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We discuss the discovery by variational Monte Carlo (VMC) methods of a series of multinode quantum spin
liquids (QSLs) in extended Kitaev models on the honeycomb lattice. Like the gapless Kitaev spin liquid with
its two nodes at K and K′, these multinode QSLs are characterized by an emergent Z2 gauge structure and a
discrete number of symmetry-protected Majorana cones in their low-energy excitation spectrum. Because the
cones are gapped by weak magnetic fields, nonzero Chern numbers are obtained and the ground state becomes
one of many possible Abelian or non-Abelian chiral spin liquids. Here we focus on the projective symmetry
group (PSG)-guided VMC approach to the Kitaev model with various symmetry-allowed extended interactions.
Based on the VMC phase diagrams of these models, we propose a framework for the classification of nodal
QSLs that includes the PSG, the chiralities of the cones, and the way in which the cones are symmetry-related.
At present, the known candidate Kitaev materials seem to lie outside the parameter regimes of the multinode
QSL phases. However, with more than 100 Z2 PSGs for spin-orbit-coupled states on the honeycomb lattice, we
anticipate that more than one multinode QSL will be realized experimentally in future work.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum spin liquids (QSLs) are exotic phases of magnetic
matter that avoid any form of symmetry-breaking long-range
order even at zero temperature [1–4]. QSLs result from strong
quantum fluctuations in the site-spin basis, and are charac-
terized not by any local order parameter but instead by their
long-range quantum entanglement, intrinsic fractional spin ex-
citations, and emergent gauge fields [5, 6]. However, because
most quantum spin systems in two or higher dimensions or-
der magnetically at low temperatures, the realization of QSL
ground states remains a challenge both in lattice models and
in quantum magnetic materials.

The most significant progress in the field of QSLs to date in
the 21st century has been the proposal of the exactly soluble
spin-1/2 Kitaev honeycomb model [7], of mutually frustrat-
ing bond-dependent nearest-neighbor Ising interactions, which
contains QSL ground states with both gapped and gapless ex-
citations. The gapped Kitaev QSL has Z2 Abelian topological
order, while the quintessential “Kitaev spin liquid” (KSL) is
the gapless state, whose low-energy excitations form two Ma-
jorana cones, whereas its Z2 flux excitations are gapped. In an
applied magnetic field, these Majorana cones become gapped
and the resulting state is a chiral spin liquid (CSL) with Ising-
type non-Abelian anyonic excitations, which have possible ap-
plications in topologically protected quantum computation [8].
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The KSL is the paradigm for a QSL state quite different from
the resonating-valence-bond (RVB) QSLs proposed for sys-
tems dominated by Heisenberg interactions [9], due among
multiple factors to the lowering of the spin symmetry from
continuous to discrete.

A natural issue is to realize the KSL in quantum mag-
netic materials. Kitaev-type interactions were shown [10, 11]
to emerge in low-spin 4d or 5d transition-metal ions, which
combine substantial spin-orbit coupling (SOC), modest elec-
tronic correlations, and an edge-sharing ligand geometry. This
moved the experimental realization of the Kitaev honeycomb
model to the forefront of research in strongly correlated materi-
als [12–15]. Although bond-dependent Kitaev interactions can
be observed directly in polarized resonant X-ray data [16], the
“candidate Kitaev materials” Na2IrO3 [17–20] and 𝛼-RuCl3
[21–25] also possess significant non-Kitaev interactions that
lead to low-temperature magnetic order.

However, this order is rather fragile in an applied magnetic
field [26–28], giving way in 𝛼-RuCl3 to a disordered phase
with the characteristics of a QSL. These include a broad con-
tinuum of spin excitations observed at high energies by inelas-
tic neutron scattering (INS) [29], low-energy excitations ob-
served by nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) that are gapless
for an in-plane field [30] and gapped with an out-of-plane field
component [31], an excitation continuum in low-temperature
Raman scattering [32], and reports of a half-integer-quantized
plateau in the thermal Hall signal over a small range of temper-
ature and field [33, 34]. However, as with candidate materials
for realizing QSL phases by other mechanisms, it is important
to exclude the possibility that the magnetically disordered state
is a consequence of extrinsic factors, such as stacking faults
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neutron scattering measurements [35, 36], gapless or gapped
low-energy excitations from nuclear magnetic resonance [37,
38], a continuum in low-temperature Raman scattering [39],
and a half-integer quantized plateaued thermal Hall signal in
a small range of temperature and field [40, 41]. Moreover,
these results indicate that the zigzag-ordered ground state of !-
RuCl3 may be proximate to the KSL. However, similar to other
QSL candidates (such as 2D organic salts [42–47] and herbert-
smithite [48–53]), disorder likely plays an important role, for
example, the presence of stacking faults in most candidate Ki-
taev materials (e.g. sample-dependent magnetic ordering tran-
sitions [30] or a broadening of X-ray diffraction peaks [54]).
Thus the detailed nature of the field-induced disordered phase
is still under debate [55–59].

Additionally, at the same order in a strong-coupling treat-
ment, the Kitaev interaction (") is accompanied by non-Kitaev
interactions such as Heisenberg (#) and off-diagonal symmet-
ric (Γ) interactions, and thus the focus of the field has become
the understanding of “proximate Kitaev” physics in this class
of model [60]. In turn, the exploration of these symmetry-
allowed extended Kitaev models will help to understand fun-
damental physics in these candidate Kitaev materials.

In the present paper, we mainly review the investigation of
various extended Kitaev models on the honeycomb lattice us-
ing the projective symmetry group (PSG)-guided variational
Monte Carlo (VMC) approach. In addition to the “generic”
KSL, there are several multinode Z2 QSLs that are charac-
terized by a certain number of symmetry-protected Majorana
cones in their low-energy excitation spectrum. Most remark-
ably, for these multinode Z2 QSLs, several chiral spin liq-
uids are obtained by applying magnetic fields. Moreover, a
complete classification of nodal QSLs with certain symmetry
should include not only the PSG but also the information of
the cones, i.e., the total number, chiralities, and how they are
symmetry-related. Meanwhile, this approach can be general-
ized to classify nodal QSLs with other symmetry groups.

The remaining parts of this review are organized as follows.
In Sec. II, we start with a brief introduction of extended Kitaev
models on the honeycomb lattice, and then we give a brief in-
troduction of the VMC method (which is based on PSG-guided
Gutzwiller projected wave functions). In Sec. III, we review
the quantum phase diagrams of various extended Kitaev mod-
els obtained from the VMC method. In Sec. IV, where we il-
lustrate the physical response of the system to magnetic fields,
especially field-induced CSLs. Finally, Sec. V is devoted to
the discussion and summarization of this review.

II. EXTENDED KITAEV MODELS AND VMC METHOD

From the viewpoint of symmetry, the generic low-energy ef-
fective Hamiltonian describing the interactions between spin-
orbit entangled #eff = 1/2 moments in candidate Kitaev mate-
rials takes the general form
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∑
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematics of 2D honeycomb lattice with nearest neigh-
bor bond types &, ', and (. Noticing that Kitaev interactions indicate
the % = 1/2 spins on the honeycomb lattice with bond-dependent
Ising interactions. (b) Due to strong spin-orbit coupling, the Kitaev
honeycomb model contains a lower discrete symmetry group, for ex-
ample, the three-fold rotation indicating the 120◦-rotation around the
[111] axis both in real space and spin space.
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FIG. 2. Schematics of one-pair ()2, left upper row), three-pair ()6,
right upper row), and two-pair ()4, bottom row) spins exchange inter-
actions on each plaquette of the honeycomb lattice, respectively. In
the one-pair case, the number of elements is 6, 6, and 3, respectively.
In the two-pair case, the number of elements is 6, 6, 3, 3, 6, 3, 6, 6,
and 6, respectively. In the three-pair case, the number of elements
is 2, 6, 3, 3, and 1, respectively. The light red shadow connecting
one pair of sites (*, +) represents the Heisenberg interaction ( $%! · $% " ).
Reprinted with permission from Ref. 86.

where 〈*, +〉 denotes nearest-neighbor sites, , labels the type of
the bond 〈*, +〉 on the honeycomb lattice, and !, -, , stand for
the spin index. Additionally, dots stand for possible symmetry-
allowed further-neighbor interactions. Due to SOC, the sym-
metry of the above model is described by the finite magnetic
point group .3& × /'

2 besides lattice translation symmetries
[see Fig. 1], where /'

2 = {0,1} is the time-reversal group.
Although most Kitaev materials are deep in the Mott insu-

lating phase, nonbilinear exchange interactions (such as ring
exchanges [61]) will also be considered here, which can be
understood as leading corrections to the nearest-neighbor bi-
linear exchange in the strong-coupling expansion of the Hub-
bard model [62–64]. It’s important to note that ring-exchange-
induced phases may be relevant to Na2Co2TeO6 [65]. The ring
exchange interaction takes the form

$Ring =
∑
!
#R2̂!, (2)

where 2̂! = −3̂! " 3̂ "( 3̂() 3̂)* 3̂*+ 3̂+! − cyclic(* + 4567) + H.c.
with the index *, + , 4, 5, 6, 7 ∈ hexagon (sorting clockwise on
the hexagon), and 3̂! " = 8†

!↑8 "↑ + 8
†
!↓8 "↓. Although the ring-
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[111] view
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FIG. 1. a Schematic representation of the honeycomb lattice with
nearest-neighbor bond types 𝛾 = 𝑥, 𝑦, and 𝑧. The Kitaev model
involves only Ising interactions of the 𝛾 component of the 𝑆 = 1/2
spins on bond 𝛾. b The strong spin-orbit coupling in candidate Kitaev
materials ensures a discrete symmetry group, for example the three-
fold rotational symmetry around the [111] axis (the 𝑛̂𝑐 direction)
both in real space and in spin space.

[24, 35]) or quenched disorder [36–38]. Thus the possibil-
ity of a field-induced disordered phase remains the target of
intensive current research [39–43].

From a theoretical standpoint, non-Kitaev interactions in-
cluding the Heisenberg (𝐽), off-diagonal symmetric Γ and Γ′
interactions appear at the same order as the Kitaev interaction
(𝐾) in a strong-coupling treatment [44]. This class of inter-
actions establishes a well defined parameter space in which
to interpret “proximate Kitaev” physics in candidate materi-
als, including the observed zigzag ground state and possible
field-induced QSL phases. The very large phase space offers
many possibilities for unconventional phases of quantum mag-
netic matter lying beyond the known materials, and systematic
theoretical studies are required to explore it.

In this article we discuss one of the most exciting possi-
bilities to have emerged to date, the multinode QSL states.
These can be considered as a generalization of KSL physics in
which the mechanism for energy minimization in the presence
of the competing extended interactions remains a bandstruc-
ture of quasi-free spinons with point nodes in two dimen-
sions, but with no strong distinction between Majorana and
flux degrees of freedom. We first show how the investiga-
tion of extended Kitaev models on the honeycomb lattice is
made both more systematic and more straightforward by ap-
plying the projective symmetry group (PSG). In a PSG-guided
variational Monte Carlo (VMC) approach, we compute phase
diagrams in the presence of different extended interactions to
find that the “generic” KSL is accompanied by several multin-
ode Z2 QSLs, which can be characterized by the number of
symmetry-protected cones in their low-energy excitation spec-
trum. By extending this study to finite fields, we demonstrate
that different CSLs are obtained that realize different members
of Kitaev’s 16-fold way classification. We propose that a com-
plete classification of the nodal QSLs allowed with a given
combination of spin and spatial symmetry should include not
only the PSG but also information about the cones, specifi-
cally their total number, chiralities, and how they are related
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FIG. 2. Schematic representation of the 2-spin (𝑅2, left upper row),
6-spin (𝑅6, right upper row), and 4-spin (𝑅4, bottom row) interactions
on each plaquette of the honeycomb lattice [47]. In 𝑅2, the numbers of
each element are respectively 6, 6, and 3. In 𝑅4, they are respectively
6, 6, 3, 3, 6, 3, 6, 6, and 6. In 𝑅6, they are respectively 2, 6, 3, 3,
and 1. Red shaded bars connecting one pair of sites (𝑖, 𝑗) represent
the Heisenberg interaction ®𝑆𝑖 · ®𝑆 𝑗 . The 𝑅4 and 𝑅6 interactions have a
sign structure of +1 (−1) for an even (odd) number of transpositions
of the bars.

by the symmetries. This observation can be applied to classify
nodal QSLs on different lattices and with different extended
symmetry groups.

This article is organized as follows. We begin in Sec. II by
defining the extended honeycomb Kitaev models we consider.
In Sec. III we summarize the VMC method, which is based
on PSG-guided, Gutzwiller-projected wavefunctions. We dis-
cuss in Sec. IV the quantum phase diagrams of our extended
Kitaev models, illustrate the physical properties of the three
previously unknown multinode QSLs they contain, and show
how these QSLs are related. In Sec. V we turn to the response
of multinode QSLs to applied magnetic fields, with partic-
ular focus on the field-induced CSL states that possess new
topological properties. In Sec. VI we discuss the properties
of Majorana cones and the classification of multinode QSLs,
before concluding in Sec. VII by summarizing these results
and their more general context.

II. EXTENDED KITAEV MODELS

The Kitaev model is a compass model on the honeycomb
lattice [7, 45], which to establish notation we express as 𝐻𝐾 =∑

⟨𝑖, 𝑗 ⟩∈𝛾 𝐾 𝑆
𝛾
𝑖 𝑆

𝛾
𝑗 . Here ⟨𝑖, 𝑗⟩ denotes nearest-neighbor sites, 𝛾

labels the bond type ⟨𝑖, 𝑗⟩ on the honeycomb lattice, and𝛼, 𝛽, 𝛾
denote the spin index, with 𝑆𝛾𝑖 𝑆

𝛾
𝑗 being an Ising interaction on

bond 𝛾 (Fig. 1a). The model is made more symmetric by
identifying the normal to the honeycomb plane as 𝑛̂𝑐 = 1√

3
(𝑥 +

𝑦̂ + 𝑧) and the orientation of the 𝛾-bond as 𝑛̂𝛾 = 1√
2
(𝛼̂ − 𝛽),

where 𝑥, 𝑦̂, 𝑧 are the axes in the spin frame. In this basis,
the Kitaev model has point-group symmetry 𝐷3𝑑 × 𝑍𝑇2 , with
𝑍𝑇2 = {𝐸,𝑇} the time-reversal group [46]. A𝐶3 rotation about
𝑛̂𝑐 then permutes the 𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧 bonds and the corresponding spin
directions simultaneously (Fig. 1b).

The most general model preserving these symmetries con-
tains four different types of interaction on the nearest-neighbor
bonds,

𝐻 =
∑︁

⟨𝑖, 𝑗 ⟩∈𝛼𝛽 (𝛾)
𝐾 𝑆

𝛾
𝑖 𝑆

𝛾
𝑗 + 𝐽 ®𝑆𝑖 · ®𝑆 𝑗 + Γ

(
𝑆𝛼𝑖 𝑆

𝛽
𝑗 + 𝑆

𝛽
𝑖 𝑆

𝛼
𝑗

)
+ Γ′ (𝑆𝛼𝑖 𝑆𝛾𝑗 + 𝑆𝛾𝑖 𝑆𝛼𝑗 + 𝑆𝛽𝑖 𝑆𝛾𝑗 + 𝑆𝛾𝑖 𝑆𝛽𝑗 ) + . . . , (1)
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where the ellipsis denotes symmetry-allowed interactions on
further-neighbor bonds. For candidate Kitaev materials, this
generic model can also be derived microscopically for spin-
orbit-entangled 𝑑-electrons with 𝐽eff = 1/2 moments [48, 49].

Here we will also consider the leading correction to the
nearest-neighbor bilinear Hamiltonian [Eq. (1)] in the strong-
coupling expansion of the Hubbard model [50, 51], which is
the ring-exchange interaction on the hexagon [52]

𝐻Ring =
∑︁
7

𝐽R 𝑃̂7, (2)

where 𝑃̂7 = − 3
8+𝑅2+𝑅4+𝑅6 with 𝑅2, 𝑅4, and 𝑅6 representing

respectively the 2-spin, 4-spin, and 6-spin interactions shown
in Fig. 2. Despite the high-order nature of this interaction,
phases induced by ring-exchange have been invoked for the
candidate Kitaev material Na2Co2TeO6 [53].

III. PSG-GUIDED VMC METHOD

The Kitaev model is exactly soluble in the Majorana rep-
resentation of the spin, 𝑆𝛾𝑖 = 𝑖

2𝑏
𝛾
𝑖 𝑐𝑖 (𝛾 = 𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧), with the

constraint 𝑏𝑥𝑖 𝑏
𝑦
𝑖 𝑏
𝑧
𝑖 𝑐𝑖 = 1. The 𝑐 fermions propagate freely

while the 𝑏𝛾 fermions are localized on bond 𝛾 and couple
to the 𝑐-fermions by providing a background Z2 gauge field.
For isotropic coupling constants, the spectrum is gapless with
two cones located at K and K′ points of the Brillouin zone
(BZ). The KSL ground state is obtained after projecting to the
physical Hilbert space [7].

In contrast to the exact solubility of the pure Kitaev model,
the generic extended Kitaev model [Eq. (1)] can be treated
only approximately. In the absence of a small parameter to
control an analytical perturbative description, much of the
progress made in understanding such strongly frustrated and
correlated systems relies on numerical methods. However,
exact diagonalization (ED) is limited by the system size, quan-
tum Monte Carlo methods suffer from the “sign problem”
[54], and renormalization-group methods such as density ma-
trix renormalization group (DMRG) [55] are limited to very
narrow cylinders, while tensor RG methods [56] are limited
for gapless systems and by their in bond dimension. Thus we
pursue the variational Monte Carlo (VMC) method, which has
also brought valuable insight into the study of strongly corre-
lated many-body systems [57], and specifically we introduce
a PSG-guided VMC approach that (i) identifies the appropri-
ate low-energy effective theory and (ii) describes nodal QSLs
quite readily.

For an overview of the VMC method, we first introduce
the fermionic slave-particle representation 𝑆𝑚𝑖 = 1

2𝐶
†
𝑖 𝜎

𝑚𝐶𝑖 ,
where𝐶𝑖 = (𝑐𝑖↑, 𝑐𝑖↓)T, 𝑚 ≡ 𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧, and 𝜎𝑚 are Pauli matrices.
This complex fermion representation is equivalent to the Majo-
rana representation introduced by Kitaev. The local particle-
number constraint takes the form 𝑁̂𝑖 = 𝑐†

𝑖↑𝑐𝑖↑ + 𝑐
†
𝑖↓𝑐𝑖↓ = 1,

and imposing it rigorously at every site ensures that the
Hilbert space of the fermions has the same size as that of
the physical spin. Introducing the partner of 𝐶𝑖 under time-
reversal and particle-hole transformation, 𝐶̄𝑖 = (𝑐†

𝑖↓,−𝑐
†
𝑖↑)T,

allows the convenient expression of the spin operator as
𝑆𝑚𝑖 = 1

4 Tr(𝜓†
𝑖 𝜎

𝑚𝜓𝑖), with 𝜓𝑖 = (𝐶𝑖 , 𝐶̄𝑖). This quantity has
both an SU(2) spin-rotation symmetry and an independent
local SU(2) symmetry that can be considered as a gauge struc-
ture.

Quite generally, the spin interactions can be reexpressed in
terms of these fermionic operators and then decoupled into
a noninteracting mean-field Hamiltonian, 𝐻SL

mf . While any
QSL ground state preserves the full symmetry group 𝐺, a
general symmetry operation of 𝐻SL

mf is a space-time and spin
operation in𝐺 combined with an SU(2) gauge transformation.
The larger group formed by these symmetry operations is the
PSG [58]. In the Methods section we show explicitly how
the PSG is applied to the KSL [46] and to the most general
spin-orbit-coupled QSL Ansatz for the 𝐾-𝐽-Γ model with only
nearest-neighbor interactions [59]. The major reduction in the
number of independent model parameters achieved through its
application is the reason why the PSG has become an important
tool in studying QSLs.

In addition to 𝐻SL
mf , in our trial states we allow compet-

ing magnetically ordered phases by including the decouplings
𝐻Order

mf = 1
2
∑
𝑖 𝑀𝑀𝑀 𝑖 ·𝐶†

𝑖 𝜎𝜎𝜎𝐶𝑖 , with 𝑀𝑀𝑀 𝑖 the pattern of ordered
moments. We then use VMC to perform Gutzwiller pro-
jection on the mean-field ground states, |Ψmf (𝑅𝑅𝑅)⟩, to en-
force the particle-number constraint. The projected states
|Ψ(𝑅𝑅𝑅)⟩ = 𝑃G |Ψmf (𝑅𝑅𝑅)⟩ provide variational wavefunctions,
where 𝑅𝑅𝑅 denotes the variational parameters. The energy of the
trial state, 𝐸 (𝑅𝑅𝑅) = ⟨Ψ(𝑅𝑅𝑅) |𝐻 |Ψ(𝑅𝑅𝑅)⟩/⟨Ψ(𝑅𝑅𝑅) |Ψ(𝑅𝑅𝑅)⟩, is com-
puted by Monte Carlo sampling and the optimal set 𝑅𝑅𝑅 is de-
termined by minimizing 𝐸 (𝑅𝑅𝑅); further details are provided in
the Methods section.

IV. MULTINODE QSLS

In most known candidate Kitaev materials, the Kitaev inter-
action is found to be ferromagnetic (𝐾 < 0), while the Heisen-
berg (𝐽) interactions are thought to extend to third neighbors
and take both signs [60, 61]. There is less debate about the
Γ term, which must be large and positive (Γ > 0) to explain
the sizeable dependence on field orientation of the anisotropic
magnetic susceptibility in 𝛼-RuCl3 [62, 63]. To control the
parameter space of our studies, we focus on interactions sat-
isfying 𝐾 < 0, Γ > 0, and 𝐽R > 0, while we allow 𝐽 and Γ′
to be both positive and negative. In this section we also set
the applied magnetic field to zero and present detailed VMC
results for several extended Kitaev models [47, 59, 64], with
particular focus on the multinode QSL phases they contain.

A. GKSL and PKSL14 in the 𝐾𝐾𝐾-𝐽𝐽𝐽-ΓΓΓ model

The phase diagram of the quantum 𝐾-𝐽-Γ model computed
by VMC is shown in Fig. 3a [59]. Although a number of
QSL phases appear at the mean-field level, only two remain
after the VMC projection to the physical Hilbert space. One
is the generic KSL (GKSL), which extends beyond the Kitaev
point to approximately |𝐽/𝐾 | = 0.2 at Γ = 0 and Γ/|𝐾 | = 0.15
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FIG. 3. Phase diagrams of various extended Kitaev honeycomb models obtained from the VMC simulations in the limit of large system size. (a)
Phase diagram of the quantum !-"-Γ model for ! < 0, Γ > 0. (b) Phase diagrams of the quantum !-Γ-Γ′ model for ! < 0, Γ > 0. (c) Phase
diagram of the quantum !-Γ-Γ′-"R model for ! < 0, Γ > 0, "R > 0, and Γ′/|! | = −0.05. Abbreviations: GKSL, generic Kitaev spin liquid;
PKSL14, proximate Kitaev spin liquid with 14 Majorana cones; PKSL8, proximate Kitaev spin liquid with 8 Majorana cones; #-flux SL, spin
liquid with a distinct PSG (e.g. translation-symmetry fractionation); IS, incommensurate spiral; AFM, antiferromagnetic; FM, ferromagnetic.
Reprinted with permission from Refs. 76, 81, and 86.

exchange interaction can be simply expressed in the complex
fermion representation, its form is very complicated in the spin
basis, $̂! = − 3

8 + %2 + %4 + %6 (e.g. its graphical form in the
spin basis is represented in Fig. 2).

Although in the pure Kitaev limit it is an exactly solvable
spin-liquid ground state, the generic extended Kitaev model
will change completely (always no exactly solvable ground
states). For this kind of strongly frustrated correlation system,
analytical methods do not work well, for example, no small
parameter exists in a controlled perturbation theory. Thus
many-body numerical simulations are often used to deal with
strongly correlated systems. The system size that can be han-
dled with exact diagonalization tends to be relatively small,
and quantum Monte Carlo methods always have the “sign
problem” frustrated quantum magnetic systems. Therefore,
renormalization group methods (such as density matrix renor-
malization group and tensor renormalization group) are more
powerful. Additionally, the variational Monte Carlo (VMC)
method is also a powerful method for the study of strongly
correlated systems [66–68], especially the PSG-guided VMC
approach (that is easy to obtain the corresponding low-energy
effective theory and describe nodal spin-liquid phases). In this
paper, we mainly review the VMC study of extended Kitaev
honeycomb models. In the following, we give a very brief in-
troduction to the VMC method.

We first introduce the fermionic slave-particle representa-
tion &!" = 1

2'
†
" (

!'" , where '†
" = ()†

"↑, )
†
"↓), * ≡ +, ,, -,

and (! are Pauli matrices. The particle-number constraint,
.̂" = )†

"↑)"↑ + )
†
"↓)"↓ = 1, should be imposed at every site to

ensure that the size of the fermion Hilbert space is the same as
that of the physical spin. This complex fermion representation
is equivalent to the Majorana representation introduced by A.
Kitaev. It has a local SU(2) symmetry that is independent of
the SU(2) spin-rotation operations and can be considered as a
gauge structure [69]. Then the spin interactions are rewritten
in terms of interacting fermionic operators and decoupled into
a noninteracting mean-field Hamiltonian. A QSL ground state
preserves the full symmetry group, /, and so does the mean-
field Hamiltonian, 0SL

mf . However, a general symmetry opera-

tion of this Hamiltonian is a space-time and spin operation in
/ combined with an SU(2) gauge transformation. These new
symmetry operations form a larger group, known as the pro-
jective symmetry group (PSG), which is equivalent to a central
extension of G by the invariant gauge group (IGG) [70]. In a
sense, PSG generalizes Landau’s approach in terms of order
parameters and now has become an important tool in study-
ing QSLs [71–74]. Therefore, in constructing the mean-field
Hamiltonian, we follow the guidance of the PSG and construct
different types of QSL Ansätze as the trial states. Additionally,
we allow competing magnetically ordered phases by including
0order

mf = 1
2
∑

" 111 " ·'†
" ((('" in the total mean-field Hamiltonian.

Generally, the ground-state energy of the spin model can be
calculated from VMC using the Gutzwiller projected mean-
field ground states as trial wave functions. Thus we perform
Gutzwiller projection to the mean-field ground state |Ψmf (%%%)〉
to ensure the particle number constraint. The projected states
|Ψ(%%%)〉 = $G |Ψmf (%%%)〉 provide a series of trial wave func-
tions depending on the choice of the mean-field Hamiltonian
0mf (%%%), where $G denotes a Gutzwiller projection and %%% are
treated as variational parameters. The energy of the trial state
2 (%%%) = 〈Ψ(%%%) |0 |Ψ(%%%)〉/〈Ψ(%%%) |Ψ(%%%)〉 is computed using
Monte Carlo sampling, and the optimal parameters %%% are de-
termined by minimizing the energy 2 (%%%). Because the final
variational states depend crucially on the mean-field Hamilto-
nian, a meaningful VMC procedure requires a careful choice
and comparison of decoupling channels, and then we always
test many spin-liquid and magnetic Ansätze to obtain the final
quantum phase diagram.

While the VMC simulations are performed on a relatively
small lattice size (up to 400 sites), once the optimal param-
eters are determined we can plot the spinon dispersion of a
spin-liquid state by diagonalizing the corresponding mean-
field Hamiltonian on a larger lattice size. For example, from
this dispersion, one can locate the positions of the nodes in the
gapless Z2 (or U(1) Dirac) QSLs.

0.2 cba

FIG. 3. Phase diagrams of three extended Kitaev honeycomb models obtained from VMC calculations extrapolated to large system size. a
Phase diagram of the quantum 𝐾-𝐽-Γ model for 𝐾 < 0, Γ > 0 [59]. b Phase diagram of the quantum 𝐾-Γ-Γ′ model for 𝐾 < 0, Γ > 0 [64]. c
Phase diagram of the quantum 𝐾-Γ-Γ′-𝐽R model for 𝐾 < 0, Γ > 0, 𝐽R > 0, and Γ′/|𝐾 | = −0.05 [47]. Abbreviations: GKSL, generic Kitaev
spin liquid; PKSL14, proximate Kitaev QSL with 14 cones; PKSL8, proximate Kitaev QSL with 8 cones; 𝜋-flux QSL, QSL with a distinct PSG
(including translation-symmetry fractionation); IS, incommensurate spiral order; AFM, antiferromagnetic order; FM, ferromagnetic order.

at 𝐽 = 0. The phase boundary along the Heisenberg-Kitaev
axis agrees with the result of Ref. [65], and both boundaries
quantify the considerations of Ref. [66]. Beyond the GKSL on
the Γ/|𝐾 | axis we find the only other proximate QSL in this
model, which we name the PKSL14. Its most striking property
is that its spinon dispersion has 14 cones in the first BZ, which
we illustrate in Fig. 4b by comparison with the familiar pair of
cones exhibited by the GKSL (Fig. 4a). The PKSL14 there-
fore provides a clear statement that multinode QSLs, meaning
states that optimize the energy of fractional spin entities by
a generalization of the nodal physics of the KSL, are highly
competitive candidate ground states in proximate Kitaev mod-
els. We stress that, despite their clear differences, the GKSL
and PKSL14 have the same PSG, which underlines the fact
that a full classification of multinode QSLs must also require
information about the cones. As we discuss below, all of the
cones in any such QSL are robust against local perturbations
due to the combination of time-reversal (𝑇) and spatial inver-
sion (𝑃) symmetries, which also give them explicit inter-cone
symmetry relations.

For perspective we note that most of the phase diagram of
Fig. 3a is occupied by the five magnetically ordered states
known from the classical 𝐾-𝐽-Γ model [48], among which
the only surprise is the persistence of incommensurate or-
der in a spin-1/2 model over such a wide parameter regime.
Only at small 𝐽 do the classical and quantum models differ
significantly, but we remark in this context that zigzag mag-
netic order is favored even at 𝐽 = 0 for all parameter ratios
Γ/|𝐾 | ≳ 0.6, including in the pure 𝑆 = 1/2 Γ model (where a
zigzag phase is confirmed by MPS and tensor-network meth-
ods [67]). Because these results contradict an infinite DMRG
(iDMRG) study [68] that reported only QSL phases over the
entire Γ/|𝐾 | axis, it was shown explicitly by VMC on very nar-
row systems equivalent to the iDMRG cylinder that indeed a
QSL phase persists, which should be regarded as an expression
of 1D physics [59]. As intermediate steps to the quantitative
phase diagram of the infinite 2D quantum 𝐾-Γ model, we re-
mark that DMRG studies of a 𝐾-Γ-Γ′ model (Sec. IVB) have
also found a proximate QSL distinct from the KSL, which was
named the KΓSL [69], as has a 2D mean-field Ansatz [70], but

a final phase diagram remains the target of ongoing research
[44, 71, 72]. Concerning the phase transitions, it was found
that every single line in Fig. 3a is first-order, with abrupt cross-
ings not only between ordered states but also at the QSL-order
boundaries and at the QSL-QSL transition; thus it appears
empirically that the possibility of continuity, or of coexistence
between magnetic and Z2 topological order, is hard to realize
in models dominated by discrete symmetries.

To describe experiments probing the spin response of proxi-
mate Kitaev materials, we recall that the gap of the 𝑏𝛾 fermions
in the KSL ensures that the spin excitations are also gapped,
despite the gapless nature of the 𝑐 fermions. This physics
persists at the qualitative level in the GKSL (Fig. 4a), in that 𝑐-
𝑏𝛾 hybridization remains very weak at low energies and thus
the gapless spin excitations that are permitted when both 𝐽
and Γ are finite have only minimal spectral weight around K
and K′. The PKSL14 is quite different: when expressed in
the Majorana basis, its spinons are strongly hybridized 𝑐-𝑏𝛾
combinations at all energies and wavevectors, leading to a gap-
less spin response with strong low-energy spectral weight. In
Fig. 4e we show that the dynamical structure factor, 𝑆(𝑞𝑞𝑞, 𝜔),
contains low-energy spin excitations whose origin lies in both
intra- and intercone spinon processes, as one may read from
the locations of the nodes in the BZ (Fig. 4b). Once the energy
transfer exceeds the height of the cones in the spinon disper-
sion of Fig. 4b, 𝑆(𝑞𝑞𝑞, 𝜔) exhibits a very rich structure (Fig. 4f).
From the spinon dispersion relations in any multinode QSL,
and in particular the GKSL, we make an important remark:
finding a low-energy signal by INS, and also by thermody-
namic measurements, may be very difficult due to the low
density of states in the cone regions, possibly resulting in the
erroneous identification of a gapped QSL, whereas an accu-
rate identification of a gapless nodal state may require NMR
or electron spin resonance (ESR) measurements.

B. PKSL14 and 𝜋-flux QSL in the 𝐾𝐾𝐾-ΓΓΓ-ΓΓΓ′ model

In Fig. 3b we set 𝐽 = 0 to minimize ordering tendencies
and show the VMC phase diagram of the quantum 𝐾-Γ-Γ′
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FIG. 4. (a) Spinon dispersion in the GKSL, drawn with Γ/|! | = 0.1 and " = 0, showing 2 Majorana cones. (b) Spinon dispersion in the
PKSL14, drawn with Γ/|! | = 0.3 and " = 0, showing 14 Majorana cones. (c) Spinon dispersion in the PKSL8, drawn with Γ/|! | = 0.1,
Γ′/|! | = −0.05, "R/|! | = 0.15, showing 8 Majorana cones. Positions of the cones in the GKSL (d), PKSL14 (e), PKSL8 (f), and #-flux SL
(g), respectively. (h) Dynamical structure factor of the PKSL14 at low energy (integrated over energies 0 ≤ $/|! | ≤ 0.08). (i) Dynamical
structure factor of the PKSL14 (integrated over 0.13 ≤ $/|! | ≤ 0.17).

are also first-order. Finally, the transition between the GKSL
and PKSL14 is also sharply first-order, as may be observed
both in the ground-state energy and through discontinuities
in the optimal variational parameters. Neither the GKSL nor
the PKSL14 dispersion evolves significantly around the level-
crossing.

Returning to the spin response of the QSLs, it is helpful to
consider Kitaev’s representation [11] of the spin in terms of
Majorana fermions, %! = "

2&
!' (( = ), *, +). In the GKSL,

the ' fermions are gapless and the &! fermions gapped, but the
gapped spin response of theGKSL becomes gapless when both
" and Γ are non-zero. This is verified in the VMC calculations
in the form of '-&! hybridization in the low-energy limit, but
this hybridization remains very weak throughout the GKSL
regime, such that low-energy spin excitations, if present, have
very little weight. By contrast, in the PKSL14 phase, the quasi-
particles are strongly hybridized combinations of ' and &!
fermions at all wave vectors and energies. Thus low-energy
spin excitations arise from both intra- and intercone spinon

processes and the spin response of the PKSL14 is gapless, as
we illustrate in Fig. 4(e) by computing the dynamical structure
factor, %(,,,, $), at the mean-field level. The positions of the
maxima are readily understood from the cone structure shown
in Fig. 4(b). For energies beyond the cone region, %(,,,, $)
takes on a complex and continuous form [Fig. 4(f)]. Noticing
that the situation of GKSL is a little subtle, and it could result
in the erroneous identification of a gapped QSL in inelastic
neutron scattering experiments, which cannot access the low-
est energy scales, andmay require nuclearmagnetic or electron
spin resonance measurements to identify the gapless nature.

B. PKSL14 and #-flux SL in the K-ΓΓΓ-ΓΓΓ′ model

Figure 3(b) shows the VMC phase diagram of the quan-
tum !-Γ-Γ′ model at zero applied field [73]. Remarkably,
three different QSL phases are obtained. The phase containing
the exactly solvable point is called the generic KSL (GKSL)

b

d

a c

e f

FIG. 4. a Spinon dispersion in the GKSL, drawn with Γ/|𝐾 | = 0.1 and 𝐽 = 0, showing 2 cones. b Spinon dispersion in the PKSL14, drawn
with Γ/|𝐾 | = 0.3 and 𝐽 = 0, showing 14 cones [59]. c Spinon dispersion in the PKSL8, drawn with Γ/|𝐾 | = 0.1, Γ′/|𝐾 | = −0.05, and
𝐽R/|𝐾 | = 0.15, showing 8 cones [47]. The positions of the nodes of these cones in the Brillouin zone are depicted separately below each panel;
nodes of the same color are symmetry-related. d Positions of the 32 nodes in the 𝜋-flux QSL state [64]. e Dynamical structure factor of the
PKSL14 at low energies (integrated over the range 0 ≤ 𝜔/|𝐾 | ≤ 0.08), computed at the mean-field level. f Mean-field dynamical structure
factor of the PKSL14 at intermediate energies (integrated over 0.13 ≤ 𝜔/|𝐾 | ≤ 0.17) [59].

model [64]. Again the GKSL is destabilized by off-diagonal
terms (Γ and Γ′) approximately 10% of |𝐾 |. Our results
confirm that small negative Γ′ interactions stabilize the zigzag
ordered phase [69, 73], which is valuable for comparison with
experimental observations. From the standpoint of multinode
QSLs, however, positive Γ′ interactions have a dramatic effect
in stabilizing the PKSL14, which at Γ′/|𝐾 | = 0.05 extends
over a very wide range of Γ/|𝐾 |. Here one may consider that
this enhanced stability translates to a larger energy range of
cone-type low-energy spinon dispersions (Fig. 4b), improving
the visibility of the PKSL14 in spectroscopic experiments, as
well as of its field-induced phase transitions (Sec. V).

At still larger positive Γ′ we find an even more exotic QSL,
with 32 cones in the first BZ [64]. This we name a symmetric
𝜋-flux QSL state after its PSG, which is different from that of
the GKSL and PKSL14. The 32 nodes can be characterized
as 8 cones in the compact BZ, as shown in Fig. 4d, an en-
hanced periodic structure visible in the spinon dispersions that
indicates a fractionation of the translational symmetry. Like

the PKSL14, the 𝜋-flux state has a gapless spin response. For
completeness we note that once again all of the transitions in
the phase diagram of the 𝐾-Γ-Γ′ model (Fig. 3b) are of first
order, including the boundary between the PKSL14 and the
𝜋-flux state.

C. PKSL8 in the 𝐾𝐾𝐾-ΓΓΓ-ΓΓΓ′-𝐽𝐽𝐽R model

Introducing the ring-exchange interaction, 𝐽R, makes it dif-
ficult to explore the full phase space of the extended model.
In Fig. 3c we show the VMC phase diagram of the quan-
tum 𝐾-Γ-Γ′-𝐽R model with the Γ′ interaction set to −0.05|𝐾 |
[47]. Although this value was chosen to reinforce the ex-
perimentally observed zigzag-ordered ground state (Fig. 3b)
[64, 69, 73], rather than to maximize the chances of finding
multinode QSLs, the results nonetheless contain two important
pieces of insight.

Here again the GKSL is stable up to 𝐽R/|𝐾 | = 0.13. How-
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phase diagram are of first order. Moreover, in either PKSL14
or !-flux SL, the spin response is gapless (the mechanism is
similar to the discussion in the above section).

C. VMC study of K-ΓΓΓ-ΓΓΓ′-JR model

Since theoretical studies have shown that a very small nega-
tive Γ′ interaction can support a zigzag-ordered ground state[?
? ? ], we study the "-Γ-Γ′-#R model at fixed Γ′/|" | = −0.05
for simplicity using the VMC approach. Figure 2(c) shows
the VMC phase diagram of the quantum "-Γ-Γ′-#R model.
From VMC calculations, two spin-liquid states are robust.
One is the GKSL, whose regime is bounded approximately by
Γ/|" | = 0.15 and #R/|" | = 0.13. The second one is PKSL8
which is one QSL proximate to the KSL, whose regime of sta-
bility is #R/|" | ! 0.15. The KSL and PKSL8 have the same
PSG despite being physically quite different states. In con-
trast to the spinon excitation spectrum of the KSL, which has
2 Majorana cones in the first Brillouin zone, the PKSL8 has 8
Majorana cones [Fig. 3(c)]. These cones are protected from lo-
cal perturbations by the combination of spatial inversion and
time reversal symmetry. Our numerical calculation strongly
suggests the phase transition between GKSL and PKSL8 is
sharply first-order due to ground-state energy level crossing.

Besides the QSL phases, there are two magnetically ordered
states in a large region of the phase diagram [for details see
Fig. 2(c)]. One is a zigzag-ordered state, and the other is a
triple-Q ordered state. The spin configuration of the zigzag
order is shown in Fig.5(a). The triple-Q order with an 8-site
magnetic unit cell is formed by superposing three zigzag order
parameters[? ]. Therefore, the triple-Q order has three-fold
rotation symmetry $∗

3 (including both spin rotation and lattice
rotation). We find that the positive ring-exchange interaction
may restore $∗

3 symmetry due to quantum fluctuations, result-
ing in the emergence of the triple-Q state. To check the mag-
netic properties of the projected state, we compute the static
structure factor. As shown in Fig.5, for the triple-Q state, there
are three inequivalent Bragg peaks in the first crystallographic
Brillouin zone, whereas there is one inequivalent Bragg peak
in the zigzag order. However, for spin-liquid states there are
no prominent peaks in the static structure factor (not shown).

An interesting observation is that the triple-Q phase is ad-
jacent to two QSL phases at #R > 0. This indicates that
the triple-Q phase is ‘closer’ to QSLs than the zigzag phase,
and thus provides a helpful hint for experimental searching of
QSLs. Especially, starting from the triple-Q phase, one can
hopefully realize the exotic PKSL8 phase (by tuning the inter-
actions in certain materials) which is neighboring to the triple-
Q phase in a large parameter region.

IV. FIELD-INDUCED CHIRAL SPIN LIQUIDS

V. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS
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FIG. 5. (a) Schematics of three-type zigzag orders connected by a
threefold rotation $∗

3 (both in spin and lattice space). The triple-Q
order is formed by the vector sum of three $∗

3-related zigzag struc-
tures. (b) The static spin structure factor %(&&&) for zigzag order (with
Γ/|" | = 0.4, Γ′/|" | = −0.05). (c) The static spin structure fac-
tor %(&&&) for triple-Q order (with Γ/|" | = 0.4, Γ′/|" | = −0.05,
#R/|" | = 0.1). The red dotted line represents the first crystallo-
graphic Brillouin zone, and bright points in the figures are M points.

[1] A. Kitaev, Ann. Phys. 321, 2 (2006).

FIG. 7. (a) The static spin structure factor (()))) for zigzag order (with
Γ/|" | = 0.4, Γ′/|" | = −0.05). (b) The static spin structure fac-
tor (()))) for triple-Q order (with Γ/|" | = 0.4, Γ′/|" | = −0.05,
#R/|" | = 0.1). The triple-Q order is formed by the vector sum of
three *∗

3-related zigzag structures. The red dotted line represents the
first crystallographic Brillouin zone, and bright points in the figures
are M points. Reprinted with permission from Ref. 54.
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FIG. 5. a Schematic representation of zigzag magnetic order. b
Schematic representation of triple-𝑄𝑄𝑄 order, which is formed by the
vector sum of three C3-related zigzag configurations. c Static spin
structure factor, 𝑆(𝑞𝑞𝑞), for the zigzag ordered phase (calculated with
Γ/|𝐾 | = 0.4, Γ′/|𝐾 | = −0.05). d 𝑆(𝑞𝑞𝑞) for the triple-Q ordered phase
(calculated with Γ/|𝐾 | = 0.4, Γ′/|𝐾 | = −0.05, and 𝐽R/|𝐾 | = 0.1)
[47]. The red dotted line represents the first crystallographic BZ and
the bright points in the figures are the M points.

ever, the QSL proximate to the GKSL is a PKSL8, an eight-
cone state whose spinon dispersions and node locations are
shown in Fig. 4c. Its four pairs of cones include one pair at
K and K′ points, and three cones very close to either K or K′
that are connected by 𝐶3 rotation, and whose pair structure
is revealed under inversion or time-reversal symmetry. The
PKSL8 shares the same PSG as the KSL and PKSL14, al-
though again the reciprocal-space structure of its spinon bands
and gapless spin excitations is quite different from both. Again
we find from VMC that the GKSL-PKSL8 phase transition is
sharply first-order. We remark that adding a 𝐽R term to a 𝐾-Γ-
Γ′ model with Γ′/|𝐾 | = 0.05, i.e. to a system of PKSL14 and
𝜋-flux ground states (Fig. 3b), might have significant potential
to reveal new multinode QSLs.

In addition to the QSLs, Fig. 3c contains two magnetically
ordered phases, the zigzag state (Fig. 5a) and a triple-Q state
(Fig. 5b) [47]. This latter has an 8-site magnetic unit cell
and a 𝐶3 rotation symmetry that includes both spin and lattice
rotation (Fig. 1b), and corresponds to a superposition of three
symmetry-related zigzag order parameters [74, 75], as shown
by the static structure factors displayed in Figs. 5c and 5d.
A positive 𝐽R therefore appears to drive quantum fluctuations
that restore 𝐶3 symmetry, and the resulting triple-Q state is
adjacent to two QSLs (Fig. 3c). This suggests a role as a phase
intermediate between the zigzag phase and the QSL regime,
and hence as an indicator in the experimental search for QSLs.

D. Families of Multinode QSLs

We have shown for the PSG of the KSL that there exist multi-
ple gapless QSLs with different numbers of cones in the spinon
spectrum. In fact the number of cones is restricted by sym-
metry, which we discuss first for the extended Kitaev model

with only nearest-neighbor decoupling terms in the mean-field
theory. In this case, cones may only be located on the mirror
planes of the BZ, and for any momentum point 𝑘𝑘𝑘 other than K
and K′ their symmetry group is {𝐸, 𝑃𝑇, 𝑀,𝐶2𝑇} (where 𝑀
is the mirror), whose coset contains 24/4 = 6 elements. In
general each representation in the coset transforms a cone into
a new one, and thus cones located at 𝑘𝑘𝑘 appear in multiples of
6. The points K and K′ are invariant under the little co-group
𝐷3×{𝐸, 𝑃𝑇} and transform into each other under𝑇 , as a result
of which a cone at K can occur only in a pair with a cone at K′.
The zone center (𝑘𝑘𝑘 = 0) respects the full 𝐷3𝑑 × 𝑍𝑇2 symmetry
of the system, which, like the M points, does not allow a cone
within the Kitaev PSG. Thus a general gapless QSL with this
PSG has a spinon dispersion that contains 6𝑛 + 2 cones, where
𝑛 ≥ 0. In our VMC studies we have realized the three cases
𝑛 = 0, 1, and 2 from this family, and also the member 𝑛 = 1 of
a different family, the 𝜋-flux QSLs.
6𝑛 + 26𝑛 + 26𝑛 + 2-cone QSLs. Within the Kitaev PSG we have found
a large family of nodal Z2 QSLs containing the KSL phase
(2 Majorana cones), the PKSL8 (8 cones), and the PKSL14
(14 cones). These multinode QSLs are sufficiently stable to
become the absolute ground state of extended Kitaev models
over a significant region of parameter space. A PKSL20 state
was also found in Ref. [59], although it was not the ground state
for any parameters analyzed. The 6𝑛 + 2 symmetry-protected
cones in the spinon bands are a striking hallmark of this family,
and form the basis for complex gapless spin excitation spectra.
12𝑚 + 6𝑛 + 212𝑚 + 6𝑛 + 212𝑚 + 6𝑛 + 2-cone QSLs. In the presence of further-neighbor
interactions, including strong 𝐽R, the above discussion is gen-
eralized: cones may be located at a general momentum 𝑘𝑘𝑘 , the
symmetry group is {𝐸, 𝑃𝑇}, and its coset contains 24/2 = 12
elements, meaning that these cones appear in multiples of 12.
Members of this extended family have yet to be explored.
4(6𝑛 + 2)4(6𝑛 + 2)4(6𝑛 + 2)-cone QSLs. Our leading example of a family of
nodal Z2 QSLs with a PSG different from the KSL is the
family possessing the 𝜋-flux PSG. The uniform 𝜋-flux QSLs
have 4(6𝑛 + 2) cones that form an enhanced periodicity in the
spinon dispersion (indicating translation-symmetry fraction-
alization). In the presence of further interactions, this family
is extended to become the set of 4(12m + 6n + 2)-cone QSLs.
Further families. Because there are 144 different PSGs for
Z2 QSLs respecting the symmetry of the Kitaev honeycomb
model [46], it is reasonable to assert that further multinode
Z2 QSLs should be found within the phase space of 2D lattice
models with SOC. A fruitful direction of research would be
to investigate which interactions can stabilize nodal Z2 QSLs
with other PSGs.

V. MULTINODE QSLS IN APPLIED MAGNETIC FIELDS

One of the most fundamental contributions contained in
Kitaev’s seminal paper [7] was its exposition of anyonic exci-
tations arising when the spectrum of the fermions is gapped
and characterized by a Chern number 𝜈. In the example of
the KSL, a magnetic field applied in any orientation not or-
thogonal to an Ising axis opens a gap, making the system a
CSL with 𝜈 = ±1. Kitaev proceeded to classify 16 different
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FIG. 6. a Phase diagrams of the GKSL [(Γ, 𝐽, Γ′, 𝐽R)/|𝐾 | = (0.1, 0, 0, 0)], PKSL8 [(0.4, 0,−0.05, 0.2)], PKSL14 [(0.3, 0, 0, 0)], and 𝜋-flux
QSL [(1, 0, 0.3, 0)] in magnetic fields applied in and out of the honeycomb plane [47, 59, 64]. The notation “6-cone” (“16-cone”) refers to a
phase whose low-energy spinon dispersion remains nodal with 6 (16) remaining cones. The solid red (open blue) points represent first-order
(continuous) phase transitions. b Representation of two Z2 vortices inserted at the hexagons marked by red crosses, which define a branch cut
(dot-dashed line). c-d Energy spectra of the mean-field Hamiltonian in the vicinity of the gap, computed for a large system in two different
external magnetic fields 𝐵𝐵𝐵 ∥ 𝑛̂𝑐 and in the presence of two vortices [59]. The interaction parameters are those of the PKSL14 and the mean-field
parameters are determined by VMC calculations with system size 8×8×2. At 𝑔𝜇𝐵𝐵/|𝐾 | = 0.17 (c), each vortex binds two complex fermion
modes plus a Majorana zero mode (𝜈 = 5). At 𝑔𝜇𝐵𝐵/|𝐾 | = 0.69 (d), each vortex binds two mid-gap complex fermion modes (𝜈 = 4).

types of CSL based on the statistics of their Z2 vortex (𝜋-flux)
excitations, which are Abelian anyons when 𝜈 is even and non-
Abelian anyons when 𝜈 is odd. Hence the KSL in an applied
field is a non-Abelian CSL, and 𝜈 also determines the fusion
rules, edge modes, topological spins, and mutual statistics of
the anyonic excitations of each CSL. The related experimental
quantity is the thermal Hall conductance. Because the Chern
number of a CSL has a direct association with the number of
field-gapped cones, the existence of multinode QSLs suggests
the possibility of realizing a large number of CSL types.

From multinode QSLs to gapped CSLs with 𝐵𝐵𝐵 ∥ [1 1 1]. In
general a magnetic field 𝐵𝐵𝐵 ∥ [1 1 1] (∥ 𝑛̂𝑐), turns all multinode
QSLs into gapped CSLs. To perform VMC calculations in a
magnetic field, we add the Zeeman-coupling term, 𝐻Zeeman =
𝑔𝜇𝐵𝐵𝐵𝐵·1

2𝐶
†
𝑖 𝜎𝜎𝜎𝐶𝑖 , to the mean-field Hamiltonian and reoptimize

the parameters under Gutzwiller projection. We use VMC
with fixed interaction parameters to deduce the phase diagrams
of each multinode QSL as a function of the field strength,
and show the results in Fig. 6a. For the pure FM Kitaev
model (𝐾 < 0), we find that the non-Abelian CSL terminates
at a critical field 𝑔𝜇𝐵𝐵/|𝐾 | = 0.19, not far from the result
𝑔𝜇𝐵𝐵/|𝐾 | = 0.144 of Ref. [65], beyond which it enters a
topologically trivial phase connected to the fully polarized
state. For the AFM Kitaev model (𝐾 > 0), the situation
remains a subject of intense debate [76–83], which we do not
enter here. In Fig. 6a we show the field-induced behavior of a

GKSL with weak Γ, which is very similar to the KSL case.
In the PKSL14, each of the seven pairs of cones becomes

gapped in a [1 1 1] field and contributes a Chern number 𝜈 =
±1. Figure 6a shows a very rich field-induced phase diagram
in this situation, starting with a 𝜈 = 5 CSL at small fields
and followed by two weakly first-order phase transitions with
increasing |𝐵𝐵𝐵 |, first to a 𝜈 = 4 CSL and then directly to a trivial
phase. The PKSL14 in a field therefore realizes two of the
higher CSLs in Kitaev’s 16-fold way, the non-Abelian 𝜈 = 5
CSL and the Abelian 𝜈 = 4 CSL.

The topological consequences of these high Chern numbers
are well established in theory, but to date have little contact
with experiments. To summarize the situation, we show mean-
field calculations where we introduce a pair of vortices, 𝜎 [7],
as represented in Fig. 6b, by reversing the signs of the mean-
field terms on every bond cut by the red line, and diagonalize
a large system. With periodic boundary conditions the system
is wrapped on a torus, and the ground-state degeneracy (GSD)
provides an independent statement of the number of topolog-
ically distinct quasiparticle types. In the KSL (𝜈 = 1), each
vortex binds one Majorana zero mode, and this odd number
is the origin of the non-Abelian statistics. The fusion rule for
vortices is 𝜎 × 𝜎 = 1 + 𝜀, where 1 denotes the vacuum and
𝜀 the fermion, and these three topologically distinct sectors
(1, 𝜀, 𝜎) match the GSD of 3, as shown in Table I.

In the 𝜈 = 5 CSL, each vortex traps two complex fermion
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modes and an unpaired Majorana zero mode, as Fig. 6c shows
explicitly, but the topological structure of this non-Abelian
CSL is the same as the KSL, again with a GSD of 3 (Table
I). In the 𝜈 = 4 CSL, each vortex traps four Majorana zero
modes, which couple to form two complex fermion modes,
resulting in a total of four mid-gap modes, none at zero energy
(Fig. 6d). Here the vortex, 𝑚 [7], is a semion and two vortices
form a boson (𝑚 × 𝑚 = 1). The composite of a fermion and
a vortex creates a new topological entity, 𝑒 = 𝑚 × 𝜀, which
is also a semion and obeys 𝑒 × 𝑒 = 1. The GSD in this case
is 4, as shown in Table I. At fields beyond the 𝜈 = 4 CSL
lies the trivial phase with no mid-gap modes. To conclude
the description of Table I, any CSL with Chern number 𝜈
has 𝜈 branches of chiral Majorana edge states, giving a total
chiral central charge 𝑐− = 𝜈/2. The associated quantized
physical observable is the thermal Hall conductance, 𝜅𝑥𝑦 =
Λ𝑇𝑐− , where Λ = 𝜋𝑘2

𝐵/6ℎ. Intensive experimental efforts to
measure this quantity in the candidate Kitaev material𝛼-RuCl3
have to date yielded a number of fascinating but contradictory
results [33, 34, 40–43], leaving the situation unresolved due to
issues presumably related to sample quality, and in particular
to stacking disorder [39, 85–90].

Returning to Fig. 6a, the PKSL8 has four pairs of cones that
all become gapped in a [1 1 1] field, and each contributes a
Chern number 𝜈 = ±1. From VMC calculations, it becomes
a 𝜈 = −4 Abelian CSL in a small field and a 𝜈 = −2 Abelian
CSL at higher fields, before also passing to the trivial phase.
The nontrivial topological excitations of the 𝜈 = −4 CSL, 𝜀,
𝑚, and 𝑒, are the same as those of the 𝜈 = 4 CSL (Table I), but
those of the 𝜈 = −2 CSL are classified differently [7].

Despite its very large number of cones, the 𝜋-flux QSL does
not show a significantly richer field-induced phase diagram. A
small [1 1 1] field drives an Abelian CSL phase with 𝜈 = −8,
the Abelian nature here being a necessary consequence of the
fact that the magnetic BZ contains two copies of the compact
BZ. This CSL undergoes a second-order phase transition into
a 𝜈 = 4 CSL at the critical field of 𝑔𝜇𝐵𝐵/|𝐾 | = 0.14: de-
spite the quite dramatic change of the Chern number by 12,
a continuous transition is protected by the remaining 𝐶3 and
inversion symmetries in the presence of the field. This sys-

Parent state CSL topological sectors GSD 𝑐−
PKSL14 𝜈 = 5 𝜎, 𝜀, 1 3 5/2

𝜈 = 4 𝑒, 𝑚, 𝜀, 1 4 2

PKSL8 𝜈 = −4 𝑒, 𝑚, 𝜀, 1 4 −2
𝜈 = −2 𝑎, 𝑎̄, 𝜀, 1 4 −1

𝜋-flux SL 𝜈 = −8 𝑒, 𝑚, 𝜀, 1 4 −4
𝜈 = 4 𝑒, 𝑚, 𝜀, 1 4 2

KSL 𝜈 = 1 𝜎, 𝜀, 1 3 1/2
U(1) Dirac SL KL 𝑒, 1 2 1

TABLE I. Field-induced CSL states in extended Kitaev models. 𝜈 is
the Chern number. KL denotes the Kalmayer-Laughlin state [84]. 1
denotes the vacuum, 𝜀 the fermion, and 𝜎 the vortices in the non-
Abelian CSLs (𝜈 = 1 and 5). 𝑒 and 𝑚 are the two different types of
vortex in the 𝜈 = ±4 and ±8 Abelian CSLs, and are both semions. 𝑎
and 𝑎̄ are antiparticles of each other in the 𝜈 = −2 Abelian CSL. GSD
is ground-state degeneracy on a torus and 𝑐− is chiral central charge.

0 0.1 0.2 0.3

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

0 0.2 0.4 0.6

a

b

c

FIG. 7. Phase diagrams obtained on applying a field to magneti-
cally ordered states. a In the zigzag phase (Γ, 𝐽, Γ′, 𝐽R)/|𝐾 | =
(1.4, 0,−0.05, 0), a field with 𝐵𝐵𝐵 ∥ [1 1 0] induces a sequence of two
gapless states (with 8 cones and 4 cones) after the order is suppressed.
b In the triple-Q phase (Γ, 𝐽, Γ′, 𝐽R)/|𝐾 | = (0.4, 0,−0.05, 0.1),
a field with 𝐵𝐵𝐵 ∥ [1 1 0] induces one gapless state with 8 cones
beyond the ordered phase. c In the zigzag phase (Γ, 𝐽, Γ′,
𝐽R)/|𝐾 | = (1.4, 0, 0, 0), a field with 𝐵𝐵𝐵 ∥ [1 1 1

5 ] induces one gapped
CSL with 𝜈 = 1 after the order is suppressed. Solid red (open blue)
points represent first-order (continuous) phase transitions.

tem does not enter the trivial phase until a rather high field of
𝑔𝜇𝐵𝐵/|𝐾 | = 2.3, which happens with a first-order transition.
Gapless QSLs with 𝐵𝐵𝐵 ∥ [1 1̄ 0]. The [1 1 1] field is repre-
sentative of arbitrary field directions, which give rise to fully
gapped CSLs with well defined 𝜈. By contrast, selected high-
symmetry field directions preserve the gapless Z2 QSL over a
finite range of field magnitudes [59, 64, 91]. We have found
this situation for 𝐵𝐵𝐵 ∥ [1 1 0] in all of our primary multinode
QSLs (Fig. 6a): in the PKSL8 the number of cones is reduced
to 4, in the PKSL14 to 6, and in the 𝜋-flux QSL to 16. In each
case it is the cones on the high-symmetry line (the horizontal
line through K and K′) that remain gapless, generally only at
very low fields, whereas all other cones become gapped.
Field-induced gapless QSLs from magnetic order. Mind-
ful of the experimental situation in 𝛼-RuCl3, we also consider
the application of a field to suppress a magnetically ordered
phase in favor of a gapless QSL. In Fig. 7a we show that a
high-symmetry, in-plane field, 𝐵𝐵𝐵 ∥ [1 1̄ 0], applied to a zigzag
ordered ground state (of the 𝐾-Γ-Γ′ model) drives two transi-
tions, the first to a gapless Z2 QSL with 8 Majorana cones and
the second, which is continuous, to a 4-cone QSL. This result
provides a possible interpretation of the NMR measurement
performed on 𝛼-RuCl3 in Ref. [30], where an in-plane field
induced a gapless, disordered state above 7 T and the proper-
ties of this state appeared to change above 12 T. Similarly, if
one starts in a triple-Q ordered phase (Fig. 7b), a [1 1 0] field
drives the system into an 8-cone QSL.
Field-induced CSLs from magnetic order. In the same spirit,
we note that there exists a regime of magnetic field directions
for which an ordered magnetic phase is suppressed in favor of
a gapped CSL. We illustrate this in Fig. 7c for the case where
a weakly out-of-plane field is applied to the zigzag-ordered
phase of Fig. 3a.
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Quite generally, magnetic fields applied in different direc-
tions can have very different physical consequences and we
state only that the unexplored parameter space for the discov-
ery of field-induced QSLs remains large. However, our studies
do allow us to make one overarching statement. In early work,
two of the present authors suggested a field-induced U(1) Dirac
QSL state, based on VMC studies of the 𝐾-Γ model without
PSG guidance [91]. By contrast, PSG-guided VMC reveals
that U(1) Ansätze are always slightly higher in energy than the
related Z2 nodal QSL states, and it is generally true that U(1)
QSL states are not favored by spin models containing Kitaev-
type interactions, or the other interactions produced by strong
SOC, presumably because of the discrete and multidirectional
nature of their symmetries.

VI. CONE STABILITY AND QSL CLASSIFICATION

Stability of Majorana cones. All nodal Z2 QSLs are obtained
by Gutzwiller projection of the fermionic states of a mean-field
superconductor; the dispersions of the fermionic spinons con-
tain a discrete number of cones and the low-energy quantum
fluctuations of the QSL are described by Z2 gauge fields that
couple to the nodal spinons. Usually the form of the low-
energy dispersion is not changed by Gutzwiller projection,
making the gapped or gapless QSL spectrum agree qualita-
tively with the spectrum of the mean-field theory: if the cones
are robust at the mean-field level, then the number of cones in
the corresponding QSL remains unchanged after projection.

Cones in the mean-field theory are protected by the symme-
try 𝑃𝑇 . Cones cannot be gapped without breaking 𝑃𝑇 unless
they merge and disappear in pairs, which is, in essence, a
second-order quantum phase transition. Thus the number of
cones may change only if 𝑃𝑇 is broken or at a phase transition,
and otherwise this protection of the mean-field cones implies
that the cones in the spinon dispersion of the QSL are robust
against perturbations preserving 𝑃𝑇 .

However, 𝑇 is broken by a magnetic field applied in an ar-
bitrary direction, or by a three-spin interaction term. Under
these circumstances, all the cones become gapped and, if the
Z2 gauge field remains deconfined after Gutzwiller projection,
the resulting gapped state is a CSL whose properties are de-
termined by the Chern number 𝜈 (Sec. V). Every gapped cone
contributes ± 1

2 to the Chern number, where the sign is given
by the sign of the mass of the cone or the chirality of the cone
with respect to the perturbation generating the mass. Thus it is
clear that the chiralities of all cones must be specified in order
to determine the Chern number of the CSL.
Classification of multinode QSLs. A complete classification
of gapless QSLs is a highly involved and incomplete issue.
Here we contribute only by summarizing the above deduc-
tions, which constitute a series of necessary conditions. (o)
We found that the PSG is necessary, including to describe sym-
metry fractionalization, but it is not sufficient. (i) We needed to
know the number of cones and how they are symmetry-related.
(ii) We then found it necessary to determine the chirality un-
der mass-generating perturbations. For completeness we note
that (iii) the gauge flux excitation can also have fractional

symmetry [92], which should be known, and (iv) the anomaly-
free condition is required to guarantee that the QSLs being
classified can be realized in two-dimensional lattice models
[93, 94]. These and perhaps other conditions are required if
a classification scheme is to cover all nodal QSLs, including
U(1) Dirac QSLs, different symmetry groups, different 2D lat-
tices, and also higher spins than 𝑆 = 1/2 [95]. For a more
detailed discussion of classification theory, we refer the reader
to Ref. [96], where a series of nodal Z2 QSLs was found in
the extended 𝐾-Γ model by introducing a spatial anisotropy
in the interactions (i.e. a “strained honeycomb” lattice). Ex-
tended Kitaev models with four-spin interactions that preserve
the local gauge structure and the integrability have been shown
to host phases including a uniform 𝜋-flux QSL with a Fermi
surface and a 𝜋-flux nodal QSL with 2 cones [97, 98].

VII. SUMMARY

Extended Kitaev models may contain any or all of the Ki-
taev (𝐾), Heisenberg (𝐽), off-diagonal (Γ and Γ′), and ring-
exchange (𝐽R) interactions, which in combination with the
field strength (|𝐵 |) and direction (𝐵̂) give a very large param-
eter space to explore for exotic phases and excitations. We
have shown by systematic VMC calculations that the parame-
ter space contains gapless Z2 QSLs with 2, 8, and 14 nodes in
the first BZ. While the 2-cone state, the GKSL, has the physics
of the KSL, the PKSL8 and PKSL14 states have quite different
spinonic quasiparticles and a gapless spin response. Neverthe-
less, it seems clear that all three states share the same physics,
of optimizing the kinetic energy of nearly-free spinons with a
minimal number of low-energy modes establishing the long-
range correlations (i.e. a discrete number of cones suffices for
this, as opposed to a Fermi surface). The GKSL, PKSL8, and
PKSL14 all have the same PSG and belong to a single, large
family of multinode Z2 QSLs whose spinon excitation spectra
contain 6𝑛+2 cones. Separate families of nodal Z2 QSLs exist
based on different PSGs, and we discovered a representative
of the uniform 𝜋-flux QSLs, whose spinon dispersions contain
4(6𝑛 + 2) cones in the original first BZ.

In applied magnetic fields of most orientations, all the cones
of these multinode QSLs become gapped to provide a wide
choice of CSL states. The states we discuss give rise to CSLs
with Chern numbers 𝜈 = ±1, ±2, ±4, ±5, and±8, with the total
number of such phases being capped at 8 (up to edge chiral bo-
son modes) [7]. These CSLs offer explicit realizations of many
of the topological concepts and properties introduced by Ki-
taev in the analysis of his model. For specific high-symmetry
field directions, however, the QSLs can remain gapless, with
a reduced number of nodes remaining protected by the system
symmetries. That a gapless multinode QSL can be induced
when the applied field destabilizes a magnetically ordered state
offers a route to explain much of the existing experimental data
on proximate Kitaev materials.

We take the view that the role of theory is not only to
explain experiments but also to predict where the next genera-
tion of experiments can search for exotic physical phenomena.
Multinode QSLs lying beyond the GKSL region of extended
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Kitaev models are truly exotic physics, and thus their existence
should be confirmed and their properties explored seriously.
From the standpoint of computational physics, while VMC
gives access to some of the largest system sizes accessible to
numerical methods, it is Ansatz-dependent and therefore not
unbiased. However, accurate calculations for multinode Z2
QSLs appear unrealistic by ED and cylinder MPS methods.
While intrinsically 2D in nature, tensor-network states are also
best suited to describing gapped states obeying area-law entan-
glement, although here one might establish the existence not
of the multinode QSL but of the corresponding field-induced
CSL. On the theory side, we reiterate our result that the param-
eter space of multinode QSL phases is considerably enlarged
in the presence of Γ′ and ring-exchange interactions, which is
a promising sign for further theoretical discoveries. For exper-
iment, we take the extremely detailed work on both controlled
materials properties and thermal conductivity measurements
in 𝛼-RuCl3 as an indicator that all the ingredients are com-
ing into place for the future realization and characterization of
multinode QSL phases in quantum magnetic materials.

Methods
Ring exchange. For completeness, we mention the treatment
of the ring-exchange interaction introduced in Sec. II in the
spinon representation of Sec. III, where it is expressed simply
as 𝑃̂7 = −𝜒̂𝑖 𝑗 𝜒̂ 𝑗𝑘 𝜒̂𝑘𝑙 𝜒̂𝑙𝑚 𝜒̂𝑚𝑛 𝜒̂𝑛𝑖−cyclic(𝑖 𝑗 𝑘𝑙𝑚𝑛)+H.c., with
indices 𝑖, 𝑗 , 𝑘, 𝑙, 𝑚, 𝑛 ∈ 7 and 𝜒̂𝑖 𝑗 = 𝑐†𝑖↑𝑐 𝑗↑ + 𝑐

†
𝑖↓𝑐 𝑗↓ being the

spinon kinetic term.

PSG and PSG-guidance. The clearest example of the PSG
is that of the KSL, which is known exactly [46] and can be
read from the Majorana representation: because the 𝑐-fermion
does not hybridize with any of the 𝑏𝛾-fermions, any PSG
operation leaves it invariant. If 𝑔 is a symmetry operation and
𝑈 (𝑔) is the representation of 𝑔 carried by spin-1/2, the gauge
operation,𝑊𝑖 (𝑔), following 𝑔 should then be𝑊𝑖 (𝑔) = ±𝑈 (𝑔).
By applying this framework to the most general spin-orbit-
coupled QSL of the𝐾-𝐽-Γmodel, one obtains the form [59, 91]

𝐻SL
mf =

∑︁
⟨𝑖, 𝑗 ⟩∈𝛼𝛽 (𝛾)

Tr
[
𝑈 (0)
𝑗𝑖 𝜓

†
𝑖 𝜓 𝑗

]
+ Tr

[
𝑈 (1)
𝑗𝑖 𝜓

†
𝑖 (𝑖𝑅

𝛾
𝛼𝛽)𝜓 𝑗

]

+Tr
[
𝑈 (2)
𝑗𝑖 𝜓

†
𝑖 𝜎

𝛾𝜓 𝑗

]
+ Tr

[
𝑈 (3)
𝑗𝑖 𝜓

†
𝑖 𝜎

𝛾𝑅
𝛾
𝛼𝛽𝜓 𝑗

]
, (3)

where 𝑅
𝛾
𝛼𝛽 = − 𝑖√

2
(𝜎𝛼 + 𝜎𝛽) is a rotation matrix and the

quantities 𝑈 (𝑚)
𝑗𝑖 , with 𝛾 specified by ⟨𝑖, 𝑗⟩, are mean-field pa-

rameters. By considering the PSG of the KSL, the coefficients
𝑈 (𝑚)
𝑗𝑖 in Eq. (3) are constrained to the forms

𝑈 (0)
𝑗𝑖 = 𝑖𝜂0 + 𝑖(𝜌𝑎 + 𝜌𝑐),

𝑈 (1)
𝑗𝑖 = 𝑖(𝜌𝑎 − 𝜌𝑐 + 𝜌𝑑) (𝜏𝛼 + 𝜏𝛽) + 𝑖𝜂3 (𝜏𝑥 + 𝜏𝑦 + 𝜏𝑧),

𝑈 (2)
𝑗𝑖 = 𝑖(𝜌𝑎 + 𝜌𝑐)𝜏𝛾 + 𝑖𝜂5 (𝜏𝑥 + 𝜏𝑦 + 𝜏𝑧),

𝑈 (3)
𝑗𝑖 = 𝑖(𝜌𝑐 − 𝜌𝑎 − 𝜌𝑑) (𝜏𝛼 − 𝜏𝛽),

(4)

where 𝜂0,3,5 and 𝜌𝑎,𝑐,𝑑 are real [59]. The reduction from
16 to 6 mean-field parameters in this case is the practical
consequence of the PSG-guided approach.
VMC calculations. The fact that the projected states,
|Ψ(𝑅𝑅𝑅)⟩ = 𝑃G |Ψmf (𝑅𝑅𝑅)⟩, and hence the final variational states
obtained from VMC, depend so crucially on the choice of the
mean-field Hamiltonian, 𝐻mf (𝑅𝑅𝑅), forced us to perform a sys-
tematic selection and comparison of the possible mean-field
decoupling channels. By exploiting all symmetries, VMC
calculations are possible on lattice sizes up to approximately
400 sites; a systematic investigation of size effects in the ex-
tended Kitaev model was performed in Ref. [59]. However,
the optimal parameters 𝑅𝑅𝑅 can be used more broadly once they
have been determined. An important example is to deduce the
spinon dispersion of a QSL state by diagonalizing the corre-
sponding mean-field Hamiltonian on a much larger lattice, and
from this dispersion locate very precisely the positions of the
nodes in a nodal Z2 (or U(1) Dirac) QSL.
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