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Recently the experimental evidence of a charge-6e condensed phase in the kagome superconductor
AV3Sb5 (J. Ge, et. al., Phys. Rev. X 14, 021025 (2024)) has sparked significant interest. At a
phenomenological level, the order parameter of the 3Q pair-density-wave state can form either a
triangular lattice or a kagome lattice, in which the vortices and antivortices locate at the center of
the plaquettes. When the phase of a Cooper pair is denoted as a XY spin, the effective model for
the phase fluctuation is characterized by the frustrated XY spin model on a triangular lattice with
the nearest neighbour antiferromagnetic coupling or a kagome lattice with both nearest neighbour
and next-nearest neighbor antiferromagnetic couplings. While both models produce 1

3
fractional

vortex excitations, which arise as the kinks on the domain walls in the low-energy excitations, the
triangular lattice model has a much larger domain wall energy than the vortex interaction energy,
so the frustrated kagome lattice model becomes unique. By developing a state-of-the-art numerical
tensor network method, we rigorously solve this effective model at finite temperatures and confirm
the presence of a vestigial phase with 1

3
vortex-antivortex paired phase in the absence of phase

coherence of Cooper pairs, which is dual to the charge-6e condensed phase. Our theory provides a
potential explanation for the vestigial charge-6e magneto-resistant oscillations observed in the recent
experimental work.

Introduction. -The quasi-2D vanadium-based
kagome materials AV3Sb5 (A=K, Rb, Cs) have emerged
as a focus of research interest due to their rich phase dia-
gram [1, 2], including charge density wave (CDW) order
[3–10] and superconductivity [11–13]. The materials un-
dergo the CDW transition around Tcdw ∼ 80 − 110 K.
It was proposed that the normal state might have loop
current order with the time-reversal symmetry breaking
(TRSB) [14, 15], and the superconducting state exhibits
exotic features as well. Below Tsc ∼ 1 − 3 K, scanning
tunneling microscopy (STM) experiment had observed
a 3Q pair-density-wave (PDW) order with a 4a0

3 × 4a0

3
spatial modulation superimposed on the background of
the 2a0 × 2a0 and 4a0 unidirectional CDW ordering [11].
Moreover, the recent magneto-transport experiment [12]
in the superconducting fluctuation regime has revealed
a potentially more complex superconducting phase dia-
gram. As the temperature gradually increases from the
zero resistance, the conventional magnetoresistance oscil-
lation with a period of h

2e is suppressed, but the periods
of h

6e of magnetoresistance oscillations emerge, indicating
the presence of a charge-6e paired ordering phase in the
absence of phase coherence of Cooper pairs [12]. These
experimental observations pose challenges for theoretical
understanding of superconductivity in kagome materials
AV3Sb5.

It is known that the superconducting state is gener-
ally described by the spatial dependent order parameter
∆(r) = |ϕ(r)|eiθ(r). In two dimensions (2D), the su-
perconducting transition is determined by the thermal
fluctuation of the Cooper pair phase field [16–19]. For
uniform superconducting state, when the amplitude fluc-

tuation is frozen, the phase fluctuation can be simply
described by the classical XY spin model and the phase
coherence is characterized by the Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-
Thouless (BKT) transition [20–22] with the quasi-long-
range order (QLRO) of the field eiθ(r).

From the Ginzburg Landau (GL) free energy, the pos-
sible PDW ground state, which displays the hexagonal
lattice symmetry and global U(1) symmetry, has been
solved in [23]. To be consistent with TRSB in the nor-
mal state, the PDW ground state must be commensurate
with the 2a0 × 2a0 CDW order, maintaining C6 rotation
symmetry [24, 25]. The general order parameter form of
the 3Q PDW state is expressed as

∆pdw(r) =
∑
±Qj

∆Qj
eiQj ·r, (1)

where ±Qj denotes the six wave vectors of the PDW
state and Qj = 3

4Gj as the Bragg vectors of the under-
lying kagome lattice with the lattice constant a0. There
are two possible PDW states that satisfy these condi-
tions, and their maximum amplitude positions form a
triangular lattice and a kagome lattice, respectively.

ψ±
v-av(r) = ∆eiθ

∑
j=1,2,3

e±iQj ·(r−r0) (2)

ψ±
kagome(r) = ∆eiθ

∑
j=1,2,3

e±i(j−1) 2π
3 cos[Qj · (r − r0)],

where ∆eiθ denotes the overall amplitude and phase of
the PDW state, r0 determines the overall position of the
PDW state located at the C6 rotation center of the CDW
states. When r0 is fixed, both ground states exhibit a
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FIG. 1: (a) The amplitude distribution of ψkagome. (b) The
phase distribution on the kagome lattice. The pink (cyan)
circle denotes ±2 vortex. (c) Spin configuration with infinite
straight domain wall, depicted by the purple dashed line. (d)
The + 1

3
vortex excitation at the kink of the domain wall.

U(1)×Z2 ground state degeneracy, where the Z2 degen-
eracy is due to the TRSB. While the ψ±

v-av(r) possess
only three non-zero pairing components, when coupled
to a uniform superconducting order parameter ∆0 [25],
these states can also yield the six ±Qj peaks observed in
STM experiments [11].

In Fig. 1(a), the amplitude distribution of the super-
conducting order parameters ψ+

kagome(r) is plotted. The
positions of the maximum amplitude ψ+

kagome(r) form a
kagome lattice, while their zeros of amplitude are located
at the center of the triangle and hexagonal plaquettes,
where +1 vortices and −2 antivortices at the center of
triangular and hexagonal plaquettes, respectively. The
key feature of this state is captured by the phase distri-
bution on the emergent lattice. As shown in Fig. 1(b),
three spins (θA, θB , θC) on each triangle have a relative
phase difference:

θB = θA ± 2π

3
, θC = θA ± 4π

3
. (3)

The vortex distribution in the PDW states can also be
described by the vorticity [26], which is a lattice dis-
crete version of the vortex. The vorticity is defined at
the plaquette of the lattice: vp = 1

2π

∑
i,j∈p ϕij , ϕij =

(θi − θj)(mod2π), where the summation is taken in the
clockwise direction over the bonds around the plaquette
p. It can be easily verified that the vorticity in the lattice
model is consistent with the PDW states.

Effective model and fractional vortex excita-
tions. -To describe the phase fluctuation in the pres-
ence of vortex-antivortex ground state for ψ±

v-av(r), the

effective antiferromagnetic (AF) XY spin model on a tri-
angular lattice [27–32] may be considered, and the details
include in Supplementary III.B.

For ψ±
kagome(r), due to the weak geometric constraints

on the arrangement of vorticity between the neighboring
triangles on the kagome lattice, we have to consider an
effective Hamiltonian with both the nearest neighbor and
weak next-nearest-neighbor AF interactions on a kagome
lattice [33–35].

H = J1
∑
⟨i,j⟩

cos(θi − θj) + J2
∑

⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩

cos(θi − θj), (4)

which favors the ferromagnetic arrangement of vorticity
on neighboring triangular plaquettes.

In accordance with the ground state degeneracy, there
are two kinds of topological excitations: vortices and do-
main walls. In Fig. 1(d), we illustrate the spin configu-
rations in the presence of an infinite straight domain wall
excitations. When the ground state configuration on one
side of the wall is fixed, the vorticity and orientation of
spins on the other side of the wall are given by

(θ′A, θ
′
B , θ

′
C) = (θA, θB +

2π

3
, θC − 2π

3
). (5)

Additionally, there exists a third type of topological
defect, 1/3 fractional vortex excitation as the kink on
a domain wall [34]. If the domain wall is not straight
but has a 120◦ kink at the center of one of the hexagonal
plaquettes, as shown in Fig. 1(c), the phase configuration
on the other side of the wall, after buckling, is given by

(θ′A, θ
′
B , θ

′
C) = (θA +

2π

3
, θB − 2π

3
, θC), (6)

which lead to a global 2π
3 phase mismatch, characterized

by a semi-infinite branch cut passing through the center
of the hexagonal plaquette. To compensate for the phase
mismatch, all the spins around the kink will rotate by
an angle θ ∈ (0, 2π3 ), effectively forming a 1

3 fractional
vortex.

In fact, the AF triangular lattice XY spin model
also exhibits 1

3 vortex excitations [29], which can be
constructed in the same manner (see Supplementary-
Fig.6). However, the fractional vortex is a compos-
ite topological excitation that cannot exist without the
presence of an infinite domain wall. The excitation
energy of these composite objects can be expressed as
Efv = EdwL+ 1

9Ev lnL, where L is the system size, Edw
is the energy per length of the domain wall, and Ev is the
pre-logarithmic factor of the vortex energy, proportional
to the superfluid density. For the AF triangular lattice
model, Edw is of the same order as vortex energy, and
the fractional vortices are always bounded by the linear
energy cost of the domain wall even when further neigh-
boring interaction is considered [30]. As the temperature
increases, the system first undergoes a BKT transition
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FIG. 2: TN representation of the J1 − J2 AF XY spin model. The relationship between local tensors is depicted on the
arrows connecting different tensor network diagrams. (a) TN with continuous indices. The dashed lines represent the bonds
of the original kagome lattice, while solid lines depict the legs of tensors. (b) TN with discrete indices constructed by Fourier
transformation on each plaquette and integration of spin variables. (c) The vertical splitting of the δ tensor, with the split
bonds shown by red dashed lines. (d) Construction of the transfer matrix and uniform local tensors. (e) Up and down eigene
quations for the fixed-point uniform matrix product state (MPS) |ψ(A)⟩ and ⟨ψ(B)| of the transfer matrix T .

driven by the unbinding of integer vortex pairs, followed
by an Ising transition driven by the proliferation of do-
main walls [28, 31, 32]. Nevertheless, in the AF kagome
lattice model, the energy of a domain wall per length
is determined by J2. When J1 ≫ J2, the proliferation
of domain walls occurs first, and the fractional vortex
becomes relevant, leading to an intermediate fractional
vortex paired phase [34, 36, 37].

Tensor network method. -In the TN formalism,
the first step is to express the partition function in terms
of an infinite tensor network. Since the J1 − J2 XY
kagome lattice model is a frustrated system, construct-
ing its TN representation requires careful consideration.
In our previous work [36], we have established a compre-
hensive framework for addressing frustrated models with
continuous degrees of freedom. This framework can be
seamlessly applied to the present case, providing a natu-
ral and effective approach.

To account for the vorticity degree of freedom, the
global Boltzmann weight exp(−βH(θ)) can be decom-
posed into the product of local Boltzmann weights

Z =
∏
i

∫
dθi
2π

∏
t1

Wt1(θt1)
∏
h

Wh(θh), (7)

where Wt and Wh include the Boltzmann weight of all
the nearest-neighbor interactions within an elementary
triangle plaquette and a hexagonal plaquette, respec-
tively. The partition function can be translated into a
tensor network with continuous U(1) indices, as shown

in Fig.2(a). To transform the local tensors onto a dis-
crete basis, the Fourier transformations are made on the
Boltzmann weights Wt and Wh, respectively

It1(n1, n2, n3)

=

3∏
i=1

∫
dθi
2π

Wt1(θ1, θ2, θ3)

3∏
i=1

U(θi, ni),

Ih(n1, n2, n3, n4, n5, n6)

=

6∏
i=1

∫
dθi
2π

Wh(θ1, θ2, θ3, θ4, θ5, θ6)

6∏
i=1

U(θi, ni),

where U(θ, n) = e−inθ is the basis of the Fourier trans-
formation. Then the original phase variables {θ} can be
integrated out on each site and the partition function is
transformed into the TN representation shown in Fig.
2(b).

In Fig. 2(c), we further decompose the δ tensor verti-
cally in order to construct the linear transfer matrix

δn1+n2+n3+n4,0 =
∑
n0

δ1n1+n2−n0,0δ
2
n3+n4+n0,0. (8)

So the transfer matrix T can be built by grouping the
δ1, δ2, δ, Ih, It tensors and contracting them. After that,
the transfer matrix is further split horizontally to obtain
the local uniform tensorsO1 andO2, whose interior struc-
tures are shown in Fig. 2(d). Finally the linear transfer
matrix is represented as

T (k1, k2) = tTr(. . . O1O2O1O2 . . . ), (9)
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FIG. 3: (a) The generalized entanglement entropy as a func-
tion of temperature for J2 = 0.0025J1. (b) The singularity
temperatures Tc1 and Tc2 of the entanglement entropy fitted
for MPS bond dimensions from 40 to 120. (c) The phase dia-
gram of the J1 − J2 AF XY spin model on a kagome lattice.
The BKT transition line start from point A (0.075,0) and ter-
minating at point B. The coordinates of point B are estimated
as J2 ≈ 0.005 ∼ 0.0055J1.

which can be understood as a 1D quantum matrix prod-
uct operator acting on an infinite number of degrees
of freedom. In the thermodynamic limit, solving the
partition function reduces to finding the leading eigen-
value and leading eigenvectors of the transfer matrix in
Fig.2(e).

Since the transfer matrix T is non-Hermitian, both the
down and up eigen equations should be solved. The so-
lutions to these equations can be accurately found us-
ing multi-site variational uniform matrix product state
(VUMPS) algorithms [38]. With the up and down lead-
ing eigenvectors, various physical quantities including the
local observables and the correlation functions can be ef-
ficiently calculated. The details of TN construction and
calculation of physical quantities can be found in the Sup-
plementary I.B.

Numerical results. -Within the framework of TN,
the entanglement measure of quantum many-body sys-
tems serve as a precise criterion for identifying various
phase transitions. For the non-Hermitian transfer matrix
under consideration, we employ the generalized entangle-
ment entropy [39, 40] to determine the phase boundary.
In Fig.3(a), the numerical results of the generalized en-
tanglement entropy at J2 = 0.0025J1, with bond dimen-
sions ranging from D = 40 to D = 120 are displayed.
The entanglement entropy exhibit a sharp peak and a
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FIG. 4: (a)-(c) The correlation function at J2 =
0.0025J1, T = 0.070J1. (a) The correlation function of the
integer vortices. (b) The correlation function of the 1/2 vor-
tices. (c) The correlation function of the 1/3 vortices. (d)
The extracted correlation length of 1

3
fractional vortices.

discontinuous jump, corresponding to a continuous and a
discontinuity phase transitions, respectively. The precise
transition temperatures can be determined by the extrap-
olation of the bond dimension. As shown in Fig. 3(b),
the lower transition temperature Tc1 ≃ 0.035J1 remains
nearly unchanged as the bond dimension increases, while
the higher transition temperature is Tc2 ≃ 0.072J1, which
is close to the estimated BKT transition temperature
driven by 1

3 vortex: Tfv ≈ 1
9Tv ≈ 0.075J1.

For J2 > 0.0055J1, the generalized entanglement en-
tropy exhibits one discontinuous jump only. Then a
phase diagram can be calculated and shown in Fig.3(c),
where the low-temperature vortex lattice phase is char-
acterized by QLRO in ⟨eiθ⟩ and long-range order (LRO)
in vorticity variables. When crossing the first-order tran-
sition, the vorticity LRO and ⟨eiθ⟩ QLRO break simulta-
neously, indicating the melting of the vortex lattice. The
extended numerical data is shown in the Supplementary
III.A.

The most interesting physics occurs at J2 < 0.005J1,
where a vestigial 1

3 vortex-antivortex paired phase
emerges. The intermediate phase at Tc1 < T < Tc2 can
be characterized by the following correlation function

Gn(r) = ⟨ein(θi−θi+r)⟩ = |Gn(r)|eiϕn(r), (10)

whereGn(r) characterizes the correlation behavior of 1/n
fractional vortices when n > 1. In Fig.4(a)-(b), the corre-
lation functions for both integer vortices and 1/2 vortices
are calculated at T = 0.070J1, and their amplitudes ex-
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hibit the exponential decay. Meanwhile, the correlation
function for 1

3 fractional vortices exhibits a quasi-long-
range order

G3(r) = ⟨e3i(θi−θi+r)⟩ ∼ r−η3 , (11)

as depicted in Fig.4(c). Notice that G3(r) at large dis-
tances shows a tail due to the finite bond dimension.
Moreover, above Tc2, a correlation length can be deter-
mined with the form of G3(r) ∼ exp(−r/ξ3). As shown
in Fig.4(d), we have

ξ3(T ) ∼ exp(
b√

T − Tc
), T → T+

c , (12)

which suggests the BKT phase transition at Tc2 though
it is driven by the 1

3 vortex unbinding.
The existence of the intermediate phase can be under-

stood from the perspective of topological defects. The
first order transition at Tc1 is driven by the prolifera-
tion of domain walls. Above Tc1, the system is charac-
terized by a network of infinite domain walls intersect-
ing with each other, with 1/3 fractional vortices existing
as the kinks and the intersections of domain walls. At
J2 < 0.005J1, while the free energy cost of the domain
walls vanishes, the logarithmic interaction between vor-
tices is still strong enough to bind them in pairs, leading
to a fractional vortex pair phase, characterized by QLRO
in ⟨ei3θ⟩. When further increasing J2, once the free en-
ergy of the domain wall vanishes, the interaction between
fractional vortices is also not strong enough to bind them
in pairs. Consequently, the fractional vortex also unbind
at the same temperature and the intermediate phase van-
ishes.

Conclusion. -In the context of superconductor phase
fluctuation, the QLRO of ⟨eiθ⟩ corresponds to the global
phase coherence of ordinary 2e Cooper pairs, while the
QLRO of ⟨ei3θ⟩ corresponds to the global phase coherence
of three pairs of Cooper pairs. The intermediate phase
between Tc1 and Tc2 can be interpreted as a phase re-
ferred to as the charge-6e ordered coherent phase, which
exhibits global phase coherence between three pairs of
Cooper pairs, in the absence of phase coherence between
normal 2e Cooper pairs. Just as the QLRO of ⟨eiθ⟩ gives
rise to the flux quantization of h

2e [41–43], the QLRO of
⟨ei3θ⟩ also directly accounts for the flux quantization of
h
6e . When an external magnetic field is applied, the su-
perconducting state couples with the gauge field through
minimal coupling: H ∼ |(−iℏ∇ − 2eA)ψ|2. In ring de-
vices made of AV3Sb5, when the magnetic flux equals 1

3
flux quanta, 1

3 vortices, which induce a phase gradient∫
∇θ ·dl = 2e

ℏ
∫
A ·dl = 2π

3 , will be excited from the state
to minimize the free energy of the system, giving rise to
oscillatory behavior in units of h

6e [12].
In summary, we have proposed that the 3Q PDW

states observed in AV3Sb5 can be effectively described by
ψkagome states, and suggested that the superconducting

fluctuations of these states can be captured by the J1−J2
XY model on a kagome lattice with the nearest-neighbor
and next nearest-neighbor AF couplings. Moreover, our
findings indicate that when J2 < 0.005J1, a charge-6e
phase condensed state can emerges, providing a plausible
explanation for the observed superconducting fluctuation
region in AV3Sb5.
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