen natural to expect that these fractional excitatiorth wi
as the coupling between the hole and the gapless excitatiof®n-Abelian anyonic statistics can also be bound to mobile
renders the quasiparticle description problematic irfitde ~ holes and that the properties of the resulting fractionetipa

is a natural extension of our present work to consider asinglcles would be interesting to explore.

isolated hole in the gapless phase of the model and discuss it

potential quasiparticle representation along with angrimél

degrees of freedom possessed by it. Acknowledgments
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